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Read the data about Wikipedia and answer the question below.

Wikipedia is a collaboratively edited, multilingual, free Internet encyclopedia that is
supported by the non-profit Wikimedia Foundation. Worldwide volunteers
collaboratively write Wikipedia's 30 million articles in 287 languages, including over
4.4 million in the English Wikipedia. Anyone who can access the site can edit almost
any of its articles, which comprise the largest and most popular general reference
work available on the Internet.

With reference to the data, discuss the extent to which Wikipedia might be
considered to be a public good. 61
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Q.4 With reference to the data, discuss the extent to which Wikipedia might be considered to be a public good. 61
AO1 1a AO2 (1a) AO4 1ab
Band 2 marks 2 marks 2 marks
What are the characteristics of a public ‘Why might Wikipedia show such ‘Why might Wikipedia not in fact be a public
good? characteristics? good?
2 marks 2 marks 2 marks
Learner understands that public goods Learner clearly applies both Either: Learner evaluates both characteristics in
are non-excludable and non-diminishable | characteristics to Wikipedia, showing context:
(rivalrous) and shows a clear why Wikipedia might be: Non-excludable: just because Wikipedia is
understanding of each. Non-diminishable: Additional users do currently free to use doesn't mean that access
not impinge on the usage of existing couldn’t at some point in the future be restricted.
users — we can all see the same entry. It would in principle be possible to put up a pay-
2 Non-excludable: Information services like | wall.
these are available to anyone with an Non-diminishable; In principle too many users
internet connection. could crash the server. Increased usage might
result in increased vandalism of pages because
they are open to all o edit.
Or: Learner evaluates 1 characteristic very
thoroughly.
1 mark 1 mark 1 mark
Learner states that public goods are non- | Learner only applies 1 characteristic Learner questions 1 of the characteristics in
1 excludable and non-diminishable successfully in the context of Wikipedia | context, but the evaluation isn't fully detailed or
(rivalrous) but does not show a clear or makes an attempt at both but is not 2 characteristics are discussed, but only
understanding of both. developed. superficially.
0 marks 0 marks 0 marks
[] Response not credit worthy or not Context of Wikipedia is not used. Response not credit worthy or not attempted.

attempted.
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Indicative content
Public goods have 2 key characteristics:
(i) Non-excludability: Non-payers cannot be prevented from using the service
(ii) Non-diminishability/rivalry: An additional user does not reduce the total amount of the good or service available.
In the case of Wikipedia:
Excludability:
Information services like these are available to anyone with an internet connection. Therefore non-excludable
But: Just because Wikipedia is currently free to use doesn't mean that access couldn't at some point in the future be restricted. It would in
principle be possible to put up a pay-wall.
Diminishability/Rivalry:
Additional users do not impinge on the usage of existing users — we can all see the same entry. Therefore non-diminishable.

But: In principle too many users could crash the server. Increased usage might result in increased vandalism of pages because they are open
to all to edit.




image4.png
3.

Read the information on the Royal National Lifeboat Institute (RNLI) and answer the question
that follows.

The RNLI is the charity that
saves lives at sea

We provide, on call, a 24-hour lifeboat
search and rescue service around the
UK and Ireland, and a seasonal lifeguard
service,

With our lifeboats, lifeguards, safety advice
and flood rescue, we are committed to
jing lives

The RNLI receives no money from the government and relies on volunteers for its operations.

In 2016 it rescued over 30 000 people. It does not charge for its services. It is funded entirely by
donations

Source: RNLI website

Discuss the extent to which the RNLI can be described as a private good 6]

Turn over.
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3.

Discuss the extent to which the RNLI can be described as a private good?  [6]

AO1 A02 AO4
Band
2 marks 2 marks 2 marks
2marks 2 marks 2 marks
Good understanding. | Good application. Good evaluation.
Atleast two of the RNLIis applied to two | A good attempt to

Understanding of only
one characteristic is

RNLI is applied to
private or public good

characteristics of a private good consider the issue with a
private good are characteristics counter argument and
identified and effectively or one done | judgment on whether the
understood. wellin depth. RNLI can be considered
a private good.
1 mark 1 mark 1 mark
Limited understanding. | Limited application. Limited evaluation.

Some attempt is made
to qualify, but answer

shown (lsts of characteristic effectively. | lacks development.
characteristics wil be in
band 1).
0 marks 0 marks 0 marks
No understanding RNLI is not used One-sided answer or
demonstrated. effectively. evaluation is not
appropriate.
Indicative content:

Aot
A private good is defined in economics as "an item that yields positive benefits to people”
that is:

excludable, ie its owners can exercise private property rights, preventing those who have not
paid for it from using the good o consuming its benefits

diminishable/rivalrous, ie consumption by one prevents that of another.

Also, public goods are often considered as non-rejectable, so credit rejectable here, users
could decide to not use or turn down the offer of help.

AO2/4
In principle, sea-rescue services are excludable — we could only rescue people that had
paid/taken out insurance. In reality, this would be very difficult to enforce — how would we
know whether drowning people had insurance? How could we make people pay?

Sea-rescue services are probably likely to be diminishable — if the RNLI is saving one
person, then they can't save anather. In reality, however, sea-rescue services tend not to be
used much (although the data mentions the 30,000 rescues, which might suggest some
competition.

The fact that these services are ot supplied through the market suggests that they might be
difficult to make a profit out of, suggesting that anyone can benefit from using it and the free-
rider problem.

Can users reject being saved? They maybe injured and unable to make the choice.
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