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Sujet A
History Essay: Britain from 1945 to 1990.
General Introduction:
After the end of the Second World War in 1945, Britain entered into a new era of Cold War, starting in 1947. With the landslide victory of the Labour Party in the 1945 general election, Clement Atlee set up a series of reforms that would lead to the reconstruction of the country. However, the repetitive government failures led to the ultimate election of Margaret Thatcher from 1979 to 1990.
Part a) Explain the economic problems faced by Britain between 1945 and 1979. [8 marks]
After the end of the Second World War, Britain’s first economic problem was the reconstruction of the country. Indeed, it received major aid from the USA, once in 1945 and again in 1947-48 – the Marshall Aid. The problem was that Britain became a dependent economy. Britain also participated in the privatisation of key industries such as the Bank of England in 1945, railways and electricity in 1946, gas in 1947, and iron and steel in 1948. Furthermore, to better understand the 1930s Great Depression, American economist John Maynard Keynes advocated that an increase in government expenditure and lower taxes would stimulate the global economy out of depression. During the Labour years from 1945 to 1951, Keynesian economics were implemented to face this period of reconstruction.
Moreover, another economic problem that Britain faced was the payment deficits. Hence in 1949 was the devaluation of the pound sterling, to boost the balance of payments deficits. Furthermore, Britain also faced a period of austerity from 1947-48. The winter of 1948 was considered the worst in the century because of all the unemployment, famines in India and the Berlin blockade.
Indeed, because they were facing an imbalance in their economy, they started losing colonies such as India and Pakistan in 1947. Atlee, to face this economic problem of unemployment, addressed it through his welfare state employment goals. Furthermore, he also addressed the issue of WANT, one of the Five Giants, and implemented the National Insurance Act in 1946. People paid a flat rate to be eligible for funeral benefit, pension benefit, unemployment and sickness benefit. Furthermore, to address the economic problem of housing, he started the Housing Plan Act, however it was not much of a success. 
Moreover, they increased their defence spending during the Korean War in 1950-53, which caused them major economic issues, especially in 1973 with the international oil crisis, and the Suez Canal crisis, which caused Britain to experience a period of inflation.
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Part b) To what extent were these problems remedied during the Thatcher years? 
[12 marks]
When Thatcher was elected into office in 1979, Britain was facing a period of inflation. To remedy that problem, Thatcher increased income taxes, proceeded to spending cuts, and she doubled the value of VAT. Moreover, she lessened state intervention, not helping industries in difficulty.
Economically, she revolutionised Britain, and remedied the problems left by previous governments. Indeed, she implemented the opposite of Keynesianism by favouring monetarism. As a consequence, unemployment rose up to 3 million, but it just goes to show her determination and her image of the ‘Iron Lady’. Furthermore, she tackled a keystone of the post-war economic consensus – the ‘mixed economy’. Indeed, with the privatisation of many industries, she gave the opportunity to ordinary people of becoming shareholders. Examples of this privatisation are British Airways and British Rail.
Additionally, she weakened the power of Trade Unions, who in the 1970s had become the enemies of the British economy. So, Thatcher’s ability to curb the power of the Trade Unions really improved Britain economically, since fewer working days were lost due to strikes. Moreover, economic problems were also remedied when she changed mentalities. Indeed, one of her many enemies was the ‘dependence culture’ – a consequence of the welfare state. Instead she introduced individualism and competition, to stimulate the growth of the country.
Furthermore, she remedied the economic problems with the discovery of the oil and gas in the North Sea. Indeed, it enabled Britain to become self-sufficient in gas and it attracted many investors. Conversely, the Falklands War in 1982 was a symbol of the re-birth of Britain on the international stage. Moreover, since it was conquered within three weeks, with the use of media, Thatcher became the nation’s pride, a national hero.
However, if she changed the political agenda by embodying the opposite of Keynesianism, she did not challenge what had already been implemented during the previous governments. Indeed, her policy of de-centralisation is merely a continuation of what the welfare state had installed. Furthermore, even if she had a ‘special relationship’ with the USA, her presence during the end of the Cold War is not well recognised. However, she was still able to give Britain a place on the international scale. Moreover, her relationship with the USA caused Britain to be vetoed twice, by de Gaulle when trying to join the European Community.
She was innovative in what she achieved, not in her ideas. Indeed, her attitude towards the Falklands Crisis was inspired by the myth of the Blitz in 1940. Another limit to her success was the miners’ strike of 1984-85. Thatcher decided to close the non-profitable pits, which led to thousands of job losses. Moreover, it was the longest strike in British history. Conversely, even if it led to the ultimate miners’ defeat because the context wasn’t in their favour, it still led to mass unemployment. However, her biggest defeat was the Poll Tax at the end of the 1980s. Indeed, she lost the support of the lower middle-class, which was the trigger to her fall, and the limit to her remedies to the problems that Britain faced.
To conclude, if Thatcher was able to bring Britain out of its passive stalemate, in which it stagnated after the war, her political decisions are debateable. Her relationship with Europe was ambiguous, however she did solve most of Britain’s problems.



