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Gen er a l  Com m en t s:  

 

This first  exam inat ion of the I nternat ional GCSE Geography specificat ion 

saw a doubling in the ent ry and a significant ly raised m ean m ark in relat ion 

to exam inat ion of the previous specificat ion. This higher m ean applied to 

both the t radit ional overseas cent res and the new UK-based cent res. As an 

unt iered paper it  was designed to be well st ructured with a high degree of 

quest ion com parabilit y, at  least  within sect ions. I t  proved to be a 

reasonably effect ive different iator of candidate abilit y. A decent  spread of 

m arks was achieved with st rong evidence of both access by m ost  

candidates to m ost  item s and of st retch and challenge am ong abler  

candidates by later item s in quest ions. 

 

A significant  num ber of candidates wrote beyond the allot ted answering 

space which is an issue that  both Edexcel and cent res need to address. 

Teachers should st ress to their  students that  clear, concise responses to the 

quest ion set  can and do achieve m axim um  m arks.     

 

There was also evidence that  in som e cent res there rem ains scope for 

im proving candidate’s preparat ion for the assessm ent  of their  fieldwork 

skills and knowledge and of their  knowledge, understanding and applicat ion 

of relevant  and appropriate case study exam ples. Typically, these two areas 

of geographical assessm ent  account  for around half of the 30 m arks per 

quest ion. Approxim ately, half of the 9-m ark finale item s asked direct ly for a 

nam ed case study;  others were of a broader nature but  exam ples were a 

feature of m any level 3 responses.  

 

Qu est ion - sp eci f i c Com m en t s:  

 

Sect ion  A –  Th e Nat u r a l  En v i r on m en t  An d  Peop le 

 

All three opt ions in this first  sect ion of the paper were popular, although Q2  

(Coastal environm ents)  was slight ly less popular than the other two 

quest ions, especially in overseas cent res. For m ost  candidates, it  provided a 

solid start  with their higher m arks com ing in this sect ion. 

 

Qu est ion  1  :  Riv er  en v i r on m en t s 

 

A surprising num ber of candidates m issed item  (a) ( i) ;  those not  doing so 

tended to score the 1 m ark available. I tem  (a) ( ii)  was generally com pleted 

successfully and on the whole the concepts of peak discharge and lag t im e 

were well known and used for the purpose of cont rast ing the hydrographs 

(Figure 1) . Som e candidates unfortunately either confused the A and B 

labelling with negat ive consequences for their  responses or failed to express 

them selves in a way that  ident ified difference. Many candidates coped well 

with the item  scoring 2 m arks. Most  candidates gave an adequate definit ion 

of discharge for (a) ( iv)  with cum ecs frequent ly m ent ioned. The r iver 

fieldwork item  (a) (v)  was responded to with varying success. There were 

som e very st rong, detailed responses covering sam pling, site select ion and 

descript ion and explanat ion of procedures. Equally,  there were a 

disappoint ing num ber of im precise responses about  velocity and channel 

m easurem ent  with lit t le reference to the techniques used to obtain these 
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m easurem ents. A lack of detail,  clar ity and progression character ised m any 

of the r iver fieldwork responses. Som e candidates st ruggled to gain a m ark 

in (b) ( i)  as they m isinterpreted the quest ion and wrote about  channel rather 

than valley changes. Others did answer successfully by referr ing to soil 

fert ilit y and alluvium  deposit ion. (b) ( ii)  was generally well answered with 

accurate use of geographical process and term inology to explain 

intercept ion and run-off differences being quite frequent . Som e did confuse 

rural with urban, failed to use Figure 1, were lim ited in their  reference to 

process and did not  always m ake their  cont rasts/ com parison obvious. The 

item  was a good different iator.  The 9-m ark finale tended to score relat ively 

well on the whole but  there was a tendency for candidates not  to respond 

precisely to the quest ion set . Too m any answers were generic and 

insufficient ly focussed on flood prevent ion and cont rol m easures and how 

they work. Most  nam ed a r iver but  focussed too lit t le on it  and gave lim ited 

place detail.  Full m ark case study- type answers offer ing explanat ion were 

seen for the Mississippi, Severn and Tees.    

 

Qu est ion  2  :  Coast a l  en v i r on m en t s 

 

Few candidates had difficulty in part  (a)  with the m ajor ity collect ing 

m axim um  m arks. The term , spit  did dist ract  som e;  it  was offered by som e 

as the box 3 label in (a) ( i)  and/ or as a deposit ional landform  in (a) ( ii)2. 

