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Gen er al  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce  

  

  

•                     All candidates must  receive the same t reatment .  Exam iners must  

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

•            Mark schemes should be applied posit ively. Candidates must  be 

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

for om issions.  

•                     Exam iners should mark according to the mark scheme not  

according to their percept ion of where the grade boundaries may lie.  

•                     There is no ceiling on achievement . All marks on the mark scheme 

should be used appropriately.  

•            All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be awarded. 

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

matches the mark scheme.  Examiners should also be prepared to award 

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

to the mark scheme.  

•             Where some judgement  is required, mark schemes will provide the 

principles by which marks will be awarded and exemplif icat ion may be 

lim ited.  

•                     When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the applicat ion of the 

mark scheme to a candidate’s response, the team leader must  be 

consulted.  

•                     Crossed out  work should be marked UNLESS the candidate has 

replaced it  with an alternat ive response.  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  1  – ‘Pr ed ict in g  t h e locat ion s at  r isk  f r om  t ect on ic h azar d s is m u ch  

easier  t h an  p r ed ict in g  t h e m ag n i t u d e o f  t h ose h azar ds’ . Discu ss. 

•  Research the physical processes that  determine the dist ribut ion and magnitude of 
earthquakes and volcanic erupt ions. 

•  Research cont rast ing tectonic set t ings to explore the expected locat ion and 
predicted magnitude of earthquakes and volcanic erupt ions. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the differences between predict ing the dist r ibut ion and 

magnitude of seism ic and volcanic hazards.  

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen may be by the following:  

1.  An overview of hazards t reat ing volcanic hazards and seism ic hazards 

separately, case study by case study.  

 

2.  Dist r ibut ion and magnitude addressed separately by case study.  

 

3.  By plate boundary – different  margins =  different  scale of event .  

 

Key  an aly t ica l  p o in t s 

• The dist r ibut ion of tectonic hazards is quite well understood but  the varied 

magnitude of those events is much less well understood. 

• The dist r ibut ion of volcanoes is well known although mapping of undersea 

volcanoes is less precise – however, act iv ity level/ magnitude of volcanos is 

not  so well understood. 

• Understanding comes from a range of increasingly sophist icated 

inst rumentat ion, which is bet ter at  forecast ing dist r ibut ion/ locat ion but  poor 

at  forecast ing magnitude. 

• Earthquakes much m ore widely dist r ibuted but  harder to define given 

constant  movement  of crust  – ‘significant ’ earthquakes dist r ibuted along 

plate boundar ies but  many except ions (hot  spots and int ra-plate movements 

along fault  lines)  

• Earthquake magnitude variat ion ext remely diff icult  to explain, although 

there are some at tempts to do so by exploring focal depth and accumulated 

st rain in rocks along t ransform  faults. 

• Volcanic and seism ic events often part  of the same set  of processes 

reflect ing movements of magma 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

• The statement  is broadly correct  but  there are obvious except ions. 

 

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

1.  California – Loma Pr ieta 

2.  Nepal 

3.  I celand – Eyjafjallajökull 

4.  Hawaii 

5.  Asian, Japanese and Chilean tsunam i events. 



 

 

 

Qu est ion  2  – ‘I m p r ov ed  t ech n o log y  is t h e b est  w ay  t o  in cr ease f ood  

su p p ly ’ . Discu ss. 

•  Research a range of cont rast ing methods and technologies that  can be used to 
increase food supply and food securit y. 

•  Research dif ferent  locat ions where at tempts have been made to increase food 
supply and food securit y. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the r e lat iv e  im portance of increasing food supply through 

the use of technology. 

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen may be by the following:  

• Different  methods of increasing food supply and food security from new 

hybr id crops, the use of GM, expansion of cropland, improvements in 

irr igat ion etc. 

• A ‘case-study’ approach by area/ region with different  examples illust rat ing 

how food supply has been increased and thus security has been improved. 

 

Key  an aly t ica l  p o in t s 

• Technology clear ly has a cent ral role in determ ining food supply although it  is 

not  the only route available – increased agricultural land being an alternat ive 

route. 

• However, technology is not  uncont roversial – there may be short - term  increases 

in product ion from the use of, for example, GM, but  the long- term  implicat ions 

are less certain. 

• Low- tech methods can be important  in dryland areas. 

• Expanding cropped areas is an obvious alternat ive pathway to increasing supply, 

although there is lit t le scope for further increases without  comprom ising valuable 

ecosystems.  

• Long- term  insecurit y m ight  also be exacerbated by climate change and other 

hazards, with net  pr imary product iv it y changes affect ing yields;  some of these 

m ight  be addressed through technology.  

• Food insecurity is significant ly affected by access, ut ilisat ion, stability of supply 

as well as availability,  which is perhaps less a mat ter of technology than it  is 

polit ical will.   

• Evaluat ion m ight  include the view that  without  human ingenuity and technology 

food output  would be significant ly lower – 1st  and 2nd agr icultural revolut ions, 

Green Revolut ion and genet ic modificat ion. 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

• Technology is very im portant  but  more so for supply than for securit y. 

