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Questions

Q1.
Turkey - an emerging economy

Figure 1: Turkey's central bank lending rate, percent, 2013-2018
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Figure 2: Selected emerging economy exchange rates, percentage change against the
US dollar: January 2018 compared to January 2016.
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(Source adapted from: FT.com)

Extract A

Can Turkey's central bank avoid another rate rise?
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At an annual rate of 25%, Turkey's inflation is alarming. However, it may have peaked.

This may be a turning point for the economically struggling country, whose currency (the

Turkish lira) has lost nearly a third of its value against the US dollar in 2018. The central

bank may be able to avoid tightening monetary policy further, as a severe economic 5
adjustment is already well under way. Turkey is highly indebted in foreign currency. The

Turkish government takes measures against excessive appreciation or depreciation of the

Turkish lira to reduce financial stability risks. The financial market faces difficulties in trying

to restore foreign investors’ confidence.

Consumer prices increased by 2.79% in October 2018, a much lower rate than the 6.3% 10
recorded in September 2018. The lira has stabilised, having risen 16% since the central

bank raised interest rates by 6.25 percentage points. However, the government wants

lower borrowing costs to fuel credit growth and economic expansion. Timothy Ash at

a London investment bank says at this point it's "illogical” to raise interest rates again in

Turkey. That's because Turkey's economy is already experiencing a severe slowdown. 15

In the long term Turkey's economic growth is expected to be above that of other

emerging markets such as Brazil, Russia and China. Turkey's private sector is resilient.

Between 2018-50 we expect Turkey to grow by an annual average of 3.1%. Brazil is

expected to grow by an annual average of 2.1%, Russia by 1.6% and China by 2.8%. GDP

growth will nevertheless be well below that recorded in 2004-07 and 2010-15. Average 20
growth in GDP per head will be substantially lower, mainly reflecting the expected rise in

the total population.

(Source adapted from: httpsy//ftalphaville ft.oom/2018/11/06/1541508141000/Can-Turkey-s-central-bank-
avoid-another-rate-hike-/. 6 Nov 2018 Colby Smith

and one sentence The president wants lower borrowing costs to fuel credit growth and economic expansion from
https:/fwww.theguardian.com/weorld/2018/aug/07/turkey-urged-to-announce-emergency-interest-rate-hike Larry
Elliott 7/8/18 and
http//country.eiu.com/article.aspxTartideid=157174199&Country=Turkey&topic=Economy&subtopic=
Long-term+outloock&subsubtopic=Summary)

Extract B

Turkey aims to bin the plastic bag

You get a free plastic bag whenever you go to a shop, even if it is just to buy a loaf of
bread or a chocolate bar. In Turkey, plastic bags are everywhere, with millions being
thrown away, and their use is causing a growing environmental problem.

In Istanbul, the country's biggest city with about 12 million people, around 10000 tonnes
of waste are being collected every day. Plastic bags and other plastic waste make up
950 tonnes, or almost 10%, of the total waste.

The Turkish government said it was looking at ways to discourage the consumption of
single-use plastic bags. One possible step currently under review is a ban of the black
bags that are said to contain carcinogens. Another is that the state may raise taxes

on plastic products, which could lead to supermarkets charging consumers for the
bags. In Corlu, a town north-west of Istanbul, a local environmental group distributed
20000 canvas bags to shoppers in one month. In some parts of Turkey, plastic bags are
completely banned, with heavy fines for both firms and consumers who use them.

(Source adapted from: tseibert@thenational.ae
https:/www.thenational. ae/world/europe/turkey-aims-to-bin-the-plastic-bag-1.530059 accessed 11/11/18)

Extract C

Istanbul's third airport set to be the busiest in the world
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Istanbul’s third airport is being constructed over an area of 76.5 million square metres, to

the north of Istanbul. When complete, the new airport will have six runways and have an

annual passenger capacity of up to 200 million people, making it potentially the world’s

busiest airport. “This airport is going to be the most important hub between Asia and 5
Europe,” said one business leader.

The airport design includes high vaulted ceilings and spacious, modern and efficient

design — and its tulip-shaped air traffic control tower won the 2016 International

Architecture Award. It uses mobile applications and artificial intelligence for customers, is

energy efficient and has a high-tech security system. The site employs 36000 people and 10
is estimated to cost the equivalent of £10 billion. However, the rush to meet the deadline

set by the Turkish government is a major cause of accidents on the construction site,

according to the construction workers  union.

(Source adapted from: httpsz/fwww.lonelyplanet.com/news/2018/08/08/istanbuls-huge-new-airport/ and
httpsyfvrwrw.voanews.com/alistanbul-to-unveil-new-airport-seeks-to-be-world-s-biggest/4632308. htm)

(a) Explain how the Turkish central bank intervenes in the currency market to prevent
‘excessive appreciation or depreciation of the Turkish lira' (Extract A, lines 7-8).

(b) Examine two reasons why the Turkish government may want to avoid a significant fall in the
exchange rate of the Turkish lira.

(c) Discuss the likely success of policies to reduce the consumption of single-use plastic bags in
cities such as Istanbul.

EITHER

(d) Evaluate the likely microeconomic and macroeconomic effects of a rise in interest rates in
Turkey.

OR

(e) Evaluate the microeconomic and macroeconomic impact of large infrastructure projects such
as the building of a third airport in Istanbul.

(Total for question = 50 marks)

Q2.

The chart below shows the UK Gini coefficient of incomes, 2007 to 2013.
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(Source: adapted from https://www.equalitytrust.org.uk/how-has-inequality-changed)

(a) Explain one likely reason for the change in UK income inequality since 2007.

(b) Which one of the following values for the Gini coefficient is correct if there is perfect income
equality?

0A 0

[1 B 0.5
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0 c 1

0 D 50:50

(Total for question = 5 marks)

Q3.

Over the past 25 years, income inequality has been increasing in many developed countries. For
example, from 2007 to 2011 Spain's Gini coefficient rose by 6.0 percentage points, and Ireland's
by 6.6 percentage points.

Evaluate the factors which may have caused this increase in income inequality. Refer to a
developed economy of your choice in your answer.

(Total for question = 25 marks)

Q4.

Read Figures 1 and 2 and the following extracts (A to C) before answering this
question.

UK Government spending and inequality
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Figure 1: UK regional gross disposable household income per capita, 2018

4

£ per capita

19000 to 21000
17000 to 18999
16000 to 16999

Morth East

South East

15000 to 15999
14500 to 14999
14000 to 14499
13000to 13999

(Source: adapted from University of Sheffield/Office for National Statistics:
https:/fwww.sheffield.acuk/news/nr/uk-higher-regional-inequality-large-wealthy-country-1.8622632)

Figure 2: UK subjective happiness by income, April 2021

Answer to the question: ‘On a scale of 1-10, how happy did you feel after yesterday?

(0 = not at all, 10 = completely)

Less than £10000

£10000-£20000

£20000-£40000

More than £40000

7.31

7.02

7.13

7.29

(Source: adapted from httpsy//www.ons.gov.uk/pecplepopulationandcommunity/wellbeing/
datasets/incomegroupsplitestimatesonpersonalandeconomicwellbeingacrosstime)

STEMUP.CO.UK



https://stemup.co.uk

Extract A
Regional inequality in the UK

Geographically, the UK is highly unequal in incomes. According to research from the
University of Sheffield, the estimate of the Gini coefficient is 0.34. There are a number

of different reasons for this. First, labour in poor places tend to develop too few skills,
with a lack of education holding people back. In Rotherham in the north of England, for
example, 21% of disadvantaged 18-year-olds from state schools and colleges go on to
higher education compared to 41% in London. Secondly, there is a lack of infrastructure
spending in northern cities compared to London. In 2017-18, 28% of public expenditure
on transport — and 46% of capital expenditure on railways — was spent in London. The
argument for this is that London gets a lot of public money because a lot of people take
public transport. This has angered many people in the North.