Most  candidates achieved full m arks in (b) ( i)  by giving full and accurate 

definit ions of longshore dr ift  that  included sedim ent  m ovem ent  and 

m ovem ent  along the coast . Movem ent  up and down the beach is not  

longshore drift .  (b) ( ii)  was also generally well answered with frequent  

reference to the prevailing wind although a significant  m inority failed to 

offer a com pass direct ion or appreciate how wind direct ion is described. Left  

to r ight  is not  a geographical direct ion. The request  to ident ify coastal 

protect ion m easures on Figure 2b posed no problem s and its linked item  in 

(c) ( ii)  was sim ilar ly well answered in the m ain. Explanat ions of the work of 

a groyne proved st ronger than those for sea walls. The fieldwork item , 

(c) ( iii)  was a st rong discr im inator. The st rongest  answers discussed in detail 

survey im plem entat ion, quest ion design and sam pling issues in a coast -

specific context . Generic answers with lit t le developm ent  beyond using a 

quest ionnaire were regret tably com m on. I tem  (d)  produced another wide 

range of answer quality. Most  correct ly described the sequence of landform s 

that  result  from  ret reat . The higher level responses offered detailed 

diagram s, referred to the im pact  and locat ion of sub-aerial processes and 

m arine erosion, explained in detail the m echanics of these processes and 

ident ified correct  locat ions where the various landform s could be found. 

Equally, sim plist ic and generic answers with lit t le specific detailed process 

knowledge were to be found. 

 

Qu est ion  3  :  Hazar d ou s en v i r on m en t s 

 

Surprisingly few candidates gave 28 m illibars or other acceptable unit  of 

pressure in (a) ( i) . The rest  of part  (a)  gave no general problem s with 

m ost ly correct  answers to item s (a) ( ii)  and (a) ( iii) .  Nearly all candidates 

com m ented on heavy rainfall and high wind speeds in (b) ( i)  with a large 

m ajor ity assum ing that  the eye of the storm  passed over Hait i and offer ing 

a valid descript ion of the likely weather sequence. The bet ter responses 
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included prior data knowledge and a detailed recognit ion of the weather 

experiences before, during and after the eye passed over. Again, the 

fieldwork item  proved to be a good different iator with the weaker 

candidates list ing weather elem ents and inst rum ents and the st ronger 

offer ing com prehensive and detailed answers covering explanat ion of site 

select ion, descript ion of the inst rum ents and descript ion of the procedures 

and techniques in using the equipm ent  including m odern elect ronic 

technology to m easure and record data. Som e candidates failed to fully 

define the term  “natural hazard”  in (c) ( i)  by concent rat ing ent irely on 

dam age and dest ruct ion or by nam ing types without  any reference to non-

hum an causat ion. Many candidates achieved high m arks in item  (c) ( ii)  with 

case study-based details of storm  im pacts being pleasingly offered. The final 

9-m ark item  generally scored well but  there was a tendency for candidates 

not  to address the quest ion set  and to not  rest r ict  their  answers to 

predict ion, preparat ion and HI Cs. Candidates opt ing for t ropical storm s 

tended to focus on predict ion whereas preparat ion was often bet ter 

answered for tectonic hazards, especially earthquakes. Unbalanced answers 

were typical. Som e of the st ronger candidates did achieve a reasonable 

balance of at tent ion to predict ion and preparat ion. There were som e st rong 

answers based on Japanese and Californian earthquakes. 

 

Sect ion  B :  Peop le an d  t h ei r  En v i r on m en t s 

 

Most  candidates opted for quest ions 4 (Econom ic act ivity and energy)  and 6 

(Urban environm ents) . Quest ion 5 (Ecosystem s and rural environm ents)  

was less popular. The level of m arks per quest ion was broadly sim ilar to 

that  in Sect ion A. 

 

Qu est ion  4  :  Econ om ic act i v i t y  an d  en er g y  

 

Usually candidates gained all or nearly all of the first  6 m arks in (a) ( i)  to 

( iv) , including for the definit ion of raw m aterials in (a) ( ii) .  The idea of 

ext ract ive pr im ary act ivity and of processing in secondary indust ry was 

known by m ost . I n (a) ( iv)  m ost  candidates were able to either nam e an 

indust ry type or product  or brand nam e. Few candidates, however, achieved 

m axim um  m arks in (a) (v) . Many ident ified the im portance of universit ies 

providing a skilled labour supply and R & D facilit ies but  very few developed 

the key idea that  the skilled labour often am ounts to academ ics who m ight  

have founded the nearby high tech indust ry. Disappoint ingly, considerable 

num bers incorrect ly ranked the factors in (b) ( i)  having m isread the 

im portance of the factor scores according to the key. This fair ly com m on 

error had im plicat ions for their  conclusions in (b) ( ii) .  Using the factor scores 

alone rather than also referr ing to the values per factory type was another 

source of weakness in answers. There was also a tendency for som e 

candidates to offer too m uch explanat ion whilst  weaker candidates m erely 

wrote out  what  the rankings stated whether r ight  or wrong. Nevertheless, 

this item  was well done by able candidates and did discr im inate between 

abilit ies. I tem  (c)  proved rather challenging with m any seem ing uncertain 

as to the nature of quaternary act ivit ies. Most  recognised the changing 

dem and for different  products and services and changes in disposable 

incom e, and m any were able to add global shift  and deindust r ialisat ion. 

