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Gen er a l  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce  

 

 All candidates m ust  receive the sam e t reatm ent . Exam iners m ust  m ark 

the first  candidate in exact ly the sam e way as they m ark the last . 

 Mark schem es should be applied posit ively. Candidates m ust  be rewarded 

for what  they have shown they can do rather than penalised for 

om issions.  

 Exam iners should m ark according to the m ark schem e not  according to 

their  percept ion of where the grade boundaries m ay lie.  

 There is no ceiling on achievem ent . All m arks on the m ark schem e should 

be used appropriately.  

 All the m arks on the m ark schem e are designed to be awarded. 

Exam iners should always award full m arks if deserved, i.e. if the answer 

m atches the m ark schem e.  Exam iners should also be prepared to award 

zero m arks if the candidate’s response is not  worthy of credit  according 

to the m ark schem e. 

 Where som e judgem ent  is required, m ark schem es will provide the 

pr inciples by which m arks will be awarded and exem plificat ion m ay be 

lim ited. 

 When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion of the m ark 

schem e to a candidate’s response, the team  leader m ust  be consulted. 

 Crossed out  work should be m arked UNLESS the candidate has replaced 

it  with an alternat ive response. 

 

 



 

 

Sp el l in g , Pu n ct u at ion  an d  Gr am m ar  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce 

 

 The spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar assessm ent  cr iter ia are com m on to GCSE 

English Literature, GCSE History, GCSE Geography and GCSE Religious Studies. 

 

 All candidates, whichever subject  they are being assessed on, m ust  receive the sam e 

t reatm ent . Exam iners m ust  m ark the first  candidate in exact ly the sam e way as they 

m ark the last .  

 

 Spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar m arking cr iter ia should be applied posit ively. 

Candidates m ust  be rewarded for what  they have dem onst rated rather than penalised 

for errors. 

 

 Exam iners should m ark according to the m arking cr iter ia. All m arks on the m arking 

cr iter ia should be used appropriately. 

 

 All the m arks on the m arking cr iter ia are designed to be awarded. Exam iners should 

always award full m arks if deserved, i.e. if the answer m atches the m arking cr iter ia. 

 

 Exam iners should be prepared to award zero m arks if the candidate’s response is not  

worthy of credit  according to the m arking cr iter ia. 

 

 When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion of the m arking cr iter ia to a 

candidate’s response, the team  leader m ust  be consulted. 

 

 Crossed out  work should be m arked unless the candidate has replaced it  with an 

alternat ive response. 

 

 Handwrit ing m ay m ake it  difficult  to see if spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar are 

correct . Exam iners m ust  m ake every effort  to assess spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar 

fair ly and if they genuinely cannot  m ake an assessm ent , the team  leader m ust  be 

consulted. 

 

 Specialist  term s do not  always require the use of com plex term inology but  the 

vocabulary used should appropriate to the subject  and the quest ion. 

 

 Work by candidates with an am anuensis, scr ibe or typed script  should be assessed for 

spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar. 

 

 Exam iners are advised to consider the m arking cr iter ia in the following way:  

o How well does the response com m unicate the m eaning? 

o What  range of specialist  term s is used? 



 

 

o How accurate is the spelling, punctuat ion and gram m ar? 

 

Qu al i t y  o f  W r i t t en  Com m u n icat ion  

Quest ions which involve the writ ing of cont inuous prose will expect  candidates to:  

 show clar it y of expression 

 const ruct  and present  coherent  argum ents 

 dem onst rate an effect ive use of gram m ar, punctuat ion and spelling. 

Full m arks will be awarded if the candidate has dem onst rated the above abilit ies. 

Quest ions where QWC is likely to be part icular ly im portant  are indicated “QWC”  in the 

m ark schem e.  



 

 

 

Qu est ion  1  – ‘Ev a lu at e t h e v iew  t h at  h u m an  f act o r s ar e m or e im p or t an t  

t h an  p h y sica l  f act o r s in  ex p la in in g  t h e im p act  o f  t ect on ic n at u r a l  

d isast er s.’  

•  Research the varied im pacts of tectonic disasters in a range of cont rast ing 

locat ions. 

•  Research cont rast ing exam ples to invest igate the relat ionship between physical 

processes, people and disasters. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the com plex relat ionship between the natural tectonic 

hazards and the disasters that  are associated with these events – the research 

focus ident ifies the need to understand the cause of tectonic disasters and that  

relat ionship. The quest ion suggests that  m ost  ( tectonic)  disasters have som e 

hum an elem ent  to them  which is t rue and alm ost  tautological. 

