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Australian and International Politics Subject Assessment Advice

Overview

Subject assessment advice, based on the previous year’s assessment cycle, gives an overview of how students performed in their school and external assessments in relation to the learning requirements, assessment design criteria, and performance standards set out in the relevant subject outline. They provide information and advice regarding the assessment types, the application of the performance standards in school and external assessments, and the quality of student performance.

Teachers should refer to the subject outline for specifications on content and learning requirements, and to the subject operational information for operational matters and key dates.

School Assessment

Assessment Type1: Folio
Students should undertake at least three folio assessments that cover a range of topics, one of which should have an international focus. At least two assessment tasks should be formal written arguments and as in previous years, essay questions were well constructed and often based on past examination questions. Although this is a useful guide, it is not an expectation. There was some variation in tasks, and most allowed for achievement across the grade bands.  The assessment design criteria for the folio are: knowledge and understanding; research, critical analysis, and evaluation; communication. 
The more successful responses commonly:

· Presented a range of views and based discussions on well-balanced research
· Incorporated outcomes of recent events and analysis of changing trends into arguments 
· Formed clearly structured arguments which facilitated greater clarity of communication

· Integrated historical and contemporary to support discussion
· Incorporated political terms and concepts consistently throughout the assessments

· Demonstrated sophisticated and insightful understanding of political events 

· Communicated in a politically persuasive manner. 
The less successful responses commonly:

· Provided some description of events but analysis and explanation of evidence was limited

· Did not analyse or make reference to key terms indicated in the essay question 

· Did not appropriately acknowledge sources 

· Based evidence on highly biased sources which lacked creditability.
Assessment Type2: Sources Analysis 
Students are required to undertake at least two Sources Analysis assessments, including one that has an international politics focus.  One Sources Analysis assessment should be completed under supervision and within the 90-minute time limit. The wording of source analysis questions should be clear and the questions should be manageable in the given timeframe.   The assessment design criteria for the Sources Analysis are: knowledge and understanding; research, critical analysis, and evaluation; communication.
The more successful responses commonly:

· Demonstrated knowledge of the current political landscape beyond that presented in the source
· Thoroughly addressed extended response questions, drawing from a wide range of knowledge 
· Provided clear evidence to support their answers 

· Analysed the meanings conveyed in the sources, reflecting on the tone, purpose, and writers’ personal bias 
· Used political terms and concepts perceptively and accurately.  

The less successful responses commonly:

· Provided a recount of the information presented in the sources with very limited analysis 
· Did not explicitly answer the questions and provided information that lacked relevance 
· Presented minimal contemporary political knowledge 

· Did not make adequate reference to the sources. 

Assessment Type 3: Investigation 

Students are required to undertake an investigation of a local, national, or international political issue that is of . It should be presented as a written report and should be a maximum of 2000 words. This assessment type should primarily assess research, critical analysis, and evaluation, engagement and reflection and communication.

 The more successful responses commonly:

· Developed a hypothesis or focus questions to guide the investigation 

· Incorporated a wide range of primary and secondary sources which generated a range of perspectives and validated the information presented 

· Presented structured, reasoned, and connected arguments 

· Responded to and concluded against a clearly defined research question. 

The less successful responses commonly:

· Described and outlined an issue rather than arguing a position and coming to a conclusion against key research questions 

· Selected a topic or incorporate research which had only tentative links to politics 

· Utilised a narrow range of sources.
Assessment Type 4: Examination Report 2017

SECTION A: AUSTRALIAN POLITICS

Question 1

This question only attracted a few responses. The more successful responses demonstrated ‘comprehensive knowledge’ by the range of examples of resolving constitutional disputes covered. The coherent communication in such responses showed ‘highly proficient critical analysis’ by their evaluation of the fairness of the issues and they also looked at the other methods by which constitutional disputes can be resolved. They reflected on current and past cases before High Court to back up earlier arguments. Less successful responses focused on fewer cases e.g. Mabo and Tasmanian Dams only and these students provided description only and /or did not consider the major alternative method of Referenda or minor methods such as referral of power, the Governor General [1975] or COAG and hence evaluation was ‘considered’ at best as was the level of knowledge.

