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Unit 1312 Paper 1F 
 
 
General comments 
 

• A number of the items ask the candidates to put a cross in a box.  The candidates 
must ensure that this is done accurately and that the instructions on the front of 
the paper are observed about when they change their decision. 

• The map was again used throughout the paper.  Candidates are improving with 
their use of map evidence but centres are reminded that if map evidence is asked 
for, candidates will not receive full marks without specific map evidence included 
in their answer. 

• There were still a large percentage of candidates who did not supply data when it 
was requested and therefore did not achieve full marks on those questions. 

• Centres should also remind candidates not to write on the blank pages at the end 
of the paper but to request extra paper if they require more space.   

 
 
Question 1 
 
This question was well received by the majority of candidates.  Most were able to 
identify the river landforms and complete the sentences on headlands and bays 
accurately. 
  
1av This item was on the whole well received.  Candidates were able to describe what 
would happen to the bend in the future and a large percentage were able to give some 
sort of explanation. 
 
This is a good example of a candidate who scored into level 2 with an explanatory point 
on the diagram.   
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1c  Candidates were unable to respond to this question successfully many did not seem to 
understand what was meant by the term feature or simply had not learnt them.  
 
 
Question 2 
 
This question examined The Natural World part of the specification and as usual 
the candidates found it quite challenging. 
 
2aii This question was not as well received as in the past with the majority of the 
candidates scoring half marks. 
 
2b  All of these items were well received with many candidates demonstrating a good 
understanding of the passage of a depression. 
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2c   i) ii)  the response to this question was good.   
 
2c iii)  Candidates did not respond well to this question.  They were unable to use the 
diagram in the way that had been intended.  The ones that did scored well. 
 
 
2 b) iv) This question was not well received.  Candidates approached it from many 
different angles including air masses.   
 
 
This is an example of a candidate who achieved full marks. 
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Question 3 
 
This examined human geography.  Candidates tended to score their highest marks on this 
question. 
 
3ai ii On the whole very well answered.   
 
3bi, ii,   A number of candidates unfortunately identified the wrong side as they did not 
read the command sentence at the beginning of the item.  Those who answered bi 
correctly tended to score 2 or 3 marks dependent upon if they included data. 
 
c)i  A surprisingly high number of candidates were unable to identify the Church with a 
spire.  The other services provided no problems. 
 
c) iii  This was well answered although candidates who did not supply the necessary map 
evidence did loose marks. 
 
3d  On the whole this was a well answered with a range of case studies being used.   
 
 
This response on Milton Keynes has a number of specific points but only explains the last 
one.  Even thought the explanation is weak it is enough for level 3. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 9



This is a well written response which includes explanation but sadly no specifics and is 
therefore held at top level 1.  
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
Question 4 
 
This question received a mix response with candidates scoring well on the skills items but 
many were unable to access the higher marks on the levels item at the end. 
 
4bii iii The majority of candidates scored highly on this question.  They had no problems 
suggesting ways to diversify the farm and were able to give reasons for their answers.   
 
4c This question was very well received few errors were seen. 

4d  This item was not well received.  As with their higher tier peers they were 
unable to relate their case study knowledge to the question that had been set, 
others simply left the question blank. 
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This response is a good example of a candidate who has the knowledge to achieve 
level 2 and gives a weak explanation. 

 

 

 

 11



This is a typical level 1 response where the candidate knows about rice farming 
but does not have any specific case study detail to enhance their answer. 
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Unit 1312 Paper 2F 
 
Introduction  
 
1.1 This was the fifth year that specification 1312 was examined.  Experience gained 

from the first four years was helpful to the extent that it was possible to review 
the previous papers to try to ensure that the accessibility of the papers was 
maintained.  The result of this was for candidates to be able to answer the 
majority of questions and not leave blanks.  There were also only a very few 
candidates who failed to complete the papers in the time allotted. 

 
1.2 It is always helpful when centres feed back their thoughts and impressions 

through the eyes of their teachers as well as their pupils.  Positive Report has 
been through contact with the qualification and delivery and awards manager at 
edexcel, the inset programme, and through practising teachers who also act as 
examiners or moderators.  It is a shame that the number of practising teachers 
who remain as examiners is diminishing, many only being prepared to examine for 
one or two years.  

 
1.3 No significant problems arose this year with any of the components, and indeed 

positive comments far exceeded negative comments. All contributors to the final 
papers try very hard to ensure that no errors, however minor, ever occur.  There 
were very few misinterpretations of any of the questions themselves, although in 
some cases the question was not correctly read and there was a misunderstanding 
between LEDC and MEDC.  There were some candidates who spent too much time 
on explaining answers when only descriptions were required and vice versa. Data 
was invariably given when it was asked for, often in considerable detail.  

 
1.4 It is always an area of concern for centres as to which tier to enter their 

candidates.  There was little evidence this year that candidates had been entered 
for the inappropriate tier, indeed there were fewer candidates this year who 
reached a standard well above that required for a C grade on the foundation 
paper.  A small number of candidates did struggle on the higher paper and should 
have been entered on to foundation.  

