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Level 3 Home Economics, 2019
91470 Evaluate conflicting nutritional information relevant 

to well-being in New Zealand society

2.00 p.m. Wednesday 13 November 2019 
Credits: Four

Achievement Achievement with Merit Achievement with Excellence
Evaluate conflicting nutritional 
information relevant to well-being in 
New Zealand society.

Evaluate, in depth, conflicting nutritional 
information relevant to well-being in 
New Zealand society.

Evaluate comprehensively conflicting 
nutritional information relevant to 
well-being in New Zealand society.

Check that the National Student Number (NSN) on your admission slip is the same as the number at the 
top of this page.

You should attempt ALL the questions in this booklet.

Pull out Resource Booklet 91470R from the centre of this booklet.

If you need more room for any answer, use the extra space provided at the back of this booklet.

Check that this booklet has pages 2–11 in the correct order and that none of these pages is blank.

YOU MUST HAND THIS BOOKLET TO THE SUPERVISOR AT THE END OF THE EXAMINATION.
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TOTAL

Achievement

04

No part of the candidate evidence in this exemplar material 
may be presented in an external assessment for the purpose 

of gaining credits towards an NCEA qualification.



















Achievement Exemplar 2019 
Subject Home Economics Standard 91470 Total score 04 

Q Grade 
score Annotation 

1 04 

The candidate provided enough evidence to attain a high Achievement. They 
used the format of the exam to complete an analysis of possible positive / 
negative impacts of the well-being of New Zealand society, drawing on the 
conflicting nutritional evidence presented in the resource material. The 
underlying intentions of each source were also analysed.  
The candidate did not draw an appropriate or substantial conclusion regarding 
the credibility of information provided in each resource. Had they done so, a 
Merit award might have been possible. However, the candidate analysed only 
enough information to draw a conclusion about holistic well-being, and, as such, 
the grade awarded was A4. 

 