These problems cannot be solved quickly. They compound each other. Just as people

are rarely poor for one reason, regions do not fall behind only because they have poor
transport, poor schools or poor policy making, but for all those reasons and more. [deally,
the UK would develop a bold plan for regional development that could be followed

by future governments, as Germany did for its eastern part. Tera Allas of McKinsey, a
consultancy firm, argues that improving education is crucial, even if the returns are not
immediately obvious. It is easier to improve schools than to persuade businesses to move
to a poorer part of the country.

(Source: adapted from https://www.economist.com/britain/2020/07/30/
why-britain-is-more-geographically-unequal-than-any-other-rich-country)

Extract B
Public sector spending on infrastructure

Economic differences across the UK are large and have grown. The government is looking
at reducing this inequality partly through spending on transport infrastructure. Public
sector capital spending is due to rise from just over 2% of GDP to 3%. That amounts

to around £20 billion of additional spending per year on new capital projects. The
government is looking to take advantage of current low interest rates to finance the
expansion without worsening its fiscal position.

The government is determined to focus this spending on the north of England, Wales
and the Midlands. Planned schemes include a new Trafford Park tram line in Manchester
and reopening train lines and stations closed back in the 1960s, including stations in
Haxby in Yorkshire and Blyth in Northumberland. Progress has already been made in
Wales with the reopening of Bow Street station near Aberystwyth. This project has taken
11 years to become a reality and cost £8m. It is estimated that it will generate a boost to
the economy of £24m through boosting local trade, creating new jobs in the local area,
and easing pressure on congested roads heading into Aberystwyth.

(Source: adapted from hitps:z//www.economist.com/britain/2020/01/09/the-coming-
splurge-on-northern-infrastructure and https://www.wales247 co.uk/transport-for-wales-
delivers-new-bow-street-station)
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Extract C
Options for UK tax rises in the future

There are a number of options for raising additional tax revenue in the future.
These include:

- increasing council tax on houses: this annual charge paid to local government is
currently based on estimated house prices in 1991 and so is very out of date. This 5
would negatively affect areas where house prices have risen the most since 1991

- aone-off wealth tax: a 5% tax on property and pension wealth of more than
£500000 would raise £260 billion to help pay for the global health crisis in five
years, according to proposals from the Wealth Commission

- Increasing corporation tax: at the 2021 Budget the Chancellor announced that 10
the top rate of UK corporation tax would be increased to 25% by 2023. This will
remain the lowest rate in the G7 group of the world's largest advanced countries,
but will raise £17.2 billion in 2025-26.

(Source: adapted from https:/fwww telegraph.co.uk/tax/income-tax/five-tax-rises-rishi-

sunak-considering-chances-happening-budget/, and https2/home.kpmg/uk/en/home/
insights/2021/03/tmd-corporation-tax-rate-to-increase-to-25-percent.html)

(a) Using a Lorenz curve diagram, explain how income inequality is measured using the Gini
coefficient. Refer to Extract A in your answer.

(b) With reference to Figure 1 and Extract A, examine two likely causes of income inequality
within the UK.

(c) With reference to Figure 2, assess whether an increase in real income improves subjective
happiness within the UK.

(d) With reference to Extract C and your own knowledge, discuss methods the UK government
could use to increase tax revenue.

(e) With reference to Extract B, discuss the benefits of an increase in infrastructure spending on
the UK economy. Use an aggregate demand and aggregate supply diagram to support your
answer.

(Total for question = 50 marks)

Q5.
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Markets for food and drinks high in fat, salt or sugar (HFSS)

Figure 1: UK market share of potato crisps, 2017

Eirm Brand Size Market share | Market share Price
of firm of product (£)
Walkers | All Walkers 55.3%
of which:
Regular Standard 35g 28.1% 0.45
Regular Max 50g 7.4% 0.63
Sensations 40g 2.0% 0.59
Doritos 40 g 4.7% 0.45
Other 13.1%
KP KP 509 22.7% 0.52
Tayto Golden Wonder 4.2%
<40qg 3.1% 0.38
40g+ 1.1% 0.72
Other Other 17.8%
(Source: adapted from https:.//academic.oup.com/restud/article/3108825/
The-Effects-of-Banning-Advertising-in-Junk-Food 6 April 2017)
Extract A

The effects of a total ban on advertising of HFSS foods
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Food and drinks which are high in fat, salt or sugar (HFSS) tend to be sold in highly
concentrated markets. Tough new rules banning advertisements for HFSS products, such
as those for confectionery, fizzy drinks and potato crisps, come into effect in July 2017 as
a means to reduce consumption. The rules apply to media targeted at under-16s and will
mean a major reduction in the number of advertisements children see for HFSS products
in posters near schools, in films targeted at children, on catch-up television and in social
media if it is directed at children.

There are three main factors that will determine the effectiveness of the intervention:
first, whether advertising acts to expand the market share or steal rivals’ market share.
Secondly, how firms in the market adapt their behaviour in response to the ban. Thirdly,
what substitute products do consumers turn to if they opted out of the targeted market.

Results from a recent survey in the UK suggest that the total quantity of crisps sold would
fall by around 15% in the presence of an advertising ban, or by 10% if firms respond with
price cuts, since the ban acts to make the market more competitive and firms respond to
the ban by, on average, lowering their prices.

The survey showed that following a ban, consumers are more likely to switch to another
junk food than to a healthy food, which (in addition to the pricing response of firms) acts
to partially offset any health gains from the policy.

(Source: adapted from The Effects of Banning Advertising in Junk Food Markets,
Dubuois, Pierre; Griffith, Rachel, Review of Economic Studies

Copyright © 2017, Oxford University Press https://academic.oup.com/
restud/article/3108825/The-Effects-of-Banning-Advertising-in-Junk-Food

6 April 2017 and https://www.asa.org.uk/news/tougher-new-food-and-
drink-rules-come-into-effect-in-children-s-media.html 30 June 2017)

Extract B

Taxing HFSS foods and subsidising healthy eating widens inequality

Since low-income groups spend a higher proportion of their income on food and tend to
eat less healthily, they are the main targets of taxes on products that are high in fat, salt
or sugar (HFSS). Subsidies on healthy food are seen as an alternative policy approach to
encourage healthy eating. While data on the impact of such policies are scarce, a recent
study on the distributional impacts of HFSS taxes and healthy food subsidies found that
these actually widened health and fiscal inequalities. The policies tend to be regressive
and favour higher-income consumers. Taxes on unhealthy food increase prices which
have a greater impact on low income groups rather than higher income groups. Lower
income groups prefer to buy HFSS food.

Subsidies encouraged all income groups to buy more fruit and vegetables. However,
those on higher incomes proved more responsive and the average share of budget spent
on healthy food actually increased for the higher income groups who were more likely
to buy the subsidised healthy food and then spend the savings they had enjoyed on yet
more healthy food. The diets of the higher income groups before the subsidy tended

to be healthier. The choices of the higher income groups are more responsive to price
changes. By contrast, lower income groups, if they responded to lower prices, often
used the money saved to buy unhealthy items or something else entirely. The long-term
benefits of a healthier diet are harder to grasp for consumers when information gaps
exist. Often the immediate boost of a tasty treat is more appealing. Taxes and subsidies
do not change that. Other strategies are needed to promote healthy eating, especially
education.

(Source: adapted from Economist 5 October 2017 https://www.economist.
com/news/finance-and-economics/21730033-study-suggests-
lower-income-families-end-up-paying-more-their-food-taxing-fat

and https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3031005

The Economic Journal September 2017 Vol 127 Issue 604)
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Extract C

Tax on fatty foods in Denmark is an economic disaster

Denmark introduced a specific tax on saturated fat in October 2011. Recognised as a
world-leading public health policy, it was abandoned just 15 months later having been
both an economic and political disaster.

Indirect taxes of this sort are invariably regressive, disproportionately affecting the 5
elderly and the poor. The specific tax led to prices rising on average 15% for highest-fat

products, yielding a total decrease of 5% in the intake of saturated fat from products such

as minced beef and cream. 80% of Danish consumers did not change their shopping

habits at all. The behavioural change was economically damaging as consumers switched

to cheaper brands and crossed the border to Sweden and Germany to do their shopping. 10
Danish tax revenue fell as a result.