 
1.5. Rubric offences were relatively rare.  In both paper 2F and 4H there were far less 

candidates than in previous years who answered all four questions and not as 
required, one from each section.  Occasionally the layout of the papers can 
conceal one part of a  question from the candidates; fortunately this was not the 
case this year. 

 
1.6. Candidates should be reminded that it is their responsibility to communicate their 

ideas with clarity.  There are marks available for the quality of written 
communication.  As well as spelling, punctuation and grammar, this will also 
involve quality of handwriting and layout of answer.  The standard of handwriting 
on several scripts was particularly poor.  There appeared to be a noticeable 
deterioration this year.  Some answers received were illegible and therefore could 
not be awarded marks.  More space was given on the paper this year for certain 
items, however some candidates still tried to squash their answers into the 
available space, again making them difficult to read.  Extra paper should always 
be used in this situation. 

 
1.7. Throughout this report the examiner’s comments are illustrated with answers 

from this summer’s examination.  Centres are reminded that any answer that is a 
plausible (and correct) response to a question will be credited.  The examples 
from candidates’ scripts should not be regarded as models but merely represent 
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specific ways in which credit can be accumulated.  They might however be useful 
as a teaching aid especially where examples of good and poor case studies are 
highlighted.  Some centres are still not applying the specification correctly 
concerning case studies by only teaching general not specific cases, although 
there was a pleasing improvement in case study answers this year.  This was 
particularly so for centres using the studies in Tomorrows Geography or local case 
studies. 

 
1.8. A separate report has not been produced for the short course as the performance 

on this paper is very similar to the full course. Centres which follow the short 
course are encouraged to read the relevant reports on 2F and 4H which 
correspond to 1F and 2H for their specification.   

 
Question 1 
 
1ai  Very few incorrect answers. 
 
1aii  Most managed to copy from the paragraph for maximum marks. 
 
1aiii  Simple question which  scored well. 
 
1bi  Majority correctly selected A. 
 
1bii  500 was a common response by the weaker candidates who did not read the 
question correctly. 
 
1biii  Simple question which  scored well. 
 
1biv  Direct lifts were required for the marks so  imprecise answers such as ‘people died 
‘scored zero. 
 
1bv  Majority correctly selected long and little. 
 
1bvi   Unfortunately many candidates insisted on introducing the human element in their 
responses, namely the impacts of urbanisation or failures in the river management 
system.   
A variety of valid points were made focusing on increased run off leading to the water 
entering the river quicker.  The  following extract gained three marks for the first 
statement.  The second factor was a common urban based answer. 
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1c    The most popular case study was the Mississippi which accessed the mark scheme 
quite easily, but even here there were significant numbers who wrote general answers.  
The extract below is a fairly simple answer but it does score maximum marks as it has 
one specific management technique, ‘105 dams’ and two non-specific, ‘afforestation and 
levees’ 
 
 

 
 
 
1di  Very few candidates gave specific effects e.g. the amount of cliff recession or the 
names of roads destroyed.  Many answers  mentioned generalisations such as ‘ houses 
destroyed’ or ‘a road has been damaged’. 
 
1dii  Many types of management techniques were described but were very often not 
specifically related to the area or explained why they were used.  Walton, Holderness 
and North Norfolk were the overwhelming favourites.  The first extract is a good answer 
with specifics and explanations.  The second extract is typical of many that mention 
several techniques and explains some, but is not specific and therefore can only be in 
level one and gained three marks. 
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Question 2 
 
2ai  well answered. 
 
2aii  A surprising number of candidates incorrectly answered B. 
 
2aiii  Several candidates said that North Island had more volcanoes than earthquakes, 
which suggests they have not read the question correctly. 
 
2aiv Many  candidates  identified the type of boundary, what was happening to the plate 
or the idea of no subduction. 
 
2av  Some good answers as with the example below.  Many candidates however gave 
examples that did not refer to buildings but to how humans can be protected such as 
earthquake drills and standing under doorways. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
2bi  10000 was a frequently given wrong answer. 
 
2bii  Direct lifts were required for the marks so  imprecise answers such as ‘homes 
damaged ‘scored zero 
 
2biii  Candidates made good use of the resource to help them explain food and jobs as 
well as other reasons for not wanting to move. 
 
2biv  Well answered. 
 
2c  Too many answers gave a great amount of information on how the storm impacted on 
the environment  rather than people.  Many good answers were seen particularly on 
Katrina and Floyd, although inaccurate facts and figures abounded.  The following 
example was  unusual as it featured Hurricane Ivan.  It received 4 marks for specifics on 
number of deaths.  The range of other impacts was not enough to reach the maximum 5. 
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2d   Unfortunately earthquakes rather than volcanoes were used in some answers. The 
effects of the volcano, even though not asked for, were often given. There was some 
poor evidence of specifics relating to long term recovery.  Aid was very general with 
little mention of the specifics such as the number of blankets given, the amount of 
money collected or the location of tented villages.  Mount St Helens, Montserrat and 
Pinatubo generally gave the best answers.  The following example gained full marks. 
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Question 3 
 
3ai  Vast majority realised that photograph A was an art gallery. 
 
