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Not Achieved exemplar for 91399 2015 Total score 05 

Q 
Grade 

score 
Annotation 

1 N1 

This response is awarded N1 because the candidate: 

(1) incorrectly shaded change in CS, change in PS and DWL 
(2) referred to price fall but did not link that to increase in CS  
(3) explained there is a loss of allocative efficiency (sum of CS and PS 

not maximised and DWL is created) 
(4) explained subsidy will have greater effect on elastic demand but 

without the correct reasoning (i.e. due to greater increase in QD) 

This response provides no other relevant evidence to demonstrate 
understanding of the efficiency of market equilibrium. 

2 N2 

This response provides partial evidence with some correct calculations 
in Tables One and Two. Changes identified in (5) and (6) have not been 
linked to changes in CS and PS. 

Partial evidence has also been provided in (7). This response provides 
no other relevant evidence to demonstrate understanding of the 
efficiency of market equilibrium. 

3 N2 

This response provides some partial evidence with 2 out of 4 correct 
labels in Table 3 and explanation of loss of allocative efficiency and 
tariff revenue (9). References to changes in CS and PS were incorrect 
(8), shift of Supply curve not done and there was no other relevant 
evidence.   

A better answer would have included sufficient detailed explanations 
that referred to correct labels in Table Three and in-depth explanation of 
how equilibrium is restored using market forces and referring to Graph 
Five. 

 

 