Question 2

The more successful responses demonstrated comprehensive knowledge by the range of examples they gave as to the success or otherwise of federalism in the Australian context. They looked at contentious issues and provide proficient critical analysis on both sides of the debate. Often a well considered attempt of a definition and a setting in an historic context reflected the incisive use of political terms. One or two responses went beyond the arguments around red tape and duplication of services and demonstrated insightful understanding by analysing the views of authorities such as Richard Murray, Dean Jaensch and William Birnbauer. Less successful responses covered fewer points with limited analysis and more description. Some appeared to draw information from their Investigation. 
Question 3

This question produced a wide range of marks. The less successful responses demonstrated only considered knowledge and focused only on matters like the composition and the role of the Senate, as well as the role in representing the states. The more successful responses considered the changing numeric balance in the Senate across federal elections in 2010, 2013 and post 2016 and indeed reflected on the recent citizenship challenges. A few incisive facts about individual voting patterns were evident. Proficient critical analysis of whether the Senate is either a ‘house of review’ or a ‘house of obstruction’ were limited to few responses. Only the most successful responses looked at incisive ideas like review via Select and Standing Committees and review of new bills and regulations. Most at least touched on ideas around hung parliaments.

Question 4
There were few responses to this question. High level responses assessed a range of parliamentary avenues available to citizens to participate in politics- with the most often quoted being representation through voting, joining a political party, activism at election times, petitions and through lobby groups. The idea that the current revolution in telecommunications and information technology has brought another dimension to globalization was often not considered. One astute response touched on the idea that via social media the opportunities for citizens are changing.
Question 5

Successful responses indicated the range of preferential voting choices and indeed in the case of Queensland the changing ranges across the elections in the past decade. This in itself indicated comprehensive knowledge. Students who chose to describe differences generally demonstrated only considered evaluation of ideas. More successful responses looked at the function of voting systems in a democracy. Proportional representation in the senate and most upper houses received less attention and here communication was at best mostly accurate. There was mention of the different systems in Tasmania but little detail. Successful responses noted that proportional representation, where it occurs, has seen minor parties play a heightened role within Australian democracy. Students generally struggled with the word effectiveness. 
Question 6

This was a popular question with successful responses focussing on the terms ‘fear’ and ‘most’.  The most astute responses also considered a range of other factors in several elections thus indicating comprehensive knowledge. The 2001 federal election was a popular cited example where fear to some was the dominant factor [Tampa; 9/11 and Children Overboard] but other matters like economics, comparative leadership, selective press reporting, trust, personalities were mentioned. Responses covered the role of short, medium, and long term factors in influencing electoral outcomes with examples from recent times to historical, Western Australia this year to the 1929 federal election.  Some responses focused on ideology as a winner or loser and the most astute responses noted the role of fear in 2007 associated with Work Choices. Proficient critical analysis came with arguments that fear did not matter and cited the successes of Playford while a few responses noted the role of Bjelke-Petersen and gerrymandering as the dominant factor in electoral outcomes in the unicameral system in Queensland over decades.

Question 7 
There were many high quality responses to this question demonstrating comprehensive knowledge and coherent communication. Reference to the comparative position on the party political spectrum was evident in the successful responses.  The idea that political success is a mixture of pragmatism and fundamental ideology was well covered. Most responses cited a range of policies and analysed the policy from either a pragmatic or ideological perspective. Frequently cited examples included Playford’s ETSA and SAHT initiatives, Howard’s Work Choices, Rudd’s MRRT, Hawke’s privatisation of Qantas and the Commonwealth Bank and Keating’s floatation of the Australian dollar. Astute responses also discussed why political parties have had to move from core ideologies to stay relevant to a changing constituent base. Less successful responses had a narrower range of examples. The recent changes in policies regarding environmental matters proved difficult for students. One marker noted that a brief history of the origin of major party ideology and a clear definition of pragmatism enhanced the work of a student.

Question 8

Successful responses focused on the key term populism and demonstrated comprehensive knowledge through several examples.  Critical analysis was often best seen in the work of those that looked at a spectrum of examples at both state and federal examples with Katter, Hanson, Xenophon and the Sex Party appearing the most often. Students should resist the opportunity to express their personal opinions on specific individuals as it rarely relates to the question. Mention of the level disengagement with the major parties appeared in the most successful responses.