Only the very able went  beyond this. Efficiency is all to do with m aking the 



6 

 

best  possible use of scarce resources and this concept  when applied to 

energy was not  generally well understood ( item  (d) ) .  Far too m any 

responses focussed on increasing energy dem and and reducing its use. 

Many ident ified the energy gap, the increasing use of renewables, concerns 

over global warm ing and m easures to reduce carbon em issions. Reference 

to why wasteful use of energy was im portant  rather than inform at ion about  

energy efficiency schem es was lim ited so were the num ber of level 3 

responses. 

 

Qu est ion  5  :  Ecosy st em s an d  r u r a l  en v i r on m en t s 

 

I tem s (a) ( i) - ( iv)  were well answered with good use being m ade of Figure 

5a. There were m any com prehensive and accurate definit ions of irr igat ion in 

(a) ( iii)  and valid nut r ient  flows, including from  their own knowledge, 

ident ified in (a) ( iv) . A wide range of com ponents was offered in (b) ( i)  and 

candidates taking this less popular quest ion showed good understanding of 

ecosystem s in general. However, there was a general lack of knowledge of 

the tem perate grassland biom e with specific links in this biom e being poorly 

appreciated. Part  (c)  tended to score well with m ost  candidates able to offer 

well-plot ted graphs result ing in sound conclusions albeit  descr ipt ive. 

Conclusions often lacked developm ent  and data support . There was a 

lim ited range of types of com pleted graph though a few did at tem pt  very 

t im e-consum ing graphs which showed each individual yield- influencing 

factor for each farm . The conclusions of abler candidates did recognise that  

farm  C was m ost  product ive as it  produced m ost  r ice relat ive to the area of 

the farm . The 9-m ark closing item  was generally well answered with 

candidates having ideas from  HYVs to GM crops for increasing yields and 

product ion. These ideas were often not  well related to case study knowledge 

and frequent ly not  linked to the way in which they result  in increased 

product ion. The best  answers dealt  with a few m ini-case studies so showing 

different  ways, different  farm s and different  count r ies. 

 

Qu est ion  6  :  Ur b an  en v i r on m en t s 

 

I tem s (a) ( i) - ( iii)  were well answered by the vast  m ajor ity choosing this 

quest ion. Responses to (a) ( ii)  var ied from  generic rural-urban fr inge 

changes st im ulated by the sight  of Figure 6a to specific changes based on 

direct  reading of this m ap. (a) ( iii)  proved uncontent ious to m ark with 1. 

m ore houses and 2. loss of green spaces being very com m on responses. 

(a) ( iv)  also generated som e good answers showing clear understanding of 

the suburbanisat ion process and the concept  of access and space around 

the periphery. Som e linked these changes to those in the crowded, 

inaccessible and run-down inner city in (a) ( iv)  and am ong those that  did 

not , som e began to see the link in (b) . They were able to dist inguish 

between the different  likely locat ions of greenfield and brownfield sites and 

recognise the lat ter as previously built  on so r ipe for recycling. Again, this 

was a quite well answered item . Part  (c) , the fieldwork follow-up item s was 

well answered. The data was well plot ted by the vast  m ajor ity who m erely 

took the total scores per site. A few were m ore creat ive and produced t im e-

consum ing com plex graphs showing each of the environm ental quality 

scores per site. I tem  (c) ( iii)  discr im inated with weaker candidates m erely 

rewrit ing the data or describing the t rend of the graph. Bet ter candidates 
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ident ified the overall pat tern and linked it  to the three environm ental quality  

indicators used. There were m any candidates achieving this higher level of 

response. (d)  was generally the best  answered 9-m ark closing item  on the 

paper. Shanty town (squat ter com m unity)  m anagem ent  was well 

understood by m any candidates. There were som e detailed case study 

answers set  in cit ies such as Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro dealing with 

overarching m anagem ent  st rategies such as self-help and m icro- lending 

schem es. The m ajor ity of candidates were able to ident ify shanty town 

problem s and out line st rategies being em ployed;  the bet ter answers went  

on to explain how st rategies m inim ise the problem s.  

