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1

Study Document 1.

(a)

(b)

Identify two ways that progress towards gender equality is helping economic growth

[2]
Candidates are required to identify any two ways that progress towards gender equality is
helping economic growth, from Document 1. Award ONE mark for each way given. Accept
direct quotations from the passage.

Candidates should identify two ways:

e Increasing numbers of women in the workforce and rising productivity gained from their
talents has helped fuel significant growth everywhere.
e Rising numbers of women in an economy raises the fortunes of families and nations.

Summarise the author’s view that progress towards gender equality has been
restricted. [4]

The author’s basic view is that there are restrictions to equality. The question requires
candidates to summarise the information in the document. Simply identifying a view would
give one mark, but development is needed for the second mark.

Candidates could identify:

o Rate of progress in APEC varies widely with laws, customs and values that fuel them
providing roadblocks to full inclusion.

e Millions of women are still side-lined, unable to find a meaningful place in the formal
workforce.

o Some who enter the workforce are confined to the lower rung of the job ladder by very
clear signals.

e Others are confronted by a glass ceiling that keeps them from senior positions.

Study Document 1.

Evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of the author’s argument that more should be
done to increase the economic role of women. [10]

Responses should focus on both the strengths and weaknesses of the arguments put forward in
Document 1.

At Level 3 candidates must consider both the strengths and weaknesses.

At Level 2 there is likely to be an imbalance with most of the answer focusing on the
weaknesses of the arguments, although some answers may focus largely on the strengths.
At Level 1 it is likely that candidates will consider only one side of the argument.
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Level 3 Sustained evaluation of the strengths and weaknesses of the argument.
8-10 marks Highly effective, accurate and clearly expressed explanation and

reasoning; clear evidence of structured argument / discussion, with
conclusions reached / explicitly stated in a cogent and convincing

manner.
Level 2 Some evaluation of strengths and weaknesses of arguments but
4-7 marks evaluation may focus on one aspect.

Effective and generally accurate explanation and reasoning; some
evidence of structured argument / discussion; conclusions may not be
explicitly stated or link directly to the analysis.

Level 1 Little or no evaluation of strengths and weaknesses, although flaws etc.
1-3 marks may be identified.

Level of communication is limited, response may be cursory or
descriptive; communication does not deal with complex subject matter.

Indicative content

No set answer is expected and examiners should be flexible in their approach. There is much
material that candidates might consider and examiners should note that not all is required to gain

max

imum marks, what matters is the quality of the evaluation.

Strengths:

Candidates may point to the reliability of the source; Hillary Clinton, U.S. Secretary of State
and wife of former President. The article is addressed to a significant economic organisation
(APEC.) including USA, China, Japan and Russia. An official declaration and thus approved
by US. Recognises that US is also at fault so doesn’t set out to belittle others.

There is strong use of emotive language, “lower rungs of the ladder”, glass ceilings” and
“roadblocks” that challenge the thoughts of the reader.

There is reference to data from “The Economist”, a well-respected journal. There is some link
to data to support enhancement argument.

Weaknesses:

Candidates may identify that there is little data and there are unsubstantiated statements.
E.g. in Paragraph 5 “so let’s look at the evidence....” Is there any? They may be “opening
stores and running businesses...” etc. but how successful or sustainable are they?

The passage is emotional — “don’t have a person to waste” followed by “I think it’s true”. “For
the sake of our children and our nations”.

Problems are identified but solutions are not given.

Women are shown to be involved in business but no comparison with men.

Some plans for company involvement are outlined: Goldman Sachs, Coca-Cola, Wal-Mart
but no reflection on their success or likely success.

This is the US Secretary of state in US speaking to an International group — what influence
politically or economically, does she want to achieve?
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Study Documents 1 and 2.

To what extent is Document 2 more convincing than Document 1 in supporting the view
that women should have an increasingly important role in the development of the global
economy? [14]

Responses should focus on key reasoning and evidence in both documents in order to compare
the perspectives and synthesise them in order to reach a reasoned judgement. In order to assess
whether Document 2 is more convincing than Document 1 in supporting the view that women
should have an increasingly important role in the development of the global economy candidates
should consider not only the content of the Documents, but critically assess the arguments put
forward through a consideration of issues such as the nature of the passages, purpose and
language. Candidates should critically assess the use of examples and evidence in order to
reach a judgement.

e At Level 3 candidates will reach a sustained comparison. In order to do this they will have
covered a significant range of issues, and evaluated them clearly. Response offering some
high quality evaluative points may be placed lower in this level. To reach the top of this level
the full descriptor must be met.

e At Level 2 there will be some evaluation and comparison, but it will be either poorly
developed or limited in the areas covered.

o AtLevel 1 there will be very little comparison of the passages or evaluation and candidates
may simply describe the documents or identify areas of similarity and difference.