SECTION B: INTERNATIONAL POLITICS

Question 10

The few responses to this question tended to agree with the proposition that Australians are not sufficiently committed to living as responsible global citizens. However, a comprehensive response needed a range of evidence not just one or two. Replies focusing on the refugee issue showed clear communication but often had geographical locations confused. Arguments around issues such as ecological footprint, Southern Ocean whaling and our role in and with the United Nations were evident.  Discussions around what constitutes a responsible global citizen was not explored in depth and thus resulted in only considered evaluation.  

Question 12
Successful responses distinguished in detail the different ways private, public and social media report news. This was the most popular question in this section. Successful responses provided a balanced discussion which made reference to examples where Media has responsibly reported the news and examples where the media has distorted the news to influence public opinion. The most successful responses analysed the view that Global media create/convey dilemma is in the view of the reader or perhaps their political persuasion. A wide range of examples were used to make the case and better examples were directed at the current or past situations in Italy, America, South Korea, and the United Kingdom. Highly proficient analysis was noted in the changing global landscape brought about by social media in the last decade or so.

Question 13
This question produced the best responses in this section. It was noted that perhaps the terms ‘are not’ made astute analysis easier to demonstrate. Much in-depth knowledge was noted around the actions of Rupert Murdoch. His anti Labour views in the United Kingdom and pro Fox views in the USA were well argued and documented and backed up with impressive statistics. The manner in which ‘The Sun’ newspaper has backed electoral winners in the UK was well covered and details of Neil Kinnock’s problems and John Major’s successes in 1992 were impressively noted by very accurate use of well known quotations. The point that in the court of public opinion such leaders are held to account was well made. Most responses made passing reference to the idea that the face of this debate is marginally to some - and rapidly to others - changing in an era of globalisation and social media.

Question 14
This question generated few responses but did evoke lively debate. Thus evaluation was well covered and in particular around the ideas that alternate media could destabilise and overthrow governments. Examples from the last decade were cited and analysed and usually from the Middle East. Coherent comment continued with examples where the reverse applied and this usually focused on China. Some responses analysed that this was the face of the future and cited Obama in 2012 and Trump in 2016. 
Question 16

Responses demonstrated only a considered level of knowledge due to the narrow range of examples of bilateral agreements. For example the ANZUS Treaty while in itself could be coherent in that both benefits and problems could be covered, was diminished by a lack of detail considering the events in the past twelve months in the Pacific Ocean. Economic and trade agreements were overlooked and this limited the range of evaluation available in the overall response.
Question 24

This was the most popular choice in Section B and the majority of responses were successful. Less than comprehensive responses focussed on only the military aspects or aspects that did not significantly impact on American power whereas better responses looked at international influence, economic, political and social factors. Many grasped the geographic significance of matters like the archipelagos in the South China Sea, the New Silk Route and the role of Crimea and thus demonstrated astute and coherent communication. Many demonstrated a comprehensive knowledge of global matters post 9/11 and provided proficient critical analysis of matters including 9/11, Syria, Colonel Gaddafi and the most recent November successes against ISIS near Raqqa to cite a few. Critical analysis as to the extent to which America’s superpower status is at an end was often focused on events in the Middle East and a range of matter s involving China. 
Question 25
Many responses covered a range of examples, citing policy from the end of World War 2 onwards and often the analysis suggested that the further from 1945 the greater the chaos! Successful responses in terms of knowledge, analysis and communication were seen around subtopics like the Korean War, Chile in the 1970’s, the first Gulf War, the Bush and Clinton eras and the Cuban Missile Crisis. 
Question 26

Successful responses focused on the current consequences of the American alliance, making reference to the conflicts with North Korea and ISIS. Most responses cited the ANZUS Treaty and complications that this has caused for Australia’s security. The most successful responses demonstrating a comprehensive knowledge made the point that the USA ‘saved’ Australia in 1942. Economic consequences of the relationship were also frequently mentioned. Successful responses addressed the question carefully moving from description to a reasoned argument. One marker noted that analysis and knowledge of American bases both past and present in Australian provide students with the best opportunities to perform at the highest levels.
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