 

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

1.  GM and Green Revolut ion 

2.  Low- tech/ intermediate tech in dryland areas 

3.  Land purchases in North-East  Afr ica – Somalia, Ethiopia 

4.  I mprovements in food storage through applicat ions of technology. 



 

 

 

Qu est ion  3  –  Ev alu at e t h e v iew  t h at  t r ad i t ion al  an d  in d ig en ou s cu l t u r es 

sh ou ld  a lw ay s b e p r o t ect ed  f r om  t h e im p act s o f  g lob al isa t ion . 

•  Research the at t itudes of dif ferent  players to t radit ional and indigenous cultures 
and the consequences for them of a globalising world.  

•  Research a range of locat ions to illust rate the cont rast ing values at tached to, and 
the t reatment  of,  t radit ional and indigenous cultures being affected by 
globalisat ion. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the socio-polit ical at t itudes to indigenous peoples within 

modern nat ion states and whether or not  ‘they’ either need or desire protect ion 

from globalisat ion. 

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen may be by the following:  

1.  Case studies of different  societ ies/ places with cont rast ing histor ies of their 

indigenous populat ions – a place by place approach. 

2.  Some m ight  take a temporal approach, t racing changes over t im e across a 

range of examples, for example the at t itude towards Nat ive Americans from 

colonial t imes to the present  day. 

 

Key  an aly t ica l  p o in t s 

• Histor ically, indigenous cultures have been held in lit t le regard and 

systemat ically ext inguished, which has cont inued in modern t im es in some 

societ ies – I ndonesia. 

• Dist inct ions were drawn between ‘savages’ and ‘civ ilised’ peoples, which were 

especially powerful during the scramble for Afr ica and have a legacy of at t itudes 

to indigenous culture(s) . 

• The most  powerful arguments today revolve around the economic exploitat ion of 

indigenous landscapes from the Oriente to the Arct ic – in many cases indigenous 

peoples are either displaced or their culture impacted irreparably. 

• Globalisat ion has led to a significant  erosion of dist inct ive local cultures through 

the impact  of t rade, tourism and developm ent .  

• Protect ing local cultures may preserve important  aspects of the cultural her itage 

of modern nat ion states.  

• Counterarguments m ight  suppose this to be an inevitable process of 

globalisat ion. 

 

I n  su m m ar y  

• There is a whiff of colonial arrogance in the t it le – a more appropriate view 

(quest ion)  would be whether indigenous peoples should be afforded the r ight  to 

some protect ion, if they so choose. 

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

1.  Aust ralian ‘abor iginal’ people 

2.  Nat ive American cultures – e.g. the impact  of tar-sands and pipelines 

3.  Nat ive American r ights in the Andes – ‘plur inat ional’ state of Bolivia 

4.  Minorit y r ights in I ndonesia (East  Timor) .  



 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  4  – ‘Su ccessf u l  m an ag em en t  o f  a l l  h eal t h  r isk s m u st  in clu d e 

g lob al  as w el l  as n at ion al  st r at eg ies.’  Discu ss. 

•  Research the varied ways in which the health risks from pollut ion and disease can 
be managed. 

•  Research a range of locat ions to illust rate the importance of both global and 
nat ional management  programmes and st rategies. 

I n d icat iv e con t en t  

Th e f ocu s of this t it le is the efficacy of var ious management  st rategies FOR health 

r isks and the relat ive importance of global management . 

 

Th e f r am ew or k  chosen may be by the following:  

• Different  players in the management  of health r isks. 

• Different  types of health r isk and the role of var ious management  systems in 

addressing those r isks. 

 

Key  an aly t ica l  p o in t s 

• Health r isk can be expressed in two dimensions – geographic extent  and threat  

to indiv iduals. 

• The best , indirect  measures are probably life expectancy and DALYs, which offer 

a way of evaluat ing success. 

• The impact  of major health r isks is largely determ ined by poverty and lim ited 

access to basics such as clean water and sanitat ion, which can be addressed on 

several scales. 

• Management  needs deconst ruct ing carefully as does the evaluat ion of ‘success’, 

and includes global, nat ional and local schemes. 

• Global management  is most  often associated with pandem ics that  have 

significant  and somet imes catast rophic impacts on human health.  

• This extends to global pollut ion issues – for example the global agreements to 

cont rol ozone deplet ion. 

• Global management  m ight  also extend into economic policies to address poverty.  

• However, very many health r isks are inherent ly local and need local solut ions – 

this will include the applicat ion of global plans, which are often advisory rather 

than pract ical.  

 

I n  su m m ar y  

• Global management  is significant  but  certainly not  essent ial to the management  

of health r isks – global management  is never more than advisory and thus 

lim ited and many health r isks are local.  

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

 

1.  Global management  of disease management  – polio, smallpox 

2.  Local management  of pr imary healthcare, e.g. mosquito nets 

3.  The role of pharmaceut ical TNCs 

4.  NGOs operat ing in South Asia and Sub-Saharan Afr ica. 

 


