Marking activity — levels based

Discuss — 8 marks

oL

(d) Discuss the potential impact on the demand for cigarettes of introducing

standardised packaging.
(8)
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(d) Discuss the potential impact on the demand for cigarettes of introducing
standardised packaging.
(8)
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Level Mark Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.

bevidd b2 Isolated elements of knowledge and understanding, using little

or no relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of reasoning
may be attempted. Limited attempt to address the question.

Level 2 3-5 Elements of knowledge and understanding, using limited
relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of reasoning are
developed. Judgements may he attempted.

Level 3 6-8 Accurate knowledge and understanding, supported throughout
by use of relevant evidence which is well chosen. Arguments
are developed, using logical, coherent chains of reasoning. A
halanced awareness of competing arguments.




Assess — 12 marks

Q3.

(e) With reference to Extracts A and B, assess the potential effects on Canadian firms
of changes in the wider economic environment.

(12)
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Q4.

(e} The external costs of smoking can cause market failure.

Assess whethera smoking barin playgrounds is the most effective method to -
correct this form of market failure.

(12)
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Level - Descriptor
0 A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1 1-2 Isolated elements of knowledge and understanding, using
little or no relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of
reasoning may he attempted. Limited attempt to address the
cuestion.

Level 2 3-5 Elements of knowledge and understanding, using limited
relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of reasoning are
presented but with limited attempt to address the question.
Comparisons and judgements may he attempted.

Level 3 6-9 Accurate knowledge and understanding, supported by use of
relevant evidence to support the argument, clear chains of
reasoning, well developed with arguments. An awareness of
the significance of competing arguments is present although
this may lack balance.

Level 4 10-12 Accurate knowledge and understanding, supported

throughout hy use of relevant evidence which is well chosen,
logical, coherent chains of reasoning, showing full
understanding of the question. Arguments are developed and
evaluated. A full and halanced awareness of the validity and
significance of competing arguments.




Evaluate — 20 marks

Q5.

3 Evaluate the importance of market segmentation for Tesco when developing a new
range of clothing.




Q6.
3 Evaluate the importance of market segmentation for Tesco when developing a new

range of clothing. 20)
20
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Level

Mark

Descriptor

A completely inaccurate response.

Level 1

1-4

Isolated elements of knowledge and understanding, using
little or no relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of
reasoning may be attempted, but fail to connect causes and
consequences. Limited attempt to address the question.

Level 2

5-9

Elements of knowledge and understanding, using limited
relevant evidence. Arguments and chains of reasoning are
presented, but connections between causes and
consequences are incomplete. Limited attempt to address the
guestion. Comparisons, judgements or conclusions may be
attempted, but are unsupported or generic.

Level 3

10-15

Accurate knowledge and understanding, supported by use of
relevant evidence to support the argument, developed chains
of reasoning, showing understanding of connections between
causes and consequences. Arguments are well developed and
partially evaluated. An awareness of the significance of
competing arguments is present although this may lack
halance. A conclusion may be attempted but may not show
awareness of the significance of competing arguments.

Level 4

16-20

Accurate knowledge and understanding, supported
throughout by use of relevant evidence which is well chosen
and fully integrated to support the argument, well developed
and logical, coherent chains of reasoning, showing full
understanding of the question. Arguments are fully
developed and evaluated. A full awareness of the validity and
significance of competing arguments, leading to nuanced and
halanced comparisons, judgements or conclusions.




