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Question 1ai 

This question asked candidates to define the term ‘natural disaster’.  A significant 

number of candidates struggled to define this term with many instead describing 

it as hazards that were naturally occurring.  It is recommended that teachers 

regularly test candidates on key terms throughout their course of study.  Correct 

responses should have referenced either the realisation of the hazard (as in the 

example below) or the number of deaths e.g. the UN definition. 

 

 
This candidate response scored 1 mark. 

 

Question 1aii 

Candidates were asked to describe the trends in global economic losses from 

extreme weather hazards between 1972 and 2018.  The majority of candidates 

gained full marks recognising two key trends from the figure.  

 

 
This candidate response scored 2 marks. 1 mark is awarded for recognising 

that economic losses remained low, followed by 1 mark for the overall increase. 

 

Question 1aiii 

Candidates were asked to suggest one reason for the trends in global economic 

losses since 2000.  The majority of candidates successfully secured at least one 

mark here.  The most common response focused upon the role of climate change 

leading to increasing frequency or strength of weather disasters.  A small number 

of candidates focused solely on the economic and suggested answers that focused 

on economic crashes, without recognising that the question was responding to the 

trends in extreme weather events.    

 

 



 

 
 

This candidate response gained 1 mark.  They are awarded 1 mark for the 

idea of global warming.  However, no mark is gained for the rest of the sentence 

as the melting of Arctic ice is not appropriate to the timeframe of the question. 

 

Question 1b 

This question asked candidates to explain how the disaster risk equation helps to 

explain the impacts of earthquakes.  On the whole this question was not answered 

well by candidates as although the majority of candidates could reference the 

equation they were not able to apply this to the question.   

 

This response was awarded the full 4 marks available.  The candidate 

outlines what the disaster risk equation is (1), then focuses on the implications 

for high magnitude earthquakes (1).  The candidate then addresses the 

vulnerability of the population by outlining in what form this might take e.g. 

poorly constructed buildings or uneducated population (1).  Finally, the response 

focuses upon capacity to cope and the development of aseismic buildings (1).  

 

 



 

Question 1c 

There was variability in terms of quality of response for this question.  The best 

responses were able to articulate clear reasons how monitoring and prediction 

technology can reduce the impacts of some tectonic disasters.   Candidates in 

these responses focused on including specific named examples and how they could 

be monitored for example.  These candidates could also exemplify through this 

named example to show the contrast.  The weakest responses tended to be 

generic, providing basic ideas e.g. disasters on a whole can or cannot be predicted.  

These answers tended to remain within level 1. 

 

 
This candidate response scored Level 3, 5 marks. The candidate explores a 

range of different tectonic hazards discussing if and how they can be predicted 

and monitored.   The response shows accurate and relevant geographical 

knowledge and understanding throughout and addresses a broad range of 

geographical ideas.  To gain full marks the candidate could have applied the 

disasters explored to named examples to give context to the response.  

 



 

Question 2aii 

For this question candidates were asked to describe the distribution of people in 

South America predicted to be affected by rising sea levels by 2100.  Most 

candidates recognised that the northern half of South America was predicted to 

be most affected, particularly Brazil.  

 
This candidate response scored 2 marks. One mark is awarded for recognising 

that the east (Brazil) is most affected the second mark is awarded for the least 

being landlocked countries. 

 

Question 2aiii 

Candidates were asked to suggest one reason why some coastlines are especially 

at risk from sea level rise.  A number of candidates simply stated that this was 

because they were on the coast, whereas the question focused upon why some 

coastlines i.e. not all were at greater risk.  The most common response was 

candidates recognising that those that were low-lying or below sea-level had the 

greatest risk.  

 

 
This candidate response scored 2 marks.  One mark was awarded for 

recognising that the Philippines coastline is low-lying, the second mark for linking 

this issue with them being easier to flood due to sea level rise.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

Question 2b 

This question required candidates to explain two reasons why future global 

warming projections are uncertain.  The majority of candidates secured two of the 

four marks available.  Weaker answers struggled to explain each reason given in 

order to achieve the second mark available.     

 

 
This candidate response scored 4 marks.  1 mark for population growth is 

uncertain.  They gain the 2nd mark for the exemplification given of how 

population has changed rapidly over time.  The second reason given of 

mitigation strategies secures the 3rd mark, with the extension idea of the role of 

reusable energy and if this is enough to stop global warming, awarded the final 

mark. 