 

Sect ion  C:  Glob al  I ssu es 

 

Quest ion 7 (Fragile environm ents)  was clearly the m ost  popular quest ion in 

this sect ion with quest ion 9 (Developm ent  and hum an welfare)  being the 

least  popular. There was a good take-on for all three quest ions. Many 

candidates achieved their  best  quest ion score in this sect ion. 

 

Qu est ion  7  :  Fr ag i le  en v i r on m en t s 

 

Pract ically all candidates recognised Figure 7 as depict ing a desert ificat ion 

scenario and m ost  were able to m ake at  least  one valid set t lem ent  change 

observat ion such as fewer villages for (a) ( ii) .  (a) ( iii)  also tended to be well 

answered;  the Sahel being a com m on response although there too m any 

who m erely stated, Afr ica. There were m any who r ight ly ident ified the 

offending act ivit ies of overgrazing and overcult ivat ion in (a) (v)  but  fewer 

who went  on to explain in sequence how these led to soil erosion and 

desert ificat ion. Part  (b)  on deforestat ion was very well answered with the 

wide scale clearance idea often m ade in ( i)  and two of its valid 

consequences being well developed by m any candidates in item  (b) ( ii) .  Most  

candidates showed a sound understanding of global warm ing and clim ate 

change although m any responses lacked depth and at tent ion to the actual 

m echanics of global warm ing. Reference to the sources of greenhouse gas 

em issions and to the enhanced greenhouse effect  was found in the best  

answers. Ozone deplet ion and the effects of global warm ing were not  

relevant  to the quest ion. There were som e good overviews of the ways in 

which em issions are being reduced in (d) . Most  could either ident ify and 

perhaps give good account  of som e of the internat ional agreem ents – Rio, 

Kyoto and Copenhagen – and often pointed out  their  ineffect iveness or 

suggest  local scale init iat ives to reduce em issions. Few indicated how the 

efforts being m ade m ight  slow down global warm ing. 

 

Qu est ion  8 :  Glob al i sat ion  an d  m ig r at ion              

 

Candidates were able to answer part  (a)  very well with m any giving 

clar ificat ion to net  m igrat ion in (a) ( ii)  and successfully deducing its role in 

populat ion change from  Figure 8. There was good awareness of push and 

pull factors and significant  num bers were able to apply them  to HI C 

im m igrat ion to give st rong answers to item  (b) . There were those whose 

answers showed confusion and referred to HI Cs for both push and pull 

factors. These candidates considered a push factor as one which dissuades 

im m igrants from  enter ing an HI C. Som e candidates m istakenly wrote about  
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rural-urban push-pull m igrat ion. I tem  (c) ( i)  proved challenging though 

som e of the bet ter answers were very im pressive and showed excellent  

understanding. Knowledge of TNCs was often good but  m any did not  

direct ly answer the quest ion wording of (c) ( ii) .  Few com m ented upon or 

evaluated their  role in a focussed fashion. Descript ions of their  

characterist ics often addressed their  role indirect ly and as such achieved 

m ore m odest  m arks. I tem  (d)  was one of the st rongest  9-m ark finales on 

the paper with m any candidates reaching at  least  the top of Level 2. A wide 

range of relevant  factors was raised but  exem plificat ion was rarer. Som e 

responses did st ray beyond the quest ion set , for instance, into the im pact  of 

tourism . 

 

Qu est ion  9  :  Dev elop m en t  an d  h u m an  w el f ar e  

 

Candidates tended to have good knowledge of HDI  and its com ponents 

hence, the generally posit ive start  m ade in part  (a)  by m ost  candidates. 

Many achieved high m arks in (a) ( iv)  with com parisons and data being 

frequent ly given. I tem  (b)  was often interpreted as a request  for HDI  

differences between count r ies. Many answers concent rated on only HDI  

com ponents rather than a range of non-econom ic factors cont r ibut ing to 

quality of life. Responses tended to be rather vague and few achieved the 

highest  m ark band. (c)  proved to be a challenging item  with again, few 

reaching the highest  m ark band. The concept  of a global pat tern of 

developm ent  was not  always well understood with few candidates showing a 

real sense of pat tern. Som e ident ified a single change such as the global 

shift  others out lined a range of changes (e.g. BRI CS;  NI Cs;  Brandt  Line …)  

without  referencing pat tern. The closing 9-m ark item  ( (d) )  tended to 

generate rather generic answers lacking detail.  Disparity seem ed to be a 

difficult  term  for som e candidates. Out line descript ions of  schem es and 

init iat ives, often types of developm ent  aid were com m on. St rategies and 

policies to reduce developm ent  gaps were generally absent . The best  

candidates set  about  explaining the effect  of policies and init iat ives in such 

as I taly or the UK on reducing regional differences. Genuine at tem pts to 

explain how or if m easures reduce disparit ies were too rare.  
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