GEOGRAPHY DOCUMENT: Hubs and flows in globalisation. 
Part a) On the map outline provided, draw an annotated map to show the hubs and flows in globalisation. Produce a key for your map on the sheet provided. [10 marks].
	You should produce the following;
· A map that uses an appropriate mixture of words, labels, and symbols (such as surfaces, lines and arrows, shapes and points).
· A key (legend) that includes the meaning of the symbols that you have used.
· A short commentary of no more than 15 lines, to justify the choices you have made in terms of analysis and representation. This should be done in the space provided.
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Short commentary:
The map shows how globalisation shapes today’s world. In red, we can see that the main leading countries in our lobal economy are North America with the NAFTA trade block, Europe with the EU trade block, and East Asia with countries such as South Korea, Japan and China. The map also shows the emergence of the ASEAN trade block. 
One limitation to this map is that it does not show the different types of flows; whether they are flows of finance, goods, people, or raw materials. It would also have been interesting to distinguish the internal flows, for example the flows from urban to rural within a country.
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Part b) Study Document A
(b) Using your sketch map, Document A, and your own knowledge, evaluate the current dynamics of globalisation. [10 marks].

Globalisation is the increasing inter-connectedness of countries, with the flow of goods, finance, communication and people. With the use of the sketch map and Doc A, I will evaluate the current dynamics of globalisation. 

Doc A is an extract from McKinsey Global Institute, written in 2014. It was written from the perspective of a developed economy. The document as a whole is very positive, and has a one-direction oriented opinion. Indeed, Doc A states that global flows are “expanding rapidly”. The reason is because “emerging economies” are joining in. Moreover, the map shows the secondary flows between countries, concerning the emerging economies. For example, India is a part of the flows with Singapore and the EU. Furthermore, the lobal Institute states that the current dynamic of globalisation is increasing its flows of “people”, “consumer demand”, “global production” and “commodities trade”. 

Additionally, Doc A explains that if the flows of globalisation are increasing, it is because “more countries participate”. Indeed, the Global Institute points out that “developing economies now account for 38% of global flows”. However, the annotated map shows that the main flows in today’s world only concern 3 major regions. The main countries who benefit from this dynamic are North America with the NAFTA trade block, Europe with the EU, and the East Asian interface. This detail that is not mentioned in Doc A is relevant to our understanding the current dynamics of globalisation.

Furthermore, even if Doc A states that “South-South goods flows” rose up to “4.2 trillion dollars in 2012”, it does not mention the unequal distribution of wealth. Indeed, today our world total wealth is roughly 223 trillion dollars. However, only a minority benefit from this wealth. Most countries in Africa, for example, do not even have the money for basic medicine and education. Conversely, 80% of our planet accounts for 6% of our total wealth. In other words, it is like saying that 300 people have more wealth than 3 billion others. Moreover, the map shows that the flows in Africa remain extremely limited.

However, Doc A provides information that today, “digital companies enable even the smallest company to be a micro-multinational”. It points out the importance of individuals as they create “virtual people flow”.

Indeed, as countries are becoming more connected with each other, it stimulates flows of information. It creates opportunities for innovative ideas, and information leads to people around the world being more connected. It goes from shoes, to bananas, to new ideas.

Moreover, it would be interesting to mention new maritime routes, from the Arctic to Europe. In fact, with time this route will become even more important as climate change will lead to the melting of polar ice-caps. As a consequence, there will be less reliance on the Suez Canal and more conflict in the Arctic. However, this maritime route will exclude once again the less well integrated countries such as Africa, and especially the sub-Saharan countries.

Indeed, what the map and Doc A don’t show or mention are the conflict zones, which can be factors in being well integrated in our globalised world. It also does not mention debt, a consequence of globalisation. Doc A talks about how in the “developing world” they are creating “commodities trade”. The truth is that most poor countries are giving about 900 million dollars, each year, as a form of tax to overcome trade mispricing. 

Furthermore, if the map shows all those Alpha++ cities and leading economies, it cannot show the effects of outsourcing. Doc A talks about “selling and sourcing products” but it does not talk about this source of economic exploitation.

To conclude, while it is true that globalisation has helped millions of people get more involved through trade, the current dynamics of globalisation is much more complex. The goal for the future would be to lift up the poor, while at the same time keeping the planet liveable.
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