3aii  Well answered, most stated that the people were not being active. 
 
3aiii  Active and mountain given by almost all.  Some gave national rather than 
international. 
 
3aiv  Well answered. 
 
3av  Two easy marks for most, although approximately stated farmers rather t5han 
waiters. 
 
3bi  A few candidates did not add million after 150. 
 
3bii  Most candidates answered correctly. 
 
3biii  The most common answers related to war and terrorism.  The most common 
incorrect answer focused on weather and lack of money. 
 
3biv  Most candidates answered correctly. 
 
3c  Physical attractions were usually better described than human.  Several good answers 
were based on Machu Picchu, Malham and The Lake District.  Unfortunately there were 
answers that were far too general with no specific examples.  The following example 
shows how easy it was to gain full marks. 
 
 

 
3di  Generally the more successful answers used Zanzibar or Ayia Napa.  The word 
environment confused candidates because several answers were about the effects of 
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tourism on people.  General answers about pollution gained few marks.  Turtles were 
often mentioned but infrequently located, (Nissi beach in Cyprus) 
 
3dii  When talking about groups of people too many candidates just stated ‘locals’ which 
is too vague.  Candidates using specific groups such as ‘fishermen’ and ‘the elderly’ 
scored well.  The example scored two and five marks, with the second part giving a good 
range of specific groups. 
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Question 4 
 
4ai What should have proven to be an easy question caused several problems.  The 
stimulus photograph provided all the answers.  Many answers however were very general 
e.g. houses, cars and roads was a typical response which did not relate to the inner city. 
 
4aii  Well answered 
 
4aiii  A wide range of terms were accepted and therefore this question scored well 
although some candidates quoted specific locations such as Reading or the M4. 
 
4aiv  Well answered.  ‘Department store’ was the most common incorrect answer.  
Candidates possibly confused this with retail parks. 
 
4bi  Correctly answered by the majority of the candidature. 
 
4bii  Correctly answered by the majority of the candidature. 
 
4aiii  A wide selection of answers given.  It appears that some candidates chose at 
random from the true or false columns. 
 
4aiv  Correctly answered by the majority of the candidature. 
 
4c  This was a well answered case study, particularly those candidates who chose Cairo.  
They must however make sure that they include accurate and specific detail when 
describing the causes of pollution as’ millions of cars’ and ‘lead smelters’ is not 
sufficiant.  Mexico city and Sao Paulo were quite commonly used but in many cases 
lacked specifics.  As with many of the items, the candidates did not read the question 
correctly and therefore wasted valuable time and effort writing about management 
techniques.  The weaker answers often related to MEDCs with general points about 
traffic, factories and litter.  Centres should note that water pollution is not on the 
specification and is not credited.  The following example gained the maximum mark with 
a range of pollution specific to Cairo plus other general causes of pollution. 
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4di  This was quite poorly answered as candidates often referred to causes of population 
growth rather than the results of the growth.  Those that did look into the results of 
rapid growth tended to be vague talking in simple terms about pollution, invariably 
traffic and litter, and overcrowding.  Very few answers used case study material, which 
was as always necessary for maximum marks. 
 
4dii  Management was dealt with quite well.  Many candidates again chose Cairo and 
quoted the Tenth of Ramadan City or Sao Paulo and the Cingapura project.  Most of the 
other places used lacked specifics.  Rio, Mexico City and Bangalore were other common 
examples used but mostly ineffectively.  The following example is a clearly written 
account with good use of specific case study material. 
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Unit 1312 Paper 3H 
 
 
General comments 
 
 

• This year a number of items on the paper required the candidates to answer using 
just an annotated diagram.  Many did not conform to this request and wrote a 
separate paragraph and consequently lost marks.  These questions will appear in 
the future and centres should ensure that candidates know what is expected of 
them.   

• A number of the items ask the candidates to put a cross in a box.  The candidates 
must ensure that this is done accurately and that the instructions on the front of 
the paper are observed about when they change their decision. 

• The map was again used throughout the paper.  Candidates are improving with 
their use of map evidence but centres are reminded that if map evidence is asked 
for, candidates will not receive full marks without specific map evidence included 
in their answer. 

• There were still a large percentage of candidates who did not supply data when it 
was requested and therefore did not achieve full marks on those questions. 

• Centres should also remind candidates not to write on the blank pages at the end 
of the answer booklet but to request extra paper if they require more space.   

 
 
Question 1 
 
This question was well received by the majority of candidates however some of the 
individual items did pose problems notably but surprisingly headlands and bays. 
 
1a iv    the majority of candidates scored 2 out of 3 marks on this question it was 
surprising how many candidates could not identify all three of these river features. 
  
 
1av this item was very well received.  Candidates were able to describe and explain 
ox-bow lake formation however few lost marks due to not explaining any of the erosional 
processes. 
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This is a good example of a candidate who scored full marks.  Sequence and process are 
described and explained.  
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1bii this item was well received by the candidates however many were restricted to 
level 2 because they did not explain or mention a process.  Centres must stress to 
candidates that they will not access level 3 unless both process and sequence are 
explained.   
 
