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1a)  
This poster was produced to criticise the Indian government for curtailing individual freedom 
in an attempt to promote healthy living. This can be seen from the source, “#NoNanny” and 
“My Life, My Choice”. This suggests that the government is acting like a nanny who, through 
its laws, controls how people should live their lives. Thus, the poster was produced to 
condemn the Indian government for overexerting its influence on its citizens and depriving 
them of a choice to decide on what they want to consume. As such, the Students for Liberty 
group is doing this in an attempt to convince the Indian citizens that the government’s laws 
are too strict, so that the citizens will not support the imposition of the government’s taxes. 
 
1b) 
Source B and Source C are different in terms of the effectiveness of the sugar tax. Source B 
tells me that the sugar tax has been successful in cutting down the amount of sugar that 
consumers consume. This can be seen from Source B, “Better off consumers have been 
moving away from high sugar fizzy drinks for some time”, and “…dropped by 17% among the 
poorest groups”. This means that consumers are staying away from sugary drinks as a result 
of the imposition of the tax by the government. However, Source C tells me that the sugar tax 
is not completely effective as the sugar tax only provides a superficial solution to the 
consumption of the sugary drinks. This can be seen from, source C, “Other studies merely 
note the lower amount consumers spend on soft drinks, but not the volume they consume as 
they may have simply switched to cheaper brands.” This means that the sugar tax has not 
been totally effective in reducing the sugar intake as people could just be switching to more 
cost-effective alternatives rather than reducing the amount they consume.  
 
Both sources are however similar as they both tell me that taxes can disincentivise people 
from consuming sugary drinks. This can be seen in Source B, “After the sugar tax was 
introduced in 2014 the greatest success was among the poorest people.” This means that the 
sugar tax is able to reduce the consumption of sugar amongst the lower income group. 
Similarly, this can be seen from Source C, “A report claims the volume of unhealthy soft drinks 
sold fell by 6% in the first year.” This means that the tax has been helpful in decreasing the 
sale of soft drinks, hence resulting in lesser consumption of these unhealthy drinks.  
 
Both sources are different in terms of their tone. Source B adopts an optimistic tone towards 
the results of the implementation of the sugar tax. This can be seen from Source B, “Just the 
threat of tax may bring a significant change in soft drinks formulas.” The source is thus in full 
support of the introduction of the tax as Source B feels that the tax will bring about definitive 
changes to both consumers and producer actions. The outcome would thus be for Britons to 
support the sugar tax. However, Source C adopts a critical tone towards the outcomes of the 
implementation of the sugar tax. This can be seen from Source C which uses loaded language 
such as, “entirely overlook” and “the state has assumed authority”. The source is hence 
condemning the sugar tax for being negligent towards the consumers’ needs and is ineffective 
in totally resolving the issue. The outcome is to convince Australians that the sugar tax is 
ineffective so that they will not support its implementation.  
 