(Source: adapted from https:/iea.org.uk/in-the-media/press-release/
evidence-shows-a-fat-tax-would-hit-poorest-the-hardest 25 May 2013 and
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/
effects-of-the-danish-saturated-fat-tax-on-the-demand-for-meat-and-dairy-
products/984CF03634C819D50E66C7B5DC5209DA/ core-reader)

(a) With reference to Figure 1 and Extract A, explain what is meant by a 'highly concentrated'
market for potato crisps (Extract A, lines 2-3).

(b) Apart from changes in indirect taxes and subsidies, examine two causes of income
inequality within a developed economy such as the UK.

(c) In Extract A, lines 15-16, it was suggested that some firms may respond to the advertising
ban by cutting the prices of their products.

Using game theory and the information provided in Figure 1 and Extract A, discuss the effects
on firms of cutting prices in an oligopolistic market.

EITHER

(d) Evaluate the microeconomic and macroeconomic effects of increased government spending
on education to promote healthy eating in the UK.

OR

(e) Evaluate the likely microeconomic and macroeconomic effects of imposing a tax on HFSS
foods.

(Total for question = 50 marks)
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Q6.

Use the data to support your answers where relevant. You may annotate and include
diagrams in your answers.

In terms of income distribution and wealth distribution Brazil is one of the most unequal

countries in the world. Its income Gini coefficient is 0.449 and it is ranked number 2 in the world
for its wealth inequality.

{Source: https://www.gfmag.com/)

Evaluate possible economic causes of income and wealth inequalities within a country such as
Brazil.

(Total for question = 25 marks)

Q7.

Use the data to support your answers where relevant. You may annotate and include
diagrams in your answers.

According to the charity Oxfam, the combined wealth of the 62 richest people in the world is the
same as the wealth of the poorest half of the world's population. The value of the combined
wealth of the poorest half of the world's population has fallen by 38% between 2010 and 2016.

(Source: adapted from https://www.oxfam.org/en/pressroom/pressreleases
/2016-01-18/62-people-own-same-half-world-reveals-oxfam-davos-report)

(a) Explain the distinction between income and wealth.
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(c) Which one of the following would be most likely to reduce a country's Gini coefficient?

An increase in:

A import tariffs
progressive taxes

C regressive taxes

O O O O
w

D value added tax

(Total for question = 5 marks)

Q8.
Globalisation and Inequality

Figure 1: Proportion of population in absolute poverty (US$1.90-a-day 2011 PPP)
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(Source: https://openknowledge worldbank.org/bitstream/
handle/10986/25078/9781464809583.pdf)

Lessons from globalisation
Extract A

The past 25 years have seen a freeing up of trade. Capital has been free to move around
the world. Formerly closed economies in Asia have been opened up and tariffs cut. In
emerging economies, a billion people have been taken out of absolute poverty, but
relative poverty remains a problem.

In many advanced economies globalisation has come to mean, according to the
Governor of the Bank of England, “low wages, insecure employment, stateless
corporations and striking inequalities”. His solution to these problems is threefold: an
acceptance by economists that not everybody has gained from trade and technology;

a better mix of monetary policy, fiscal policy and structural reform to boost growth; and
more inclusive growth. In essence, this is the same conclusion that was reached in the
past when there was a fear that market forces had to be moderated to prevent capitalism
from destroying itself.

The good news is that this moderation of capitalism included real policy changes: an
extension of the right to vote, the growth of trade unions, the creation of welfare states, a
move to more progressive tax policies, nationalisation of key sectors of the economy, and
more activist demand management.

The bad news is that this process took about 100 years and was not completed until the
end of the Second World War. What's more, protectionism seems to be on the increase as
countries seek to protect themselves from inequalities caused by rapid globalisation.

(Source: adapted from https://www.theguardian.com/business/2016/dec/05/
mark-carney-globalisation-bank-of-england-capitalism)

Extract B

Tackling inequality

STEMUP.CO.UK
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Despite decades of substantial progress in boosting prosperity and reducing absolute

paverty, the world continues to suffer from substantial inequalities. For example, the

poorest children are four times less likely than the richest children to be enrolled in

primary education across developing countries. Among the estimated 780 million 5
illiterate adults worldwide, nearly two-thirds are women. Poor people face higher risks of
malnutrition and death in childhood and lower chances of receiving key healthcare. Such
inequalities result in high financial costs, limit economic growth, and generate social and
paolitical burdens and barriers.

These consequences highlight the importance of directing attention to the problem of 10
inequality. There are other reasons to tackle inequality. Most economies are struggling

to recover from the global financial crisis that started in 2008 and the subsequent

slowdown in global growth. The goal of eliminating absolute poverty by 2030 might

not be achieved without accelerated economic growth or reductions in inequalities

within countries, especially in those with large numbers of poor. Generally speaking, 15
poverty can be reduced through higher average growth, a narrowing in inequality, or a
combination of the two. Achieving the same poverty reduction during a slowdown in

growth therefore requires a more equal income distribution.

Some level of inequality is desirable to maintain an appropriate incentive structure in the
economy or simply because inequality also reflects different levels of talent and effort 20
among individuals. However, the substantial inequality observed in the world today

offers great scope for reducing the gap between rich and poor. Policies to redistribute

income from higher-income and wealthy households to those on lower incomes can

be achieved without compromising growth, if done effectively. A trade-off between

efficiency and fairness is not inevitable. 25

(Source: adapted from https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/
bitstream/handle/10986/25078/9781464809583.pdf)

(a) With reference to the information provided, explain the distinction between absolute poverty
and relative poverty.

(b) With reference to the information provided and your own knowledge, examine two factors
that might explain the differing rates of decline in absolute poverty in East Asia and Sub-Saharan
Africa.

(c) With reference to Extract A, discuss two macroeconomic policies, apart from protectionism,
that a government could use to reduce the negative effects of globalisation.

(d) Assess the view that 'some level of inequality is desirable to maintain an appropriate
incentive structure in the economy' (Extract B, lines 19 and 20).

(e) Discuss the role of the financial sector in the growth and development of developing
countries.

(Total for question = 50 marks)

STEMUP.CO.UK


https://stemup.co.uk

Mark Scheme

Q1.

Question Answer Mark
Number
(a) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 1
Knowledge:
2 marks for identification of how intervention might
work e.g.

Raising/lowering interest rates (1) which affects
exchange rates/hot money flows (1)

Buying/selling foreign currencies (1) which affects
their exchange rate (1)

Buying/selling domestic currencies (1) which affects
their exchange rate (1)

Quantitative easing/changing the money supply
might be used (1)

Sets a ceiling and floor (1)

Application:
2 marks for data references e.g.

Use of Figure 1 to show interest rate changes: e.g.
central bank rose rates to 6.25 percentage points in
2018 (1) which caused the lira to appreciate 11% (1)
lira has lost a third of its value against the dollar in
2018 (1)

Use of text to give example of Turkish government
buying and selling: e.g. the country is highly
indebted on foreign currency (1)

This might be shown by an exchange rate diagram

(1)
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Analysis:
1 mark for explanation e.g.

Process by which the intervention affects exchange
rate/interest rate e.g. the government buys US
dollars to decrease the price of Turkish lira (1) by
increasing the supply of lira on the forex market (1)
or raises interest rate in increase the price of
Turkish lira (1)

NB a diagram can be seen as application or
analysis, if used in a valid context.

(5)

Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(b)

Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2,
Evaluation 2

Knowledge/ implicit understanding:
2 marks (1+1) for each reason and explanation e.g. a
lower exchange rate can:
» Reduces financial risks
* To bring stability/security in the economy
» Harms borrowers who have borrowed in
foreign currency
» (Causes inflation as import costs rise
» Worsens the terms of trade
» Worsens living standards
» Short term J-curve effects on current account
of the Balance of Payments

Application: (2 marks: 1+1 ar 2)

* Turkish inflation 25%

¢ Lira has lost a third of its value of US dollar
2018 (1)

¢ Turkey is highly indebted in foreign currency
(1

¢ Government takes measures against
excessive appreciation or depreciation of the
Turkish lira to reduce financial stability risks
(1)

¢ The financial market faces difficulties in trying
to restore foreign investors’ confidence (1)
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Analysis:
2 marks (1+1) for linked development of each point

e.g.