This shows a candidate who scored top of level 2.  Process and sequence have explained 
but the there must be further explanation to achieve level 3.   
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Question 2 
 
This question examined The Natural World part of the specification and as is usual the 
candidates found it quite challenging. 
 
2aii The standard of response to this item has improved over the years however there 
are still a large number of candidates describing adaptations rather explaining them and 
writing about the wrong type of forests.  In this case Tropical Rainforests rather than 
Coniferous Forests.  
 
 
2b   i) ii)  the response to this question was excellent.  The candidates understood the 
command word and did indeed justify their answer. 
 
 
This is a good example of a response that received full marks.   
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2 b) iv) This question was not well received.  Candidates approached it from many 
different angles including air masses.   
 
This is an example of a candidate who scored full marks on this item. 
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This is an example of a typical separate written paragraph.  
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2c  All of these items were well received with candidates demonstrating a good 
understanding of the passage of a depression. 
 
 
Question 3 
 
This examined human geography. Candidates tended to score their highest marks on this 
question. 
 
3aii On the whole very well answered. Candidates, however, tended to concentrate on 
medical improvements and forgot to mention the improvements in diet and living 
conditions which also occurred.  
 
3aiii Well answered.   
 
3bi, ii,   A number of candidates unfortunately identified the wrong side as they did not 
read the command sentence at the beginning of the item.  Those who answered bi 
correctly tended to score 2 or 3 marks dependent upon if they included data. 
 
3 c)i  A surprisingly high number of candidates were unable to identify the Church with a 
spire.  The other services provided no problems. 
 
 
3d  On the whole this was a very well answered question with much excellent case study 
knowledge being evident in candidate responses.  Some did get side tracked by locational 
specifics when the question asked for characteristics but the majority of the candidate 
scored into level 2 and 3. 
 
This response on Chelmsford gives good specific information by naming a number of 
areas.  The characteristics of the areas could be further described and explained.  
Therefore it achieved top of level 2.  The map does not in this case add to the marks as it 
repeats the information in the text.  However it enhances the answer and confirms the 
knowledge of the candidate. 
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This candidates starts with unnecessary locational information about Reading.  The 
response then develops with good descriptive comments about the characteristics of the 
zones with specific place names.  However it only scores low level 2 because it does not 
explain the characteristics.  
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Question 4 
 
This question received a mix response with candidates scoring well on the skills items but 
many were unable to access the higher marks on the levels item at the end. 
 
4bii The majority of candidates scored highly on this question.  They had no problems 
suggesting ways to diversify the farm and were able to give reasons for their answers.   
 
 
This candidate has a good knowledge of diversification and easily identifies two ways.  It 
is a pity that the main road mentioned in the second part of the response did not have its 
identifying number because then the response would have received full marks. 
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4c This question was very well received with candidates displaying an excellent 
knowledge of the factors that affect arable and pastoral farming. 

This candidate shows that they have used the photograph but there is no map evidence, a 
mark was therefore forfeited.  

 

4d  This item was not well received.  Candidates were not able to relate their knowledge 
of Rice Farming to the question which was a surprise as the wording of this question was 
lifted directly from the specification.  

This response is a good example of a candidate who has learnt their case study 
information but is unable to explain it.  They creep into level 3 with the weak 
explanation of the human factor.  This is a typical response seen this year for this 
question. 
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This response has some incorrect / inaccurate data but does give specifics and 
explanation on soil and therefore received top of level 2.  
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Unit 1312  Paper 4H 
  
Introduction 
 
1.1 This was the fifth year that specification 1312 was examined.  Experience gained 

from the first four years was helpful to the extent that it was possible to review 
the previous papers to try to ensure that the accessibility of the papers was 
maintained.  The result of this was for candidates to be able to answer the 
majority of questions and not leave blanks.  There were also only a very few 
candidates who did not manage to complete the papers in the time allotted. 

 
1.2 It is always helpful when centres feed back their thoughts and impressions 

through the eyes of their teachers as well as their candidates.  Positive Report has 
been through contact with the qualifying  , the inset programme, and through 
practising teachers who also act as examiners or moderators.  It is a shame that 
the number of practising teachers who remain as examiners is diminishing, many 
only being prepared to examine for one or two years.  

 
1.3 No significant problems arose this year with any of the components, and indeed 

positive comments far exceeded negative comments. All contributors to the final 
papers try very hard to ensure that no errors, however minor, ever occur.  There 
were very few misinterpretations of any of the questions themselves, although in 
some cases the question was not correctly read and there was a misunderstanding 
between LEDC and MEDC.  There were some candidates who spent too much time 
on explaining answers when only descriptions were required and vice versa. Data 
was invariably given when it was asked for, often in considerable detail. 