 

  



 

Question 2c 

This question was poorly answered by the majority of the candidates who 

responded by discussing why governments on a whole would or would not be 

successful at mitigating climate change.  The question asked focused upon 

government actions, so candidates were expected to outline named government 

actions e.g. carbon taxation and why this had or had not been successful.    

 

 
This candidate response scored level 2, 5 marks.  The candidate covers a 

range of government actions i.e. green taxes, regulations on fossil fuels.  There is 

also clear discussion of why particular countries are able to take these approaches.  

For full marks the candidate needed to be clearer regarding why some countries 

have not been successful. 

 

  



 

Question 3aii 

This question asked candidates to suggest one reason for the change in rankings 

of brand values as shown in the figure.  The majority of candidates recognised the 

rising brand values of technology TNCs such as Samsung and the decline in 

dominance of the USA brands such as Coca Cola. 

 

 
 

This candidate response scored 2 marks.  One mark for identifying a reason 

for the change in rankings i.e. increase in technological brands, the second mark 

was awarded for the extended explanation of increased use of technology linked 

to Samsung as the example. 

 

Question 3aiii 

In this question candidates were asked suggest one way in which global 

consumers have benefitted from the growth of global brands.  The majority of 

candidates answered this question well, focusing on products being cheaper or 

greater variety of products.  A small minority suggested more than one way and 

therefore did not gain credit as the second mark was awarded for an extension 

point. 

 

 
 

This candidate response scored 0 marks.  The benefits outlined in the 

candidate response are for the companies, not the consumers as the question 

directs and therefore is not answering the question. 

 

 

 



 

Question 3b 

This question was answered well by candidates with most candidates able to 

secure at least two marks of the four available.  Most commonly candidates 

discussed the problems arising from being landlocked and how this created the 

issue of relying on neighbouring countries to access global trade networks.  In 

addition, the example of politically isolated countries such as North Korea were 

also explored.  A common misconception seen was the idea that developing 

countries have no resources to trade with and therefore this is why they are poorly 

connected, this should be addressed by teachers when exploring this part of the 

specification.  

 
This candidate was awarded 1 mark.  Credit was awarded for the idea that 

North Korea is politically shut off.  However, the second sentence outlining that 

there is no connection to the global economy is inaccurate as it fails to consider 

the trading agreements between North Korea and China for example. 

 

  



 

Question 3c 

Candidates showed a mixed performance with this question focusing on transport 

developments in the 19th and 20th Century.  The weaker responses tended to 

describe transport today i.e. aircraft being used for trade and for holidays, 

demonstrating isolated elements of geographical knowledge, features of a Level 1 

response.   Stronger responses clearly distinguished the difference between the 

19th and 20th Century in terms of transport developments and the impact these 

had had on contributing to a shrinking world.  

 

 
 

This candidate response scored level 2, 4 marks.  The candidate 

demonstrates a clear understanding of transport developments through the 

centuries but keeps drifting into communication technology which is not part of 

the question.  Therefore, the response is mostly relevant, a Level 2 descriptor.  

 

  



 

Question 4aii 

Candidates on the whole obtained two out of the four marks available.  The 

majority of candidates struggled to suggest how rising affluence could lead to 

water shortages i.e. increased use of modern water heavy appliances such as 

dishwashers etc.  

 
This candidate response scored 2 marks.  These were awarded for the 

candidate suggesting that rising population leads to more quantity of water 

needed for each person (1) and then the creation of pressure on aquifers (1).  

Nothing is given for the response for rising affluence, as the candidate response 

does not directly link to affluence.  

 

Question 4b 

The question asked candidates to explain how resource demands for cities affect 

rural areas surrounding them.  The majority of candidates recognised the 

increased demand for resources could lead to urban areas being prioritised.  

However, candidates struggled to extend their ideas in order to pick up the full 

marks available.  

 



 

 
This candidate response scored 4 marks. The candidate articulates what 

resources are required by the cities (1).  The demand for food is then explored 

with the used of pesticides (1) leading to soil degradation (1) due to lack of 

minerals in the soil from over farming (1).  Technically the candidate has explored 

only one way, however each point has been extended and quantified allowing 

them to pick up all the marks available.  