¢ Aweaker currency can lead to cost push

inflation as import prices rise

¢ Aweaker currency worsens the terms of trade

as export prices fall relative to import prices

¢ There will be less investment if there is a loss

of foreign investors’ confidence/AD shift

Evaluation (2 marks: two points 1+1 or 2). Points
might include:

Inflation is very high {25%) so this should be main
reason not to allow a fall in the exchange rate
Inflation is showing signs of reversing so a fall in
the exchange rate may be less problematic
Problems caused by inflation might be outweighed
by the other benefits such as export-led
growth/improved competitiveness

Benefits of weak exchange rate, e.g. exports cheap,
Other benefits of weak currency e.g. stimulus of
economy, increased competitiveness, higher
employment and FDI

(8)
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Question
Number

Indicative content

Mark

(c)

Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 4

Knowledge/implicit understanding:
Policies identified might include:

Indirect tax/charges

Ban or other regulation

Free bags/nets or other state provision
Fines

Behavioural economics policy

Application:

Analysis:

Tax or charge on each item. Might be
illustrated through a specific tax diagram or
similar.

Ban in some parts of Turkey for specific types
(carcinogenic black bags). Might be supported
by a limit on supply diagram.

Fines for consumers and retailers in some
parts of Turkey

Free bags/nets or other state provision in e.g.
20 000 in Corlu near Istanbul

950 tonnes of plastic waste

Explanation of process linking the intervention
to the reduction in use of bags.
This might be shown through a diagram(s).

(8)
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Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1 1-2 Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding of
terms, concepts, theories and models.
Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or links
between causes and consequences.

Level 2 3-5 Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of economic
principles, concepts and theories.
Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic problems in
context, although does not focus on the broad elements of the
question.
A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but the
answer may lack balance.

Level 3 6-8 Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the

concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied appropriately to
economic issues and problems. The answer demonstrates logical
and coherent chains of reasoning.
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Question
Number

Indicative content

Mark

(c)

continued

Evaluation 4

o Charges work in other countries, e.g. UK

» Emerging economies/countries might have more
problems facing the cost of interventions e.g.
inequality issue, poverty

» The problem is much wider than plastic/single use
bags, and the interventions will only affect a few
on-street purchases

» Likely to succeed because it taps into the social
conscience of consumers and even a small charge
may have a dramatic impact as in the UK

» The tax/charge makes up a small proportion of
income so many have minimal impact. PED is very
inelastic/close to zero

» Unintended consequences: e.g. multiple-use/ bags
for life often contain more plastic and unless used
many times can be more environmentally
damaging

» First paragraph suggests they are everywhere so
given habitual behaviour people may continue to
use them despite charges/ tax

* opportunity cost of giving away 20 000 bags in a
month - is this socially efficient?

(4)

Level

Mark

Descriptor

Mo evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-2

Identification of generic evaluative comments without supporting
evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a logical chain of
reasoning.

Level 2

3-4

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to the context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the analysis
enabling informed judgements to be made.
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Question Indicative content Mark
Number
(d) Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8,

Evaluation 9
16 marks for KAA, for effects of increased interest rates.

Microeconomic effects may include:

¢ Fixed costs to firms will rise. May cause shut down/loss of
competitiveness

¢ Fallin consumer demand as consumption expenditure falls

- likely reduction in AR for normal goods

¢ Other costs to consumers/firms/a government e.g. increased
burden of debt and loan repayments/servicing costs

¢ Fall in investment by firms - reducing dynamic efficiency in
the economy as less funds for R&D

¢ Impact on Turkish housing market

Macroeconomic effects may include:

¢ Link between higher interest rates and lower investment and
lower consumption- reducing AD: inward shift of AD (or slowing
outward shift) with multiplier effects with macroeconomic
impacts e.g. unemployment

¢ Rise in the value of the lira - worsening of current

account of the Balance of Payments - possibly with

effects on other countries

¢ Redistribution of income e.g. from borrowers to
savers/lenders, from asset holders to renters

¢ Cost of financing public deficit/debt (may refer to
opportunity cost) may mean less government spending
elsewhere, e.g. limited ability to spend on education

NB for a Level 4 response there must be micro and macro
effect (s). Income distribution, investment changes and
competitiveness, for example, can be used as either micro
or macroeconomics.
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9 marks for evaluation - points might include:
* Interest rate might not be the most significant cost for
firms
« (Contractionary monetary policies already very tight.
Depends on the interest rates in other markets
« Inflation has peaked and there are signs that it will fall so
the rise in interest rates is not necessary
¢ Trade-off between objectives or prioritisation e.g. lower
inflation at the cost of higher unemployment might be shown
with critical use of a Phillips Curve

* Depends on interest rates in other markets- do we mean
lending rates in other countries.
» Turkey's private sector is resilient - they may refer to this
explaining that shut down is less likely
. Impact on housing market will depend on whether
people own homes and are mortgaged or whether they
rent, or whether mortgage is fixed or variable rate
» Magnitude the interest rate change - Figure 1 suggests
large increases and therefore significant impact/large changes (25)
are unable to have much further effect

Knowledge, application and analysis

Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.
Level 1 1-4 Displays ability to apply knowledge in context but will focus on

small range of elements.

Demonstrates understanding by identifying relevant information.
Demonstrates knowledge and understanding of terms, concepts,
theories and models.

Level 2 5-8 Shows ability to apply economic ideas and relate them to economic
problems in context.

Displays knowledge and understanding of economic principles,
concepts and theories to make limited analysis or narrow analysis.

Level 3 9-12 Analysis is clear and coherent with evidence well integrated,
although may focus on some of the broad elements of the question
more than others.

Shows ability to apply economic ideas and relate them directly to
the broad elements in the question.

Level 4 13-16 Analysis is relevant, clear and coherent with evidence fully and
reliably integrated. Economic ideas are carefully selected and
applied appropriately to economic issues and problems covering
both microeconomic and macroeconomic effects.

A clear understanding of economic principles, concepts, theories
and arguments.
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Evaluation

Level Mark Descriptor
0 No evaluative comments.
Level 1 1-3 Identification of evaluative comments without explanation.
Level 2 4-6 Evaluative comments with limited explanations.
Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is generic
or unbalanced leading to limited judgements.
Level 3 7-9 Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to the context.
Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the analysis
enabling informed judgements to be made.
Question Indicative content Mark
Number

(e)

Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8,
Evaluation 9
16 marks for KAA, for effects of increased infrastructure
spending
Microeconomic effects may include:
o Wages higher
o Improved infrastructure affects firms e.g.
businesses' fixed or variable costs fall as transport
costs fall
* Investment seen to boost business confidence,
lead to further investment and spending within
firms
» External benefits/external costs associated with
the project - especially given the size, number of
runways and amount of traffic outlined in Extract
C.
» External economies of scale
» Accept answers based on impact on costs and/or
revenues if the building occurs in the private
sector, with appropriate diagram

Macroeconomic effects may include:

» Redistribution of incomes

» Outward shift of AD/injection (I or G) into circular flow (or
further outward shift in AD) with multiplier effects, with
macroeconomic impacts e.g. employment and incomes
rising

» AS shift right with a movement in capacity of the
productive economy shown (Keynesian or Classical AS)

¢ Fiscal loosening - effects of increased budget
deficit if funded without increase in tax

¢ Effects of arise in tax, if linked to government
decision to raise tax to fund the projects
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NB for a Level 4 response there must be micro and
macro effect (s). Some factors could be seen as micro or
macroeconomics, such as a rise in tax, increased FDI,
redistribution and confidence.

Up to 9 marks for evaluation. Points might include:
Opportunity cost of spending on infrastructure e.g.
schools, or higher taxes,

Crowding out - financial or resource

Might be a white elephant project

Depends on relations with EU/other countries as to
whether the airport will reach full capacity

Depends on the size of the multiplier effect
Depends on the state of the financial sector

True costs not accounted for - externalities ignored
Large projects require a lot of coordination and
getting behind schedule putting lives at risk.