 
1.4 It is always an area of concern for centres as to which tier to enter their 

candidates.  There was little evidence this year that candidates had been entered 
for the inappropriate tier, indeed there were fewer candidates this year who 
reached a standard well above that required for a C grade on the foundation 
paper.  A small number of candidates did struggle on the higher paper and should 
have been entered on to foundation.  

 
1.5. Rubric offences were relatively rare.  In both paper 2F and 4H there were far less 

candidates than in previous years who answered all four questions and not as 
required, one from each section.  Occasionally the layout of the papers can 
conceal one part of a  question from the candidates; fortunately this was not the 
case this year. 

 
1.6. Candidates should be reminded that it is their responsibility to communicate their 

ideas with clarity.  There are marks available for the quality of written 
communication.  As well as spelling, punctuation and grammar, this will also 
involve quality of handwriting and layout of answer.  The standard of handwriting 
on several scripts was particularly poor.  There appeared to be a noticeable 
deterioration this year.  Some answers received were illegible and therefore could 
not be awarded marks.  More space was given on the paper this year for certain 
items, however some candidates still tried to squash their answers into the 
available space, again making them difficult to read.  Extra paper should always 
be used in this situation. 

 
1.7. Throughout this report the examiner’s comments are illustrated with answers 

from this summer’s examination.  Centres are reminded that any answer that is a 
plausible (and correct) response to a question will be credited.  The examples 
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from candidates’ scripts should not be regarded as models but merely represent 
specific ways in which credit can be accumulated.  They might however be useful 
as a teaching aid especially where examples of good and poor case studies are 
highlighted.  Some centres are still not applying the specification correctly 
concerning case studies by only teaching general not specific cases, although 
there was a pleasing improvement in case study answers this year.  This was 
particularly so for centres using the studies in Tomorrows Geography or local case 
studies. 

1.8. A separate report has not been produced for the short course as the performance 
on this paper is very similar to the full course. Schools which follow the short 
course are encouraged to read the relevant reports on 2F and 4H which 
correspond to 1F and 2H for their specification.   

 
 
Question 1 
 
1ai and 1aii were easy openers that gained full marks for the majority of the 
candidature.  Marks were available for using the information in the table or from the 
candidates own knowledge. 
 
1aiii  Many candidates repeated what they had said in part ii which was acceptable and 
often enough for two marks.  Several candidates did not know what resource exploitation 
was and based their answers on farming.  The more astute candidates utilised case study 
material such as oil extraction in Ecuador or the Exxon Valdez incident. 
 
1bi  Mostly answered correctly.  Only other common response was 8 
 
1bii  Mostly answered correctly.  Only other common response was 500.   
 
1biii  Variations on deforestation were made by the vast majority of the candidature.  
The most popular incorrect answer was heavy rainfall. 
 
1biv   Many good reasons were given for why they still lived there.  However a fair 
proportion talked about original site factors such as water supply, flat land and 
communications.  Little consideration was made to map scale with comments about sea 
views and close to the river being made.  The example below gives two common 
responses that were not credited. 
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1bv  Well answered although the candidates often did not focus on the word economy 
when considering the potential effects of the flood, leading to explanations that were 
not sufficient e.g. all the cattle died or boats were destroyed.  The following is an 
example of a good response. 
 
 

 
 
 
1bvi  Even though emphasised in bold, some candidates insisted on introducing the 
human element in their responses, namely the impacts of urbanisation or failures in the 
river management system.  A variety of valid points were made focusing on increased run 
off leading to the water entering the river quicker.  The following response gives a 
variety of factors with explanation. 

 
 
 
1c  The most popular case study was the Mississippi which accessed the mark scheme 
quite easily, but even here there were significant numbers who wrote general answers 
about channelisation, levees and afforestation.  Other popular, although often less well 
answered studies, focused on The Rhine, The Thames, The three Gorges Dam, Lynmouth, 
York and Carlisle.  Even if specific case study knowledge was shown, explanations were 
too often absent.  There were those candidates who, as usual went on auto pilot’ and 
wrote about the causes and effects of the flooding, which would have gained no marks.  
The answer below relating to Lynmouth is not specific with nothing specifically pointing 
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the management techniques to this study.  It therefore remains in level one and scores 
only 2 marks  The example on The Mississippi however gives several specific techniques, 
quoting costs, length, names and amounts.  It also explains some techniques and easily 
gains full marks. 
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1d  Candidates successfully recalled a wide variety of information from a variety of case 
studies.  A large number of students failed to read the question carefully and instead 
wrote about the physical and human causes of cliff recession, therefore receiving no 
marks for such information. There were numerous types of cliff management described in 
detail, but only the stronger answers were able to explain the use of these techniques.  
Also in numerous answers the techniques were not specific, stating seawall in Cromer or 
groynes at Walton is not sufficient.  Lyme Regis below gives an excellent answer about 
management techniques but has no specific physical or human effects, therefore scores 
only 4 marks.  The Holderness Coast extract has specific case study detail for all three 
parts of the question and explains the management techniques.  It scores a maximum 8 
marks. 
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Question 2 
 
2ai and 2aii were easy openers that gained full marks for the majority of the 
candidature.   
 