Level 3 Answers at this level will demonstrate a sustained judgement about
11-14 marks | which Document is more convincing in relation to the view in the
question. There will be sustained evaluation of alternative perspectives;
critical assessment with explicit reference to key issues raised in the
passages leading to a reasoned and sustained judgement.

Highly effective, accurate and clearly expressed explanation and
reasoning; clear evidence of structured argument / discussion, with
conclusions reached / explicitly stated in a cogent and convincing

manner.
Level 2 Answers at this level will be more than just a comparison of the two
6-10 marks documents; there will be some evaluation, but this will not be sustained

and may focus on one perspective; assessment may not link key reasons
and evidence clearly to the perspective or to the reasoned judgement.
Effective and generally accurate explanation and reasoning; some
evidence of structured argument / discussion; conclusions may not be
explicitly stated or link directly to analysis.

Level 1 Answers at this level will compare a few points and there will be little or
1-5 marks no evaluation of perspectives, although some relevant evidence or
reasons may be identified. If there is any judgement it will be
unsupported or superficial.

Level of communication is limited; response may be cursory or
descriptive; communication does not deal with complex subject matter.
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Indicative content

No set answer is expected and examiners should be flexible in their approach. Relevant points

may

be drawn from the following:

Both Documents recognise that the economic role of women needs to be improved.
Document 1 appeals more to the emotions, whereas Document 2 uses more detailed
evidence.

Both documents use a global perspective, especially in the Asia-Pacific region, but Doc 2
uses wider world examples.

Both documents recognise that there are limitations to the involvement of women. Doc 2 lists
hurdles, e.g. education, child care, whereas Doc 1 recognises that there are legal and social
restrictions to limit potential but gives few solutions.

Doc 2 uses “ample evidence” quoting a researcher, Duncan Thomas (not cited) but also
“Oportunidades” in Mexico to address the issue through improvement of health and welfare
based on women driving the agenda at a local level. Document 1 uses the examples of
APEC and large companies like Coca Cola.

Some candidates could argue that Doc 2 is written by an associate which makes it less
convincing than Doc 1 written by the U.S. Secretary of State.

Doc 2 contains much more specific evidence and detailed approaches to the role of women
in the global economy. The perspective in Doc 2 is more socio-economic, whereas the
perspective in Doc 1 is more political.

Doc 1 gives the concept of the “glass ceiling” and the lack of CEOs in top companies
whereas Doc 2 looks at the role women can play at the lowest level of society, especially in
developing countries. It could be argued this has a greater impact on the global economy
than getting women into top jobs, which may be the concern of developed countries. In turn,
this may strengthen the argument in Doc 2.

In both it is recognised that change, where it has happened, appears to be improving the
economic position of companies and countries. Both look optimistically at change but with
unproven results.

Doc 1 considers that all people are important, although implies that men hold back the
development of women. In Doc 2 the emphasis, based on some evidence, is that even
limited support to women will lead to greater benefits that giving more support to men.

Doc 1 gives an emotive description of limitations to women’s progress: “glass ceilings”,
“lower rungs of the ladder”, “road blocks to full inclusion”, “legal and social restrictions....”
Document 2 recognises similar restrictions but also argues that by empowering rural women
hunger and poverty will end, education and health will “be good for the economy, good for
the family and good for the future.” As such, the argument in Doc 2 may be more convincing.
Doc 1 has political spin “we don’t have a person to waste”, I think that’s true”, “My
husband....” This may weaken the argument.

In Doc 1 there are some statistics but several assertions that women are involved in many
areas of the economy, but there is no evidence of success or any plans to improve the
situation. Document 2 does show, through reference to specific evidence that progress is
being made.

Candidates could argue that Doc 2 does not make sufficient connection between the
improvement in health, nutrition and education with an improvement in the economy of a
country or on a global scale.

Some candidates may consider the contrasting merits of Clinton’s political approach to the
problem and Hamel’'s economic and cultural approach. Some may argue that the political
approach is more persuasive than the economic.
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