Difficulty in placing value on external benefits and
costs associated with the project

(25)

Knowledge, application and analysis

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-4

Displays ability to apply knowledge in context but will focus on
small range of elements.

Demonstrates understanding by identifying relevant information.
Demonstrates knowledge and understanding of terms, concepts,
theories and models.

Level 2

5-8

Shows ability to apply economic ideas and relate them to economic
problems in context.

Displays knowledge and understanding of economic principles,
concepts and theories to make limited analysis or narrow analysis.

Level 3

Analysis is clear and coherent with evidence well integrated,
although may focus on some of the broad elements of the question
more than others.

Shows ability to apply economic ideas and relate them directly to
the broad elements in the question.

Level 4

13-16

Analysis is relevant, clear and coherent with evidence fully and
reliably integrated. Economic ideas are carefully selected and
applied appropriately to economic issues and problems covering
both microeconomic and macroeconomic effects.

A clear understanding of economic principles, concepts, theories
and arguments.
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Evaluation

Level Mark Descriptor
0 Mo evaluative comments.
Level 1 1-3 Identification of evaluative comments without explanation.
Level 2 4-6 Evaluative comments with limited explanations.
Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is generic
or unbalanced leading to limited judgements.
Level 3 7-9 Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to the context.
Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the analysis
enabling informed judgements to be made.
Q2.
Question | Answer Mark
Number
(a)

Application 3, Analysis 1

Application: 3 marks for: e.qg.
» Gini coefficient/inequality fell (1) from 0.36 in 2007
to 0.34 in 2010 (1)

+ Global Financial Crisis began in 2008 (1)

+« (Changes in taxation and/or government policies (1)

Analysis: 1 mark for inferences from data, e.qg.

+ Inequality fell due to falling incomes at top of
the distribution (top quintiles) (1)

» Inequality fell due to increases in benefits at
very bottom (quintile). (1)

» Inequality constant due to wage/benefit
freezes (1).

(4)
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Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(b)

(1)

Q3.

Question
Number

Indicative content

Mark

Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8,
Evaluation 9

Understanding of income inequality.

Likely causes include:

increased globalisation/trade liberalisation/off-
shoring

automation of manufacturing/changing technology
development of the emerging economies, e.g.
China/India

financial crisis of 2008/2009

increased incomes of those already at the top of the
income distribution (ownership of assets/wealth
distribution/ economic growth)

de-regulation

increased returns to education/entrepreneurial risk
taking.

Possible evaluation points include:

different reasons have been the most important in
different countries, or at different times

it depends on what the economy specialises in, e.g.
those that specialised in manufacturing have been
more affected by the development of emerging
economies, those that specialise in tourism have
been more affected by the financial crisis

financial crisis is only a relevant factor for a limited
period of time

prioritisation of factors.

NB For a Level 4 response, candidates must refer
to a developed country in their answer, and
explain why income equality has increased, not
simply why there is income inequality.

(25)

STEMUP.CO.UK
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Knowledge, application and analysis

Level Mark | Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1 1-4 Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.
Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links between causes and conseguences.

Level 2 | 5-8 Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.
Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.
A narrow response or superficial, two stage chains of
reasoning only.

Level 3 | 9-12 | Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.
Ability to apply economic concepts and relate them directly to
the broad elements of the question with evidence integrated
into the answer.
Analysis is clear and coherent, although it may lack balance.
Chains of reasoning are developed but the answer may lack
halance.

Level 4 | 13-16| Demonstrates precise knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.
Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
appropriate examples.
Analysis is relevant and focused with evidence fully and
reliably integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.

Evaluation

Level Mark | Descriptor

0 No evaluative comments.

Level 1 1-3 | Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2 4-6 | Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced, leading to unsubstantiated judgements.
Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3 7-9 | Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of
the evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the
analysis enabling informed judgements to be made.

Q4.

STEMUP.CO.UK
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Question Answer Mark
Number
(a) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 1
Knowledge/Understanding: Up to 2 marks for e.g.
¢ Gini coefficient is A/(A+B) (1)
¢ Correct labelling of axes on Lorenz curve as %
cumulative share of income & % households by
income distribution (or similar wording) (1)
Application: Up to 2 marks for e.g.
¢ UK's Gini coefficient is 0.34 (1)
e Correct drawing of Lorenz curve on diagram
(labelled/referred to in text) (1)
Analysis: Up to 1 mark for e.q.
¢ Further away from the line of perfect equality, the
more unequal a country/region is (1)
o The higher the Gini coefficient value, the more
unequal a country/region is (1)
Diagram (1+41) e.g.:
(5)

Cumulative % of population

NB If no Lorenz Curve diagram award maximum of
3 marks

aWIodUl JO g BAIR|INWINTD
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Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(b)

Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2,
Evaluation 2

Knowledge/Understanding:
Relevant reasons identified (1+1), e.qg.
e Level/quality of education
Level/quality of healthcare
Level of infrastructure spending
Unequal access to job opportunities across the
UK
Progressive nature of taxation
Degree of employment protection
Strength of trade unions
Differing wage rates
« Globalisation
Analysis:
Linked development of each factor (1+1), e.g. in the
UK:
¢ Less education means the workforce may he less
skilled & therefore receive lower average pay (1)
* Relative lack of healthcare means people spend
more time absent from work with illnesses and
therefore reduces productivity (1)
¢ Relative lack of infrastructure makes it harder for
people to get to work/will discourage firms from
investing in the region (1)
¢ Jobs in London/South-East may be more skilled
and therefore higher paying when compared to
jobs in the North-East (1)

Application:
2 marks (1+1 or 2), e.qg.

£21 000 in London (1)

£13999 in North East (1)
« UK's Gini coefficient is 0.34

comment
Evaluative comments (1+1 or 2), e.g.

» Gross disposable household income was £19000-

e Gross disposable household income was £13000 -

Evaluation: 2 marks for two evaluative comments OR 2
marks for identification and linked development of one

Infrastructure investment in the North of
England is increasing so this may change in
the future

Education levels across the UK are improving
Higher education may not lead to higher

(8)

incomes- depends on degree/qualifications
Relative significance of different reasons

It is hard to be definite ahout specific reasons
as it is a combination of factors that causes
inequality
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Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number
(c) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2,
¢ Higher incomes mean people have more money
to spend on purchasing goods & services that
increase their standard of living
¢ Higher incomes mean people will feel less anxious
about their ability to repay debts
¢ People can afford larger repayments on
mortgages & loans for durable goods
¢ Higher income may lead to wealth creation, e.q.
ahle to save for future/retirement (6)
¢ People earning over £40 000 are happier than
people earning £10 000 to £40 000 (figure 2)
NB Allow the argument that a higher income does
not increase happiness as KAA and that it does as
EV
NB:
To achieve full KAA marks there needs to be
at least one reference to Figure 2
Level Mark Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1 1-2

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no link between causes and
consequences.

Level 2 3-4

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the guestion.

A narrow response or the answer may lack balance.

Level 3 5-6

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are applied appropriately to the broad
elements of the question.
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Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number

(c) Evaluation 4
continued
e There are other things that affect subjective

happiness apart from money- e.qg. family &

friends

¢ Amount of leisure time may be more important to
people’s happiness rather than their level of (4)
income

¢ People on higher incomes may be in more
stressful jobs

¢ The happiest people are those earning less than
£10000 (figure 2)

¢ Reliability of survey data in determining
happiness

NB Allow the argument that a higher income does
not increase happiness as KAA and that it does as

EV
Level Mark Descriptor
0 No evaluative comments.
Level 1 1-2 Identification of generic evaluative comments without

supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2 3-4 Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.
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Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number
(d) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 4

Methods might include e.g.:

Either from Extract C:

¢ Increasing tax on houses: Housing is a large part of
the UK economy and many people may feel this is
in need of an update to reflect changing house
prices since 1991. This could also provide a good
opportunity to increase overall revenue from the tax

¢ A one-off wealth tax: This would raise a very large
amount of money, £260 billion, and would focus on (8)
those with the most wealth. Only one-off so
shouldnt have any long-term impacts

¢ Increasing corporation tax: The UK has a very low
rate of corporation tax, so it would make sense to
raise it without risking too many firms leaving the
UK whilst still raising extra revenue yearly going
forward- e.g. £17.2 hillion in 2025-26

Or other possible methods e.g.:

e Cutting corporation tax to incentivise firms to
increase investments in UK/attract FDI leads to
increase in tax revenue for the government.
Perhaps with reference to Laffer curve.

e Cutting income tax to incentivise workers to work
harder/less incentive to avoid tax leads to increase
in tax revenue for the government. Perhaps with
reference to Laffer curve.