2aiii  The responses were not specific, there was a lot of general comments and little 
precision.   Most candidates did not count the number of earthquakes and volcanoes.  
Marks were often scored by candidates making a lot of comments, hoping that some of 
them hit the target.  Describing distributions is a technique that needs to be practised.  
Explanations were used in far to many cases as can be seen in the following example 
which only gained one mark for the first statement. 
 

 
 
 
 
2aiv  Few problems encountered here as most candidates easily identified the type of 
boundary, what was happening to the plate or the idea of no subduction. 
 
2av  Generally well answered although methods not used on buildings appeared as did 
ones not limiting damage such as helicopter numbers on buildings.  This suggested that 
textbooks were being regurgitated without specific reference to the requirements of the 
question.  There were many clearly organised and technically sound explanations.  The 
following example is all that was required for maximum marks. 
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2bi, bii and biii caused few problems for the majority of the candidature. 
 
2biv   Candidates made good use of the resource to help them explain food and jobs as 
well as other reasons for not wanting to move.   
 
2bv  The good answers were very clear on the economic linkage required by the question.  
Weaker candidates just listed items from the key facts with no explanations relating to 
the economy. 
 
2c.  Floyd and Katrina were the most common case study and these tended to score more 
highly.  Many answers wasted time writing about the causes having not bothered to read 
the question.  This year saw an improved candidates performance on Katrina with more 
solid research work having been completed.  Many candidates were capable of listing 
numerous specific effects but failed to gain more than three marks because they did not 
explain how people such as the farmers were affected.   
 
 
2d   Many candidates struggled with this question as they had difficulty distinguishing 
between short and long term responses.  Many candidates discussed effects rather than 
responses.  Poor evidence of specifics relating to long term recovery.  Aid was very 
general with little mention of the specifics such as the number of blankets given, the 
amount of money collected or the location of tented villages.  Mount St Helens, 
Montserrat and Pinatubo generally gave the best answers. 
The following answer gave specifics for all three parts and an explanation of long term 
recovery.  It achieved seven marks. 
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Question 3 
 
3ai and aii  simple questions which were well answered. 
 
3aiii  Majority of the candidates could score two marks quite comfortably, mainly by the 
justification of an active holiday.  The third mark proved elusive for many with 
candidates not mentioning location or duration.  The following example was one of the 
stronger ones. 
 

 
 
 
3aiv  Not a particularly well answered item.  Very few candidates were able to offer a 
clear and succinct answer focusing on the multiplier effect.  A simple definition of the 
term tertiary plus examples of typical jobs that might be increased were frequently 
offered and yielded two marks.  The final mark eluded most. 
 
3av  A simple question as there was obvious evidence in the photograph.  Mention of the 
two different bins could gain both marks.   
 
3bi and bii were both well answered. 
 
3biii.  Generally a well answered question although some candidates listed several 
factors without giving any explanations.  The stronger answers focused on the 
improvements in technology and the growth of leisure time and disposable income.  
Some students erroneously looked at it more from the point of view of why do people 
from the UK go on holiday rather than global tourism. 
 
3biv  Terrorism and natural disasters were the most common response.  A disappointing 
number put variations on the theme of ‘could not afford it.’ 
 
3c  Favourite case studies for this question were Machu Picchu, Malham, The Lake 
District, Brecon Beacons and Nepal.  Many of the weaker candidates were unable to 
provide specific facts and fell into the trap of sweeping generalisations or brochure type 
descriptions.  The following example is a well written answer with a range of specific 
human and physical attractions. 
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3d  A real mixture in the quality of response with this item.  Generally the more 
successful answers used Zanzibar or Ayia Napa.  More than a few candidates wasted their 
time describing the human or physical features of a coastline before commencing an 
answer worthy of marks.   
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Candidates chose to describe the negative and positive impacts on people rather than 
the environment.  When talking about groups of people too many just stated locals which 
is too vague.  Candidates using specific groups such as fishermen and the elderly scored 
well.  The example below is typical of many responses which just mention general 
impacts and effects and therefore has to remain in level one. 
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Question 4 
 
4ai and aii   generally well answered by most candidates.  Some however still remain 
confused by the term ‘feature’. 
 
4aiii  This question allowed candidates to think freely and provide a wide range of 
strategies.  The majority focused on transport initiatives such as congestion charging, or 
housing developments along the lines of renewal and redevelopment.  The following 
example is succinct and describes then strategies without wasting time on explanations. 
 

 
 
 
4aiv  Most zones, real or imaginary, were mentioned.  Fortunately acceptable version of 
outer urban were in the majority. 
 
4av  Photographic observation by candidates is a poorly performed skill.  This should be a 
very easy question, but many candidates are not prepared to spend any time looking at 
the photo.  Many candidates picked out larger housing and the motorway, but often little 
beyond those.  Many candidates found the third mark for justification elusive.  There 
were however some good answers relating to available space, price, accessibility, 
attractiveness and less pollution.  Road layout was also sometimes effectively mentioned 
as in the example below. 
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4bi and ii  Both well answered although some candidates just gave one date rather than 
the ten year spread.  
 
