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Introduction  

Entries were extremely limited for this paper and as a result it is hard to reach any meaningful 
judgements as to its overall performance. For many of the candidates it did prove to be a testing 
paper with some topics such as speculative bubbles, the role of the central bank and market changes 
proving particularly challenging. Several candidates did not attempt to answer some of the 
questions.  

However, there were some very good responses from the more able candidates who demonstrated 
the ability to apply wide understanding and knowledge to the context of the questions. 

As mentioned in previous years, many answers were wholly generic, not even bothering to use the 
extracts. Once again, it is worth stressing that the ‘use of relevant evidence’ is a key part of the level 
descriptors in the mark scheme. Without this, candidates will struggle to reach the higher levels. 

 

Question 1 (a)  

Those candidates who understood the nature of a bubble were able to use the evidence 
appropriately and explain why the UK housing market could be seen as one. They were able to add 
balance by contrasting the difference in the rise of house prices between London and the rest of the 
UK. 

Weaker responses seemed unsure as to just what a bubble was, most knew it had something to do 
with high or rapidly rising prices but could not go further. Some students are still not including 
balance in their answers, despite the command to ‘Discuss’ 

In the response below the candidate understands the nature of a bubble and attempts to connect 
this to the UK housing market. It does wander off the point slightly but does attempt some balance 
towards the end. This response reached L2 and 4 marks. 
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Question 1 (b)  

Supply-side policies were widely understood in the general sense and many answers tended to the 
generic. Some failed to fully address the question by talking about reducing unemployment by using 
these policies, which is not the same as reducing a skills shortage. Only a few were able to 
specifically address the issue of skills shortages as per the question. Balance was usually achieved by 
looking at the time taken for the policies to be effective. More perceptive responses considered the 
type of skills that might be scarce and how they could best be addressed. 

The response below is a good one and looks at migration and education/training with some balance 
and good contextualised evidence.  It reached L3 and 7 marks. 
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Question 1 (c)  

The relationship and potential trade-off between unemployment and inflation was widely 
understood but many answers lacked sophistication and saw it as an either/or situation. Sweeping 
generalisations were common across this question and a mark in L2 was a frequent score here. 
Despite being told to do so, only a few responses used the evidence in extract C.  

Good answers showed real understanding by comparing the predictions of theory to the actual 
trends and figures shown on the graphs in extract C. These responses reached the higher levels. 

The response below starts by explaining the trade-off and uses a diagram to support the idea that 
the extent of the trade-off is dependent on the level of output. It is a shame that the AD curve is 
taken to show the level of unemployment but there is some merit here. The evidence is used and an 
assertion leads to some balance which is a little confused. This response is a borderline L2/L3 but 
just reached L3 and 6 marks. 
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Question 1 (d)  
 
Whilst most candidates knew something about the role of the central bank they were unable to 
develop their response beyond the control of interest rates and inflation. Many assumed that this 
would be enough to reduce risk and uncertainty on its own. Some responses copied the evidence 
out without developing the points.   

Only a few went further and discussed the bank’s role in regulating the banking industry and acting 
as the lender of last resort. One very good answer even brought in QE as a way of reducing 
uncertainty. 

The response below was a good one that used the idea of moral hazard by way of balance, it also 
covers the role of the base rate leading to a conclusion. It could have widened its arguments further 
but it did reach L3 and 14 marks 
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Question 2 (a)  
 
This question was generally answered well with many candidates being able to describe the way a 
forward market worked and by way of balance pointing out that it was possible to gain or lose 
depending on the way prices moved. Once again, few candidates bothered to use the evidence from 
extract F to illustrate the uncertainty of potato prices and the merits, or otherwise of forward 
markets. Despite this, it proved to be a good question for most candidates, many were able to reach 
L3 comfortably. 

The response below shows clear understanding and develops its arguments well with good balance 
and well supported by  evidence and example. It reached L3 and 7 marks. 
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Question 2 (b)  
 
By contrast this question proved to be a bit of a disaster for the majority of candidates who 
completely misunderstood the point of the question and assumed that it was about Walker’s as an 
individual firm rather than the whole market. As a result many candidates failed to score any marks. 
Some candidates even ignored the instruction to ‘use a suitable diagram’.  

The response below was a rare example of a good answer that clearly illustrates and explains the 
likely outcome within the market. It reached L4 and 9 marks. 
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Question 2 (c)  
 
This proved to be more straightforward than the previous question for most candidates and was 
generally answered well with many candidates being able to explain the impact of rising input costs. 
Less well done was their ability to balance their argument beyond simplistic assertions.  

One or two responses used the evidence well and brought in other considerations such as PED or 
whether these rising costs were also affecting overseas competitors as well.  

The response below has some understanding but tends to repeat the evidence without making much 
use of it. As a result it reached L2 and 5 marks. 
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Question 2 (d)  
 
Exchange rates always seem to prove a difficult topic for many students and this question was no 
exception. Even those who did not get tangled up in appreciation/depreciation and the impact on trade 
seemed unable to add anything beyond repeating the evidence in extract J.  

The development of competing arguments and balance, supported by evidence is important in this 
paper and particularly so with the longer questions. Many candidates limited their marks by failing to 
do so. 

The response below is typical of many, in that it shows understanding but relies heavily on repeating 
the evidence without adding much by way of development. The 20 mark questions are designed to be 
open ended and to give candidates a chance to show what they know and to demonstrate their 
understanding of the interconnectedness of the subject matter. A narrow focus is potentially limiting 
in terms of achievement. This response reached L2 and 8 marks. 
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Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:  

• The case study should be thoroughly prepared for, and real-life examples researched to 
reinforce argument and discussion 

• Always support your arguments with evidence and examples 
• Take note of command words and specific instructions 
• QS skills account for 20% of available marks, more details in the specification. Practice and 

preparation of key diagrams is crucial  
• It is well worth looking carefully at the level descriptors and taking time to understand what 

they mean  
• There is a lot of data in this paper, take the time to read through it all carefully before starting 

your answers 
• Watch your timing and do not spend too long on the shorter questions  
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