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Overview 
The pass rate for Paper 1 was broadly in line with previous examinations. There was a significant decrease in the pass rate for paper 2. Many candidates achieved low marks in this Paper. 
As we have noted in earlier exams there is a very high failure rate among candidates taking the exam for the first time. In this examination all of the fails with one exception for Paper 2, were from initial candidates. This is consistent with the analysis of previous examinations. This would suggest that candidates sitting the examination for the first time may require additional training.
Many candidates lost marks by failing to provide accurate references.

Paper 1
There was a wide variation in marks on this paper 10 candidates achieved 40 marks or more. At the other end there were 6 candidates with less than 20 marks

Question 1 on mixed packing was reasonably well answered with most candidates getting the correct number of inner packagings. Some did not answer the supplementary question or missed out on details of the marking and labelling such as forgetting to put orientation arrows on two opposite sides.

Question 2 on the use of IBCs and the maximum life of plastic packaging was poorly answered suggesting a training need.

Question 3 on who should appoint a DGSA and on fixed penalties was straight forward.

Question 4 was a classification question. This was poorly answered. Some candidates failed to recognise the requirement to include the technical name(s). 

Question 5 on training was well answered. 

Question 6 on an exemption from ADR was very poorly answered. This question has been asked in previous papers yet very few candidates attempted an answer. 

Question 7 was on definitions which was well answered.

Question 8 was on explosives and was also well attempted.

Question 9 was an old question on the meaning of a part of a packaging code. The response was disappointing. Many candidates failed to score or to score very little.









Paper 2

As usual there were three case studies with one compulsory

Case Study 1
This is an old case study and has been presented in several diets over the years. The core topic of the case study is the international transport of four items. Three of the UN numbers were given and the proper shipping name for the fourth item. There were questions on transport documentation, orange plates, on board equipment, mixed loading, exemptions, security, and carriage of passengers.

Overall, this case study was generally poorly answered. Many candidates failed to
· Identify that one of the items was packaged as limited quantities which had consequences for many of the questions in this case study
· Recognise what is meant “additional miscellaneous equipment.” In Chapter 8.1

Some candidates did very well with one getting full marks.

Case Study 2
This was a case study on a refrigerated liquefied gas being transported in an ADR fixed tank which has been presented previously. Candidates were required to identify the UN number, state and explain the tank code, answer questions on the fill ratio, tank testing, orange plates, tunnel codes, vehicle type and annual inspection.

The response to this paper was somewhat better than Case Study 1. The worst answered questions were on fill ratios and tank testing intervals.

Case Study 3
This was a new case study on a Class 5.1 article. Candidates were given the UN number to start. Despite this only 4 candidates attempted this case study – all four passed, one got full marks, and two others achieved very high scores
The case study included questions on classification, packaging, drop tests, loading, tunnels, marking and labelling, Instructions in writing, load limit exemption and security. Most of the answers could be found by following the details for this UN number in the Dangerous Goods List and interpreting them as required. 
It is difficult to understand why so few candidates attempted this case study.

· 