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen m ay be by the following. 

1.  Type of tectonic hazard – there are three m ain types – earthquakes, 

volcanoes and (secondary)  tsunam i – best  approach would probably be 

case-study led. 

2.  Scale of hazard – case-study led using various m easurem ents of 

intensity/ scale m apped against  m easurem ents of scale of disaster.  

3.  Scale of disaster– case-study led using various m easurem ents of scale of 

disaster ( loss of life/ insurance losses/ econom ic dam age)  m apped against  

scale of event . 

4.  Developed/ developing world cont rasts using concepts of vulnerabilit y and 

resilience.  

 

Key  an aly t i ca l  p o in t s 

 A clear understanding of the dist inct ion between hazards and disasters is an 

essent ial pre- requisite of a good report .  

 However the m ain them e will be how hum an act ion/ inact ion turns a hazard into 

a disaster.   

 The scale of natural disasters will be affected by;  

1.  Size and frequency of event  –if the event  is very large, e.g. Japanese 

tsunam i  

2.  Locat ion of event  – rem oteness, diff iculty of access. 

3.  Tim ing of event  – t im e of day/ year. 

4.  Developm ent / wealth issues, including building quality, populat ion 

densit ies in vulnerable areas and abilit y to escape/ evacuate. 

5.  Qualit y of governance which im pacts on;   

-  quality of warning/ predict ion techniques 

-  quality of pr ior planning, e.g. building design 

-  qualit y of rescue services. 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

 Disasters befall people and property thus are only ‘natural’ insofar as people 

and property are ‘natural’ – easier to argue for the form er than the lat ter. 

 The scale of those disasters is clearly consequent ial upon a ser ies of factors 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

both natural and hum an. 

 

Case st u d ies u sed  ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

1.  California – Lom a Prieta 

2.  Hait i v Chile 

3.  I celand – Eyjafjallajökull 

4.  Hawaii 

5.  Asian, Japanese and Chilean tsunam i events. 



 

 

 
Qu est ion  2  – ‘Th e u n ev en  g lob a l  p at t er n  o f  h u n g er  i s m ost ly  ex p la in ed  b y  

en v i r on m en t a l  f act o r s.’  D iscu ss. 

•  Research the global dist r ibut ion of hunger and under-nut r it ion. 

•  Research a range of places to illust rate the econom ic, polit ical and environm ental 

causes of hunger and under-nut r it ion. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the r e la t i v e  role of environm ental factors in causing 

hunger and under-nut r it ion as opposed to social and/ or econom ic factors. 

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen m ay be by the following. 

1.  Different  causes of hunger and under-nut r it ion across a range of physical 

and hum an factors including clim at ic ( rainfall t rends and global warm ing) , 

soil quality, populat ion growth and the growth of com m ercial agriculture, 

especially in developing count r ies today. 

2.  A ‘case-study’ approach by area/ region with different  exam ples illust rat ing a 

variat ion in the significance of hum an and environm ental factors. 

3.  Theoret ically dr iven – Malthus/ Boserupian debate. 

4.  Global Hunger I ndex (GHI )  and/ or Food and Agricultural Organisat ion (FAO)  

four pillars m odel. 

Key  an aly t i ca l  p o in t s 

 There is clearly a role for physical processes – short  term  hazardous events will 

cause chronic under-nut r it ion and m ore or less whatever the hum an cont ingency 

plans m ight  be. 

 Long- term  insecurity m ight  also be exacerbated by clim ate change and other 

hazards with net  pr im ary product ivity changes affect ing yields.  

 I n the m edium  term  hum an factors are probably m ore significant  especially 

changing diets, governance, r ising populat ion and uneven access to land. 

 Hunger and under-nut r it ion are significant ly affected by access, ut ilisat ion, 

stabilit y of supply as well as availabilit y.  

 Evaluat ion m ight  include the view that  without  hum an ingenuity food output  

would be significant ly lower – 1st  and 2nd agricultural revolut ions, green 

revolut ion and genet ic m odificat ion. 

 Students should recognise that  food product ion is now global with very few parts 

of the world sit t ing outside a global supply chain – this has im plicat ions for food 

security – this m ight  be illust rated by land deals m ade in Afr ica, e.g. with 

China/ Saudi Arabia etc. 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

 I t  depends on the t im escale but , by and large, the t it le is at  best  content ious and 

at  worst  sim ply wrong. 

 

Case st u d ies ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

1.  Sahel and drylands changing environm ent  

2.  South Asian populat ion increase 

3.  Food shortages and food deserts in developed count r ies, e.g. USA 

4.  Land purchases in North-East  Afr ica – Som alia, Ethiopia.  



 

 

 
Qu est ion  3  – ‘Tou r ism  a lw ay s h as a n eg at iv e im p act  on  cu l t u r es an d  

cu l t u r a l  d iv er si t y ’ . Discu ss. 