4biii  One of the hardest items to gain full marks.  Students were very good at using push 
and pull factors but only a fraction of the candidature were able to discuss birth rates, 
death rates and natural increase.  The following extract was one of the better ones seen 
relating to birth rates. 
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4c  This was a well answered question with many candidates choosing the Cairo case 
study.  They must however make sure that they include accurate and specific detail 
when describing the causes of pollution as’ millions of cars’ and ‘lead smelters’ is not 
enough.  Mexico city and Sao Paulo were quite commonly used but in many cases lacked 
specifics.  As with many of the items, the candidates did not read the question and 
wasted valuable time and effort writing about management techniques.  The weakest 
answers often related to MEDCs with general points about traffic, factories and the 
ubiquitous litter.  Centres should note that water pollution is not on the specification and 
is not credited.  The following extract was one of the more successful answers on Mexico 
City focusing on air and land pollution. 

 

 59



4d  Candidates tended to answer the second part of this question better than the first.  A 
large range of strategies had been learnt and explanations were often forthcoming.  
Where Sao Paulo was used it was pleasing to see some very good quality explanations 
relating to the push – pull factors e.g. 31% of rural households have no land, exact figures 
comparing infant mortality between town and country and drought conditions in Bahia.  
The poorest part of the question was usually the results of rapid growth.  Some did quote 
facts relating to shanty towns, levels of unemployment or traffic conditions.  Rio, Mexico 
City and Bangalore were other common examples used but mostly ineffectively.  The two 
examples below contrast the level one no specifics approach and the level three specific 
factual approach.  It is encouraging that more centres are using the latter. 
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Unit 1312 Paper 5 
 
General comments 
 
A significant number of studies were well-constructed and met fully the assessment 
criteria. Urban topics were most appropriate for generating a variety of data for 
candidates to collect, present and analyse. However, coastal studies frequently had 
woolly or unachievable aims and so candidates found it difficult to produce appropriately 
structured studies to address these. 
Studies which related directly to a taught aspect of the Specification were felt to exhibit 
the best structure. 
There were a few totally inappropriate topics chosen by the candidates. Some studies 
based on the location of new sporting venues, like the new Arsenal stadium, were based 
far too heavily on secondary data with no justification for this. Therefore, candidates 
struggled to score well on the assessment criteria. 
Where teachers had used the Assessment for learning approach and shared the 
assessment criteria with the candidates from the planning stage, candidates generally 
scored well on all five criteria. In some centres staff had been reluctant to help 
candidates to structure their work at all. Teachers should realise that 15 and 16 year olds 
do need to be taught the how to set up and structure their enquiries, even if the content 
is to be determined by the candidates. 
 
Criterion 1 – Introduction and aims 
Far too many studies were based on vague hypotheses and had not made clear the type 
of data they intended to collect. 
There were significant numbers of candidates who included irrelevant chunks of text and 
diagrams copied from text books. Frequently these had not been referred to and had 
simply been bolted on to introductions with no attempt to weave in with intentions for 
fieldwork. Mostly, these trends applied to coastal and river studies and were less evident 
in urban and leisure based studies. 
Most candidates had included maps to locate their studies. However, these were 
frequently not annotated in any way, or referred to in their introductions.  
There was clear evidence that candidates had improved awareness of how to sequence 
their work. However, every moderator reported some centres where the sequence of 
intended study had been omitted. In most cases this had happened because the centres 
were using the old version of the ICRS form. I would strongly advise centres to refer 
candidates to the Specification requirements for Criterion 1 before they write their 
introductions in future. 
 
Criterion 2 – Data collection 
There was a good variety of data collection methods across the entry this year. However, 
some centres had collected very limited sets of data and their candidates struggled to 
justify marks above low Level 2. 
Where secondary data had been included, this was rarely integrated with the study and 
seldom justified, as stipulated in the Specification.  
Where justification of data and problems of its collection had been included, these were 
usually referring to practical difficulties, rather than to the theory underpinning the 
work. Too many centres had awarded Level 3 marks on this criterion when there was 
neither justification nor limitations of the data had been given. 
The trend of moving to the use of a methodology table continues to increase. This is an 
excellent strategy for moving weaker candidates into Level 2. However, moderators 
again felt that the use of such a structure limited many able candidates since they did 
not include sufficiently detailed explanation of methods to access top Level 3 marks. This 
was not the case where candidates had used an open ended table, so that their 
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explanations could be extended. This approach was demonstrated in training events of 
2006 and several centres used this refinement to their candidates’ advantage in 2007. 
 
