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I n a sm all ent ry there was a very wide range of candidate responses. Once 

again, two dom inant  them es em erge. First ly, the im portance of present ing a 

report  rather than an essay;  as both the generic and specific m ark schem es 

m ake clear. There were several responses which were seam less, lacking any 

st ructure whatsoever and thus unable to achieve anything m ore than 1 or 2 

m arks in either the ‘int roduct ion’ or the ‘quality of writ ten com m unicat ion’ 

sect ions of the m ark schem e. This was often com pounded by the difficulty 

of teasing apart  their  ‘research’ and their  ‘analysis’.   

The second, and ult im ately cr it ical weakness of som e of the bet ter 

organised reports was a failure to address the content ion in the t it le, each 

of which was set  up as a debate. Despite, in som e cases, thorough and 

thought ful research in which case studies were carefully presented a failure 

to apply this inform at ion to the t it le ult im ately im pacted on the m arks 

awarded for both analysis and the conclusion/ evaluat ion sect ion of the m ark 

schem e.  I t  is cr it ical that , as cent ral part  of their  preparat ion, candidates 

are taken through past  quest ions alongside the relevant  pre- release steers 

in order to get  them  used to select ing the appropriate evidence from  their  

case-studies to m ake a point  that  would part  of an argum ent  or counter-

argum ent . To help them  achieve this it  would be good pract ice to reference 

the key content ion in their  int roduct ion point ing the direct ion of t ravel of 

their  report . To assist  in their  analysis there are a num ber of useful ideas 

that  can prove helpful including, for exam ple, differences between short  

term  and long- term  costs and benefit s;  the concept  of externalit ies;  the 

divisions within count r ies as well as those between count r ies and the 

different  types of costs and benefits from  social to environm ental.  

For this paper there were a few sound answers to Quest ion 1 but  only a 

m inority of candidates addressed the cent ral content ion. Obviously, it  was 

im portant  to address the word ‘im pact ’ and offer som e suggest ion of how 

these im pacts m ight  be assessed. A good start ing point  would have been to 

different iate between types of im pact  from  econom ic to social and 

environm ental. Of courses these could also be seen as short  term -and long-

term  that  could also be linked to ‘level of developm ent ’ and ult im ately a 

view needed to be taken about  the phrase ‘m ore im portant ’.    

There were som e st rong responses to Quest ion 3. Many were well 

st ructured providing a clear fram ework for their  reports and showing a 

st rong com m and of the language. The best  answers were quite conceptual 

and certainly addressed the m ain content ion. Most  took issue with the word 

‘im possible’ but  suggested that  it  was very difficult  to protect  specific 

cultural landscapes. Som e never addressed what  exact ly a cultural 

landscape actually is despite offer ing som e case-studies whilst  others 

t reated the ‘increasingly globalised world’ as a given. However, som e did 

explore differences in the globalisat ion of ideas alongside the increasingly 

m obile global populat ion as different  aspects of this process and profited 

form  so doing. Conclusions were som et im es a lit t le br ief and repet it ive but  

there was, by cont rast , often quite st rong on-going evaluat ion.   

There was a considerable range of m arks in the answers to the Quest ion 4. 

They were often character ised by good research and quite im pressive place 

detail,  but  the depth was usually m ore notable than the range. Som e built  



 

rather too m uch of an edifice on single causes of health r isk, often obesity. 

What  was slight ly disappoint ing was the habit  of using nat ional data rather 

than recognising that  life expectancy data is very variable within count r ies 

and closely dr iven by deprivat ion in general and poverty in general. Those 

that  did produced st rong reports.  

I n general,  the standard was sim ilar to previous out ings and, as before, it  is 

disappoint ing that  st ructural issues persist  but  pleasing that  analysis seem s 

a lit t le st ronger. 
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