NB:
To achieve level 3 at least one reference
must be made to Extract C somewhere in
the whole answer

Level Mark Descriptor

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1 1-2

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links between causes and consequences.

Level 2 3-5

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.

A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but
the answer may lack balance.

Level 3 6-8

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.
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Question Indicative Content

Number

Mark

(d)

continued

Evaluation 4

Higher tax rates may not lead to higher revenue,
perhaps with reference to Laffer curve/tax
evasion/tax avoidance/disincentive effect
Updating tax on houses could see some people
experiencing a significant rise in the tax they
have to pay which may be unaffordable for them
A one-off tax won't help generate tax revenue
long-term

Increase in regressive taxes could worsen
inequality

Disincentive to invest having a long term impact

(4)

on LRAS

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

No evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-2

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

3-4

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.

Question
Number

Indicative content Marlk

(e)

Knowledge 3, Application 3, Analysis 3

* People can access jobs further away from where
they live, reducing unemployment

¢ Improved ability to transport goods around the
country and/or abroad quicker/cheaper

» Greater injections into the circular flow leading to
a multiplier effect

¢ Helping to reduce inequality across the country
by focusing spending on poorer areas of the
country, e.g., new train station in Wales, leading
to new businesses, jobs, etc. (9)

¢ Diagram showing an increase in AD and/or AS,

e.q.:

level 3

NB A correct AD/AS diagram is needed for KAA

Reference to Extract B is needed for KAA level 3
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Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-3

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links hetween causes and consequences.

Level 2

4-6

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the guestion.

A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but
the answer may lack balance.

Level 3

7-9

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.

Question
Number

Indicative content

Marlk

(e)

continued

Evaluation 6

Significance of impact- will a few new train
stations will make that much difference to
economic growth?

Depends on the quality of the new
infrastructure provided

Depends on if the infrastructure is in the right
location to help improve connectivity
Opportunity cost- perhaps spending on (6)
education or healthcare would have a larger
impact?

Time lag- large infrastructure projects take a
long time from initial planning to being
completed

Impact on public finances and national debt
Crowding out

Depends on the value of the multiplier

Level

Mark

Descriptor

No evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-2

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

3-4

Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced.

Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially-developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3

5-6

Evaluative comments supported by relevant chain of
reasoning and appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.
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Q5.

Question Answer Mark
Number
(a) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 1

NB an answer which sees highly concentrated as

having a large number of firms will not earn

knowledge or analysis marks

Knowledge and analysis: 3 marks for e.g.

e Identification of high concentration - high market
share of some firms (1) few large firms dominate (1)
uncompetitive (1)

e Identification of market structure - there is a legal
monopoly (Walkers) OR oligopoly OR duopoly (1)

¢ Firms can set prices (1) control output (1) /
monopoly power (1)

Interdependent (1)
High barriers to entry/exit (1) low contestability (1)

Application:

2 marks for data references e.g.

« Walkers have over 50% of market share (1)

¢ Use of concentration ratio e.g. 2 firm CR 78.0% (2),
3 firm CR 82.2% (2)

s Extract A refers to ban making market more
competitive (1) implying prices are currently
uncompetitive/high (1)

Extract A — high levels of advertising (1)
common features: they tend to he dominated by a
small number of firms that sell multiple brands and
that heavily advertise their products (1)

NB Concentration ratio calculation can be awarded

as analysis or application

Award a maximum of 1 application mark if there is

no reference to Figure 1 or Extract A (5)
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Question Answer Mark
Number
(b) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2, Evaluation 2

Knowledge/ implicit understanding: (1+1) marks
for reason e.q.

Educational/skills/wage differences

Changing patterns of trade/globalisation
Government policy/austerity/universal credit
Income generated from inheritance

Payments generated from debt

Race, gender, age, geographical issues

Changes in direct tax

Stage of the economic cycle/Financial Crisis 2008
House prices (must relate to income not wealth)
Weakened power of trade unions

Level of unemployment/underemployment
Irrational behaviour/information gaps/myopia

Application (1+1 or 2):

« Any valid application to causing inequality in the UK or
other developed country, e.g. unaffordable house prices
in the UK mean the younger generation has little income
after rent (1); cut in the top rate of income tax, rise in
NICs, change in tax thresholds; university fees at £9250
a year is widening the income gap if fewer low income
households go to university (1); pensions rising below
average incomes (1); educational differences such as an
economics degree has a higher impact on future
earnings than other degrees (1)

Analysis (1+1):
e Linked development of the two points made

» The role of transfer payments/minimum wages in
narrowing/failing to narrow inequality
vs relative issues

inequality issue

more proportional than indirect taxes (regressive)

happened.

used as application or analysis

s Relationship with wealth e.g. as a more significant

» Time lags e.g. education has effects as yet unfolded,
government policy might change, Brexit has not yet

Evaluation (1+1 or 2). Points might include discussion of:

* Changes rather than levels of income inequality, absolute

* Relative significance of different factors e.g. direct taxes

NB Do not allow indirect taxes or subsidies as KAA
NB Use of Gini coefficient or Lorenz curves could be

(8)
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Question | Indicative content Mark
Number
(c) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 4
e Firms are interdependent so they will respond in the
face of what other firms might do
» Firms may not reach the same outcome as if they
operated alone
e Firms are cutting prices because they want to expand
market share/steal other firms’ markets
o All firms responding in this way means that firms
make less profit overall
o Effects of advertising ban may make market more
contestable, with possible effects on entrant
* Price cuts could be a form of limit pricing, i.e.
reducing contestability (effects on possible entrants
may be shown)
« Game theory e.g. a payoff matrix or kinked demand
curve to illustrate behaviour, for example cartel-like
or collusive behaviour, price leadership
NB to access Level 3 there must be correct use of
game theory and application to the data. (8)
Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.
Level 1 1-2 Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.
Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links between causes and conseguences.
Level 2 3-5 Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.
Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.
A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but
the answer may lack balance.
Level 3 6-8 Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.
Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.
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Question
Number

Indicative content Mark

(c)

continued

Level

Mark

Evaluation 4

Firms such as Walkers have significant market
share and brand loyalty, even if competition lower
price they may not switch

Use of context to show that firms are cutting
prices because of a regulation and not because of
the actions of other firms. No sign of
interdependence.

Size of market shrinking overall so behaviour
more aggressive

Firms setting low prices in a long run equilibrium
might not the best option for the firms or other
stakeholders.

Advertising ban affects children mainly - so price
competition less needed for older target
audiences that can still be targeted.

Reference to only 10% loss in sales compared to
15% - still a large impact on firms (Extract A). (4)

Descriptor

MNo evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-2

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context.
No evidence of a logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

3-4

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.
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Question | Indicative content Mark
Number
(d) Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8, Evaluation 9

16 marks for KAA, for effects of increased spending on
education to promote heathy eating in the UK.
Microeconomic effects may include:

+ Effects of increased demand for healthy foods/consumer
surplus/increased prices (may include supply and
demand diagram) or fall in price of HFSS foods

* Positive externalities in consumption are internalised
(may include divergent MSB and MPB diagram and
corresponding movement toward social optimum at
MSB=MSC)

e Impact on firms which make unhealthy products -
increased costs if they diversify/reduced demand e.g. use
of healthier ingredients with higher costs. This might be
shown on a cost/revenue diagram.