•  Research the varied im pacts off tour ism  on cultures and cultural diversity. 

•  Research a range of cultures that  have been affected econom ically, socially and 

environm entally by tourism . 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is whether (global)  tour ism  has, on balance, a negat ive 

im pact  on cultures using econom ic, social and environm ental m easures of ‘im pact ’ 

and, in turn, whether this reduces cultural diversity.  

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen m ay be by the following. 

1.  Case studies of different  societ ies/ places with cont rast ing levels of tourism  

and cont rast ing im pacts, both good and bad. 

2.  Case-studies of different  types of im pact  – econom ic, social and 

environm ental. 

 

Key  an aly t i ca l  p o in t s 

 I nternat ional tourism  is alm ost  always socially invasive although there are 

occasional except ions e.g. the Maldives. 

 Econom ic im pacts involve the creat ion of new form s of em ploym ent , both form al 

and inform al which is likely to im pact  on t radit ional cultures e.g. Aboriginal 

Aust ralians. 

 Social im pacts can involve com plex ethnic/ racial tensions e.g. Jam aica, including 

prost itut ion and the explorat ion of vulnerable m inors e.g. sex tourism  to 

Thailand. 

 Environm ental im pacts are both direct  and indirect  – direct  im pacts include 

dest ruct ion of t radit ional incom e sources whilst  indirect  will include the carbon 

em issions caused by air  t ravel and the im pact  of these on clim ate/ sea- level 

changes e.g. Tuvalu. 

 What  const itutes a ‘negat ive’ im pact  is a m at ter of judgm ent  and different  

groups m ay be affected m ore posit ively than others – there m ay also be short  

term / long term  cont rasts. 

I n  su m m ar y  

 The im pact  of tour ism  is often negat ive but  not  always so, at  least  not  in the 

view of all groups although the im pact  is alm ost  always t ransform at ional.  

 

 

Case st u d ies u sed  ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

1.  Aust ralia 

2.  Tuvalu/ Thailand 

3.  Jam aica – Caribbean 

4.  Am azonian tour ism  

5.   Ecotourism  exam ples 



 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  4  – Ev a lu at e t h e v iew  t h at  i t  i s in cr easin g ly  d i f f i cu l t  t o  p r ev en t  

t h e g lob a l  sp r ead  o f  h ea l t h  r i sk s. 

•  Research the factors cont r ibut ing to increasing r isks from  the spread of non-

com m unicable and com m unicable diseases. 

•  Research a range of locat ions worldwide, with different  types of health r isks and 

m anagem ent . 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the degree to which, in a globalised world, the spread of 

global health r isks are m ore or less inevitable.  

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen m ay be by the following. 

1.  Different  causes of health r isk including environm ental factors, socio-

econom ic status, poverty and geographic factors. 

2.  Models of health r isk (ETM, Kuznets) . 

3.  By health r isk, e.g. m alar ia, TB, Ebola, obesity. 

4.  By level of developm ent  (GNI / GDP/ HDI ) . 

 

Key  an aly t i ca l  p o in t s 

 Pandem ic r isk m ay be increasing due to greater global connect ivity although, to 

date, there is lit t le evidence of this.  

 I ncreasing num bers of internat ional t ravellers and increasingly com plex global 

supply chains are a threat  because diseases can be t ransm it ted very rapidly. 

 Detect ion system s are expensive to install and not  always efficient . 

 Globalisat ion m ay also lead to bet ter t reatm ent  of disease as co-operat ion in 

research increases so decreasing the r isks.  

 The role of inequalit ies is very significant  – the higher the level of inequality the 

lower the life expectancy – an issue that  relates to governance (postcode lot tery)  

– globalisat ion has increased inequalit ies  

 Som e diseases (obesity and lung cancer)  m ay be a product  of developm ent  

which in turn can be connected to globalisat ion 

 Role of WHO – lack of investm ent  to co-ordinate responses to disease 

t ransm ission. 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

 Broadly speaking global health threats are n o t  increasing although they have the 

potent ial to do so and globalisat ion is obviously a threat . 

 

Case st u d ies u sed  ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

 

1.  Histor ic pandem ics have had a devastat ing effect  – 1918 influenza 

2.  Ebola and m alaria im pact  in (West )  Afr ica 

3.  Obesity in Europe/ US 

4.  Poverty in the UK 

5.  AI Ds global but  especially in Afr ica. 


