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Introduction 

 
This guide has been created using student responses to the 2017 International A Level Unit 2 

(WGEO/02).  The answers and examiner commentaries in this guide can be used to show the standards 

in the IAL Geography assessment. 

Unit 2, Geographical Investigations, takes a closer look at how physical and human issues influence lives 

and can be managed, at a local scale.  There are two compulsory topics: 

1) Topic 1: Crowded Coasts 

2) Topic 2: Urban Problems, Planning and Regeneration. 

The paper is divided into three distinct sections.  

Both topics are covered in Section A* of the paper which is data response and a mixture of short-answer 

and longer-answer questions (maximum of 8 marks).  

Section B is comprised of compulsory short-answer questions on research and the “familiar” (i.e. 

students own) fieldwork investigation.  The maximum tariff question in this section is 12.  

Section C* offers a choice of one fieldwork question, on either Crowded Coasts or Urban Problems, 

Planning and Regeneration.  This is set in an “unfamiliar context”, i.e. resources provided for the 

candidate to interpret and utilise.  This typically has a mixture of 2-4 marks questions.  

Questions 1 and 2 test a mixture of AO1 and AO2 skills, whereas question 3 (compulsory), 4 (option 1) 

and 5 (Option 2) are based largely on fieldwork which is examined as an AO3 skill.  AOs are explained 

more fully in the specification (page 57) along with their breakdowns across units. 

Paper 1 is worth 40% of the IAS total marks and 20% of the IAL total marks.  The examination is 1 hour 

and 30 minutes and totals 60 marks. 

Our command words are defined in our specification, please see page 95, and will remain the same for 

the lifetime of the specification. Questions will only ever use a single command word and command 

words are used consistently across question types and mark tariffs. 

This document should be used alongside other IAL Geography teaching and learning 

materials available on the website here. 

 

The May/June 2017 WGE02 question paper, mark scheme and examiner report is here. 

 

*Section A is in another document 

*Section C is in another document  

http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-international-advanced-levels/geography-2016.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=Pearson-UK:Category%2FTeaching-and-learning-materials
http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-international-advanced-levels/geography-2016.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=category:Pearson-UK:Category%2FExam-materials
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Exemplar scripts Section B 

Question 3a 
Explain how you managed one risk associated with your fieldwork investigation.  (2) 
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Script 1 and 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mark/level awarded: 2 

Examiner commentary: The answers identify the risk in each case, and then 

go on to develop their explanations about how that particular risk could be 

managed.  
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Script 3 

 

 

 

  

Mark/level awarded: 1 

Examiner commentary: An unusual interpretation of “risk”, i.e. risk to the 

fieldwork being unreliable, but in this context it was allowable.  There is no 2nd 

mark since the sampling idea was not developed.   
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Question 3b  
Explain how you used two qualitative techniques as part of your primary data collection.  (4) 
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Script 1 

 

 

 

  

Mark/level awarded: 3 

Examiner commentary: The first part, about structured interviews, is given 2 

marks, but the second part on questionnaires only 1 mark.  There isn’t enough 

detail, nor is it clear enough that this questionnaire is explicitly qualitative, 

rather than quantitative.  
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Script 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Mark/level awarded: 0 

Examiner commentary: This is an explain question, so there can be no marks 

for simply naming or listing techniques as is evidence in this answer.  
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Question 3c  
Explain how you used secondary data to support your fieldwork investigation (6) 
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Script 1 

 

 

 

Mark/level awarded: 6 

Examiner commentary: A maximum score on this response.  Level 3 with 

detailed clear and specific data and information which are supported with depth 

and detail in terms of factual accuracy and realism.  There is a really good range 

of ideas presented here, and does enough on the “how” , i.e. explanation, to 

secure 6 marks.  Examples of explanation included, “…to provide us information 

on events of regeneration”, “….the new project Downtown Doha has shown us 

that it is already rebranding”, “…watched TED Talks that told us….”.   
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Script 2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mark/level awarded: 6 

Examiner commentary: Another maximum score on this response, but this 

candidate provides a better explanation of how secondary data is utilised.  In 

comparison with the previous example, there are less convincing details of the 

actual secondary data (more detail required).  Nevertheless, Examiners agree it 

was worthy of the maximum 6 marks.   
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Script 3 

 

 

 

 

Mark/level awarded: 3 

Examiner commentary: A Level 2 response which tends to be generalised in 

its explanation of secondary data, with limited specific information and 

examples.  There is some information of how secondary data is used in the 

investigation, but this tends to be partial rather than developed for Level 3.  For 

example, the comment, “YouTube, magazines, local newspapers” is quite 

generalised.  They would have been better naming specific video or newspapers 

to give more specific detail.  
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Question 3d 
Evaluate the success of your primary fieldwork design and data collection methods (12) 
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Script 1 
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Mark/level awarded: 10 

Examiner commentary: This is the longest response on this exam paper at 12 

marks, and this candidate provided a solid Level 3 answer.   It has the right 

focus on the correct part of the investigation (i.e. design and methodology).  It 

uses convincing comparisons and also has place specific information which all 

supports the focus. In order to get 11 or 12 marks, examiners commented that 

the evaluation would need to have more on the “success” elements.  For 

example, the response may have included ideas about how different readings 

(and perhaps anomalies) in the river data affected reliability, which ultimately 

influenced the success of the investigation. 

It might be worth reminding candidates that success of data collection process is 

not necessarily that it supports the hypothesis; the hypothesis may have been 

incorrect to start with and so successful data collection might allow rejection of 

the initial hypothesis and the development of a new and better one. 
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Script 2 
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Mark/level awarded: 8 

Examiner commentary: This style of response was found to be typical in this 

part of the exam where candidates lack the ability to select the correct focus for 

the question in terms of which part of the enquiry pathway should be evaluated.  

The response provides detailed information about the results for example on the 

first page which are not relevant to the design or methodology.  It is only the 

last paragraph which gives evaluative comments in relation to the fieldwork and 

outcomes.  The information is simply too buried within lots of other less relevant 

writing.  

 

 

 

 

 

 