¢ Increased profits for healthy food producers e.qg. shown
on a costs/revenue diagram

o labour market issues, e.qg. workforce becomes healthier,
and reduced obesity might make workers more
productive (increase marginal product)

o Opportunity cost of spending on education

Macroeconomic effects may include:

o Effects on price level and output as G increases, with
multiplier effects. May be shown by shift out in AD with
effects on price level and real output.

¢ Healthier workforce shifts out the LRAS, with impact of
lower prices and higher output

o Fiscal implications - crowding out, effect on balancing
budget

macro.

9 marks for evaluation - questioning might include:
It might mean expenditure elsewhere is cut
(opportunity cost arguments)
balance, multiplier etc.

other policies are needed, e.qg. tax, banning
advertisements

out effect

NB for a Level 4 response there must be micro and
macro effect (s). Opportunity cost/shift in PPF/labour
markets/competitiveness etc. can be used as micro or

» Expansionary fiscal policies not necessarily happening.

o Trade-off between objectives e.g. increased spending
might cause inflation, depends on the state of the fiscal
o Questioning whether education is effective, or whether

* Education might be counter-productive/role of state
might be questioned e.qg. government failure, crowding

(25)
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Knowledge, application and analysis

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-4

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links hetween causes and consequences.

Level 2

5-8

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.

A narrow response or superficial, two stage chains of
reasoning only.

Level 3

9-12

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ahility to apply economic concepts and relate them directly to
the broad elements of the gquestion with evidence integrated
into the answer.

Analysis is clear and coherent, although it may lack halance.
Chains of reasoning are developed but the answer may lack
balance.

Level 4

13-16

Demonstrates precise knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
appropriate examples. Analysis is relevant and focused with
evidence fully and reliably integrated.

Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems covering both
microeconomic and macroeconomic factors. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.

Evaluation

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

Mo evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-3

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced leading to unsubstantiated judgements.
Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially-developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3

7-9

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the
analysis enabling informed judgements to be made.
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Question Indicative content Mark
Number

(e) Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8 Evaluation 9

16 marks for KAA, for effects of increase in tax on HFSS

foods.

Microeconomic effects may include:

+ Rational economics implies people will change
consumption patterns. Consumer preferences will
change away from HFSS foods e.g. as consumers
switched to cheaper brands and crossed the horder
to Sweden and Germany to do their shopping
(Extract C).

e An ad valorem or specific tax diagram might be used
to illustrate the effects on prices/qguantity in each
market, and the incidence of tax

e Cross elasticity of demand - evidence (e.g. Extract
C) that a rise in price may cause a rise in demand for
healthy food.

» Welfare changes, e.qg. loss of consumer, producer
surplus/higher prices and deadweight welfare loss.
This might be shown with an externalities diagram,
e.g. positive in consumption of healthier foods.

« Impact on firms, e.g. loss in profits on HFSS as costs
rise/demand falls. This might be illustrated using a
costs/revenue diagram; increased profits for
healthier options.

e Impact on labour market. Healthier workers, or
effects of cut in real wages as costs of living increase.
Changing employment opportunities. e.qg. reduced
employment for HFSS manufacturers and increased
employment for healthy foods firms.

Macroeconomic effects may include:

¢ Redistribution (micro or macro issue): indirect taxes of
this sort are regressive, disproportionately affecting the
elderly and the poor. Taxes on HFSS foods moderate
consumers, as well as the obese overeaters they are
intended to target.

¢ Cost push inflation — a one-off rise in prices. This might
be shown by an upwards/leftwards movement of AS

« Effects on incomes/net exports - may be linked to a fall
in AD, e.g. in Denmark the policy helped push up food
prices in a year in which real wages fell by 0.8%.

s Governments might gain revenue which can be used
elsewhere in the economy / lose revenue — Laffer curve
(Extract C)

NB for a Level 4 response there must be micro and
macro effect (s). Opportunity cost/shift in PPF/labour
markets/productivity/competitiveness etc. can be
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used as micro or macro.

Up to 9 marks for evaluation. Points might include:

Depends if firms respond by cutting prices (Extract B)
The tax makes people buy other unhealthier food (in
Extract C) e.qg. increases price and people may
substitute to cheaper even unhealthier or low-quality
alternatives that are more affordable

Tax is not an efficient deterrent to obesity. The policy
had a very limited impact on the consumption of
HFSS in the data foods: 80% of Danes did not
change their shopping habits at all (Ext C). Not only
is demand for food relatively inelastic, prices often
fluctuate, and consumers become immune to
changes

Depends on magnitude- the proportion of income
may be low

The price elasticity of demand will determine the
incidence of the tax - inelastic larger consumer
incidence and elastic larger producer incidence.
Depends on how funds are used - e.g. to promote
healthy eating through subsidies and education

The intervention may mean free markets work less
well - theory of unintended consequences

Other unintended consequences e.g. counterfeit,
smuggling

(25)
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Knowledge, application and analysis

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-4

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links hetween causes and consequences.

Level 2

5-8

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.

A narrow response or superficial, two stage chains of
reasoning only.

Level 3

9-12

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ahility to apply economic concepts and relate them directly to
the broad elements of the gquestion with evidence integrated
into the answer.

Analysis is clear and coherent, although it may lack halance.
Chains of reasoning are developed but the answer may lack
balance.

Level 4

13-16

Demonstrates precise knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
appropriate examples. Analysis is relevant and focused with
evidence fully and reliably integrated.

Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems covering both
microeconomic and macroeconomic factors. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.

Evaluation

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

Mo evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-3

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced leading to unsubstantiated judgements.
Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially-developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3

7-9

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the
analysis enabling informed judgements to be made.
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Q6.

Question
Number

Indicative content

Mark

Knowledge 4, Application 4, Analysis 8,
Evaluation 9

Likely causes include:

High levels of corruption leading to government
inefficiency/failure to act in best interests of general
population

Lack of redistributive fiscal policy

High indirect taxes which tend to be regressive
Inequality in access to or quality of
education/healthcare for different people in a country
Rural/urban divide with people in urban areas having
a much greater variety of job opportunities and higher
wages than in rural areas

Weak trade unions reduce power of workers to insist
on higher wages

High levels of inheritance that is not significantly taxed
being passed on to future generations

Ownership of financial assets concentrated amongst
the wealthy, with a lack of public share ownership

Evaluative comments may include e.g.:

Significance/magnitude of specific causes

Causes may be solved over time as the economy
grows and income levels rise

Significance of competing causes could be discussed
Consider whether there is a link between the two

types of inequality

N.B. For a level 4 response, candidates must make
reference to causes of both income and wealth
inequality

(25)
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Knowledge, application and analysis

Level

Mark

Descriptor

0

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-4

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding of
terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or links
between causes and consequences.

Level 2

5-8

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of economic
principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic problems in
context, although does not focus on the broad elements of the
question.

A narrow response or superficial, two stage chains of reasoning
only.

Level 3

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to apply economic concepts and relate them directly to the
broad elements of the question with evidence integrated into the
answer.

Analysis is clear and coherent, although it may lack balance. Chains
of reasoning are developed but the answer may lack balance.

Level 4

13-16

Demonstrates precise knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
appropriate examples. Analysis is relevant and focused with
evidence fully and reliably integrated.

Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied appropriately to
economic issues and problems. The answer demonstrates logical
and coherent chains of reasoning.

Evaluation
Level

Mark

Descriptor

No evaluative comments.

Level 1

1-3

Identification of generic evaluative comments without supporting
evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a logical chain of
reasoning.

Level 2

4-6

Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced leading to unsubstantiated judgements.
Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3

7-9

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and is critical of the
evidence provided and/or the assumptions underlying the analysis
enabling informed judgements to be made.
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Q7.

Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(a)

Knowledge 2

Knowledge 1+1 mark e.g.
Definition of income (1) and/or wealth (1)
e Income is a flow (1) whereas wealth is a stock (1)
 Income can create wealth (1) and/or wealth can
create income (1)
¢ Income comes from
salaries/wages/dividends/profits/interest/rent (1)
whereas wealth is the value of assets (1)

(2)

Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(b)

Knowledge 1, Analysis 1

Knowledge /understanding:

Identification of one reason (1), e.q.