Criterion 3 – Data presentation 
Moderators reported a further improvement this year in the overall quality of data 
presentation. However, many centres still use only bar graphs and pie charts. This is not 
a sufficient variety to warrant marks above low Level 2. Some centres had awarded Level 
3 marks for a large number of such graphs when no higher level skills at all had been 
demonstrated. 
There were many more usefully annotated maps this year which was pleasing. There 
were also many located graphs. The trend, to construct flow lines and isolines, is also 
increasing. 
The most innovative techniques and best use of ICT tended to be based on urban or 
leisure based studies. Coastal and river studies were often limited by the narrow range of 
data available. Candidates were given credit on these topics for quality of methods, 
rather than for quantity of graphs. 
Very few candidates had used no ICT  to present data. However, there were still 
significant numbers of centres using the Excel package without ensuring that their 
candidates had full understanding of its functions. Many legends were left as “Series 1” 
and scales on comparison graphs had not been adjusted from the automatic scale setting, 
rendering analysis of results worthless. There was also widespread use of line graphs to 
represent discrete data sets. These ICT issues should be addressed by sound teaching of 
them before the candidates approach the writing up of their coursework. 
 
Criterion 4 – Analysis and conclusions 
It was felt that some work sectioned rigidly around the marking criteria prevented cross-
referencing by the candidates. Analysis must be credited wherever it is given; candidates 
should be rewarded on Criterion 4 for relevant comments made on or near graphs, maps 
and photographs. 
Candidates should be advised not to use the multi-hypothesis approach. This clearly 
makes it very difficult for candidates to link up different sets of results and come to 
meaningful conclusions. 
A few centres used a grid for data analysis and this was largely unsuccessful. It 
constrained candidates from making in-depth comments and from cross-referencing. 
Many conclusions were far too descriptive. Explanation must be included for candidates 
to access the higher level marks on this criterion. Some use of the actual detail/figures 
from the data must also be included to warrant such credit. 
 
Criterion 5 – Planning and organisation 
Excellent application of ICT by the majority of centres was evident this year. However, it 
was felt that some centres had disadvantaged their candidates by not giving them full 
access to ICT. Being able to present data in colour is vital in this subject. Teaching the 
ICT techniques before the coursework is undertaken also benefits candidates (See 
Criterion 3 above). 
There were just a few seriously over-length studies where coherence was an issue. A few 
were very thin and it was difficult to justify top Level 3 marks when there had been no 
scope for candidates to organise their work. 
Moderators expressed surprise at the high numbers of able candidates who had not 
included page numbers, contents pages and bibliographies. 
 
 
Administration 
Every moderator received work from centres which had reverted to using the old ICRS 
form. In a significant number of these centres, candidates had actually been 
disadvantaged as they had not structured their work to meet the Specification. Mostly 
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they had not included sufficient ICT skills to warrant access to full mark ranges at all 
levels on Criteria 2, 3 and 5. Many had not been guided towards expressing a sequence of 
study in their introductions. I would strongly advise centres to examine the full marking 
criteria with their candidates before embarking on coursework for next year and to 
download the correct version of the ICRS (used since 2004). 
Many centres had neither correctly added up candidates’ marks, nor transferred these 
accurately to the OPTEMS. This varied from one or two candidates in some centres to as 
many as sixty plus in a few! Many centres had not sent the correct sample to the 
moderator, especially omitting the work of highest and/or lowest marked candidates. 
Following such administrative oversights, responses by centres to E6 requests were 
generally fast and apologetic.  
Multiple carriers made delivery of coursework difficult and in a few cases impossible. 
Royal Mail was excellent and efficient and willing to deliver on a Saturday. DHL 
performance was varied from excellent in some areas to grossly inefficient in others. 
Other carriers would never deliver outside normal working hours and several refused to 
redeliver to alternative addresses without multiple identity proof being given. In a few 
cases this resulted in parcels being returned to centres as undeliverable! 
Most centres despatched their work on time. In the few cases where there was a small 
delay the moderator was kept informed. 
Heavy ring-binders continue to cause problems for moderators. Centres should NOT use 
these or plastic page liners. Such stationery does nothing to enhance the work of 
candidates and several ring-binders actually fell apart in transit. The weight of parcels is 
a serious Health and Safety issue for all those handling the work. Please use light card 
covers and treasury tags or string in future. 
Some centres had omitted candidates’ names and numbers on their work and ICRS, 
involving moderators in detective type work to ensure that the correct sample was 
looked at. In only one case did the sample have to be sent back to the centre, to name 
and number but a lot of time was wasted. 
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1312 Statistics 

Mark Ranges and Award of Grades 
 
1312 Foundation Tier 

 

Grade Max. Mark C D E F G 

Overall Subject Grade Boundaries 100 57 48 40 32 24 

 
Paper 1F 

Grade Max. Mark C F 

1F Raw Mark Boundaries 80 42 26 

 
Paper 2F 

Grade Max. Mark C F 

2F Raw Mark Boundaries 60 40 23 

 
1312 Higher Tier 

 

Grade Max. Mark A* A B C D E 

Overall Subject Grade 
Boundaries 100 77 69 61 54 40 33 

Paper 3H 

Grade Max. Mark A C D 

3H Raw Mark Boundaries 80 55 43 31 

 
Paper 4H 

Grade Max. Mark A C D 

4H Raw Mark Boundaries 60 41 30 22 

 
Coursework 

 

Grade Max. Mark A C D F 

Coursework Raw Mark 
Boundaries 63 45 36 29 16 
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