 

  



 

Question 4c 

Candidates struggled to respond to the question focus on attitudes towards 

migration.  Instead the majority of candidates discussed the benefits and 

negatives of immigration.  These were valid but needed to be explored through 

considering how these impacts would affect the attitudes of the host nation for 

example.  

 
 

This candidate response was awarded Level 3, 6 marks.  Here the candidate 

explores a range of positive and negative attitudes towards immigration, with a 

particular focus on which key player would hold them e.g. employers and 

governments seeing immigration as positive due to the economic boost.  The 

response is concise taking up only the allocated line space, but explores a range 

of attitudes and the response is relevant throughout. 

 

  



 

Question 5a 

Candidates were required to suggest reasons why there was different attitudes to 

climate change in Figure 5.  The weaker responses struggled to interpret the 

resource, instead either describing the trends or simply ignoring the resource 

completely.  Candidates were expected to apply their knowledge of climate change 

and the human and potentially physical processes to the named countries shown.  

Candidates were not expected to have studied the specific countries shown on the 

resource, hence the command word of suggest looked for application.  

 

The best responses, used the figure to explore a range of reasons why the USA 

for example had the highest percentage of the population who believed the climate 

was not changing, or why India or the Philippines viewed humans as responsible.  

 



 



 

 
 

This candidate response was scored Level 3, 10 marks.  The candidate 

demonstrates sound use of the figure to explore a range of countries.  Plausible 

suggestions are given to explain the variations in attitudes between the countries.  

The candidate demonstrates a good level of knowledge (A01) e.g. USA not 

agreeing to the Paris agreement and this was well applied (A02) to consider how 

this could have impacted the attitudes shown.  Whilst the candidate’s approach to 

the question i.e. full explanation of key idea (UAE: Dubai – global hub) could have 

been fully developed, the candidate demonstrates accurate and relevant 

knowledge throughout.  The response also applies knowledge in a logical manner, 

allowing them to make connections between this knowledge and the figure.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Question 5b 

There was considerable variability in the level of responses that candidates wrote 

in response to this question.  At the top end, candidates explored the role that 

development played in the human and economic impacts of disasters.  Some also 

recognised that there were other factors that led to these differences e.g. 

magnitude and governance.  At the bottom end candidates struggled to distinguish 

between human and economic impacts, instead describing largely generic impacts 

of hazards.   Candidates should be encouraged to apply named examples and 

contexts to questions such as these in order to access top band marks.  

 



 

 

 



 

 
This candidate response scored Level 3, 14 marks.  The candidate explores 

how development can lead to variations in economic and human impacts of 

disasters.  They also recognise that other factors, in this case intensity, the lack 

of ability to predict, could also play a significant role in the impacts faced.  The 

response does not reach Level 4, as the examples used are not fully developed 

and are instead just placed within the response without explanation, this results 

in a largely unsupported argument. 

 

  



 

Question 6a 

A number of candidates fell into a description of the changes in Foreign Direct 

Investment (FDI) rather than suggesting plausible reasons as the question 

dictated.  Better responses applied their understanding of FDI and used this to 

explore reasons such as China’s Special Economic Zone for its dominance in FDI 

in both 2010 and 2020.   

 

 



 

This candidate scored, Level 2 – 7 marks.  The response covers some range 

of the resource and suggests plausible reasons for both Saudi Arabia and Canada.  

However, the candidate should have recognised that overall FDI had declined and 

suggest reasons for this appropriate to the timeframe shown. 

 

Question 6b 

Candidates performed poorly on this question with candidates providing largely 

generic responses which lacked detailed explanation or applied use of named 

examples or case studies.  In some responses the responses also lacked balance 

with candidates heavily exploring either challenges or benefits, this led to 

unsubstantiated conclusions. 



 



 

 
This candidate scored Level 2, 10 marks.  This is a typical top Level 2 

response.  The response explores a range of challenges and benefits but these 

tend to be superficial.  In addition, they are not explored within the context of any 

named cities which would be expected in a 20-mark question.  This results in a 

conclusion that is generic, as the impacts could be applied to a wider range of 

contexts but this is a missed opportunity by the candidate.   
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