Rise in asset prices

Lack of education

Lack of healthcare

Inheritance entrenches inequality

Rise of MNCs

Lack of government intervention to reduce

inequality

e Government policy e.qg. regressive taxes,
corruption

« External shocks

Analysis:
Linked development relating to wealth (1), e.qg.
* Poor education means people lack the skills to
take on higher-paying jobs which could lead to
wealth creation

(2)

Question
Number

Answer

Mark

(c)

The only correct answer is B

A is not correct because that would affect imports/exports,
not income inequality

C is not correct because that would increase the Gini
coefficient

D is not correct because that would increase the Gini
coefficient

(1)
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Q8.

Question | Answer Mark
Number
(a) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 1
Knowledge/Understanding: Up to 2 marks for e.qg.
» Absolute poverty: Lacking basic necessities to
survive (1)
« Relative poverty: Relatively poor compared to
rest of your country (1)
Appll(atlon Up to 2 marks for e.g. (1+1 OR 2)
Absolute poverty: World Bank definition:
$1.90 a day (1) PPP values (1)
+ Relative poverty: 60%/50% (1) below median
household income in your country (1)
+ Reference to Figure 1 or Extract A/B (1+1)
Analysis: Up to 1 mark for e.g.
+ Absolute poverty can decline at the same time as
relative poverty is increasing (1)
» There may be relative poverty in a country but
not necessarily absolute poverty (1)
(5)
Question | Answer Mark
Number
(b) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2,

Evaluation 2

Knowledge/Understanding:

Relevant factors identified (1+1), e.g.
¢+ Level of education

Level of healthcare

Level of infrastructure

Level of trade

Capital flows

Civil war

Drought

Poor governance

Liberalisation of trade/tariff cuts

Analysis:
Linked development of each factor (1+1), e.g. in Sub-
Saharan Africa

+ Relative lack of education means a less skilled
and therefore less productive workforce (1)

» Relative lack of healthcare means people spend
more time absent from work with illnesses and
therefore reduces productivity (1)

» Relative lack of infrastructure makes it more
difficult and therefore expensive to move goods
around the country to markets (1)
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Application:
2 marks (1+1) for reference to the data/candidates” own
knowledge, e.qg.
« Extract B: two thirds of 780 million illiterate
adults are women
» Extract B: poor people- more malnutrition, lower
odds of receiving health care
+ Absolute poverty has declined far more rapidly in
East Asia than Sub-Saharan Africa

Evaluation: 2 marks for two evaluative comments OR 2
marks for identification and linked development of one
comment

Evaluative comments (1+1), e.qg.

Significance of different factors
Improvements will only occur in the long term

(8)
Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number
(c) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 4

Possible policies might include e.q.:

» Fiscal policy: increase people’s disposable
incomes, increase employment and so reduce
downsides of low wages and unemployment
due to foreign competition. A more
redistributive tax/welfare system to reduce
inequality/poverty caused by globalisation.

« Expansionary monetary policy: cut in interest
rates, rise in availability of credit, allows
businesses to borrow for investment to help
combat increased foreign competition.

» Supply side policies, e.g. improved education,
healthcare, infrastructure, etc.: Improvements
in these will boost productivity and this boost
GDP as well as meaning firms would be more
likely to be able to pay higher wages. Higher
productivity would enable firms to better
compete with foreign competition in the form
of lower prices.

Candidates may discuss in the context of developed or
developing countries

NB To access Level 3 there must be reference to
two valid macroeconomic policies, apart from
protectionism

(8)
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Level

Descriptor

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links between causes and conseguences.

Level 2

3-5

Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.

A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but
the answer may lack balance.

Level 3

6-8

Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.

Question
Mumber

Indicative Content

Mark

(c)

continued

Evaluation 4

+ Impact of expansionary fiscal policy on budget
deficit

» If business confidence is low, expansionary
monetary policy may not lead to increased
borrowing for investment

» Supply side policies may not be effective in the
short run or have public sector cost implications

« Effectiveness of policies, e.g. lack of consumer
confidence

(4)

Level

Descriptor

] No evaluative comments.

Level 1

supporting evidence/ reference to context.
No evidence of a logical chain of reasoning.

Identification of generic evaluative comments without

Level 2

3-4
appropriate reference to context.

the evidence.

Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
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Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number
(d) Knowledge 2, Application 2, Analysis 2,

» Incentive to work hard in order to receive higher
reward will help increase economic growth which
can result in reduced absolute poverty

» More innovation due to the profit motive for firms
and inventors leads to more competitive industry
and faster economic growth

» Lower taxes or less redistribution may encourage
entrepreneurs to relocate to the country

+ Reference to rising living standards in a largely
market based economy, e.g. UK, US

NB Arguments for or against the benefits of
inequality can be taken as KAA or evaluation

(6)
Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.
Level 1 1-2 Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding

of terms, concepts, theories and models.

Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no link between causes and
CONSeqUENCES.

Level 2 3-4 Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.

Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.

A narrow response or the answer may lack balance.

Level 3 5-6 Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.

Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are applied appropriately to the broad
elements of the guestion.

Question | Indicative Content Mark
Number

(d) Evaluation 4
continued
+ Inequality reduces consumer confidence so less
consumption, increase in saving. Aggregate
demand may fall as a result.

» Excessive inequality can lead to more crime,
poorer healthcare, etc.

« Low pay can act as a disincentive to seek
employment and economic growth suffers as a
result.

NB Arguments for or against the benefits of
inequality can be taken as KAA or evaluation

(4)
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Level Mark Descriptor
0 No evaluative comments.
Level 1 1-2 Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.
Level 2 3-4 Evaluative comments supported by relevant reasoning and
appropriate reference to context.
Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.
Question | Indicative content Mark
Number
(e) Knowledge 3, Application 3, Analysis 3
The role of the financial sector in the growth and
development in developing countries includes:
« facilitating saving so banks have maore funds for
lending, facilitating investment and therefore
growth
« promoting lending to enable more investment in
the economy
« exchanging currencies- enabling firms to imports
parts and materials- often more cheaply- and also
enabling them to export - helping to increase size
of their market
« providing a market for equities
» Harrod-Domar model
» Microfinance
» Central banks/international organisations
NB For a Level 3 response candidates must refer
specifically to growth/development in a (9)
developing country/countries/regions
Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.
Level 1 1-3 Displays isolated or imprecise knowledge and understanding
of terms, concepts, theories and models.
Use of generic or irrelevant information or examples.
Descriptive approach which has no chains of reasoning or
links between causes and conseguences.
Level 2 4-6 Displays elements of knowledge and understanding of
economic principles, concepts and theories.
Applies economic ideas and relates them to economic
problems in context, although does not focus on the broad
elements of the question.
A narrow response; chains of reasoning are developed but
the answer may lack balance.
Level 3 7-9 Demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding of the
concepts, principles and models.,
Ability to link knowledge and understanding in context using
relevant and focused examples which are fully integrated.
Economic ideas are carefully selected and applied
appropriately to economic issues and problems. The answer
demonstrates logical and coherent chains of reasoning.
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Question
Number

Indicative content

Mark

(e)

continued

Clear rule of law required for financial sector
to develop

Risk of corruption

Risk of market failure in financial marketss
Lack of financial literacy in developing
countries may limit potential

Other factors may play a larger role, e.qg.
healthcare, infrastructure, education

Evaluation 6

(6)

Level

Descriptor

No evaluative comments.

Level 1

Identification of generic evaluative comments without
supporting evidence/reference to context. No evidence of a
logical chain of reasoning.

Level 2

3-4

Evidence of evaluation of alternative approaches which is
unbalanced.

Evaluative comments with supporting evidence/reference to
context and a partially-developed chain of reasoning.

Level 3

5-6

Evaluative comments supported by relevant chain of
reasoning and appropriate reference to context.

Evaluation recognises different viewpoints and/or is critical of
the evidence.
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