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Introduction  
 
This guide has been created using student responses to the June 2018 
International A Level Unit 4 (WGEO/04) examination paper. The answers and 
examiner commentaries in this guide can be used to illustrate the standards of 
the IAL Geography assessment. 
  
Unit 4, Researching Geography, is designed to allow students and centres to 
specialise in a topic that reflects their expertise and their interest. It cultivates 
the skills of independent learning and research in a manner that is both excellent 
preparation for higher education but also an important skillset in its own right. 
  
Each student will choose one topic to study and answer one question on that 
topic in the 90-minute examination. Either: 

·     Option 1: Tectonic Activity and Hazards, or 
·     Option 2: Feeding the World’s People, or 
·     Option 3: Cultural Diversity: People and Landscapes, or 
·     Option 4: Human Health and Disease 

  
Students will be given pre-release material of research focus questions relating 
to each of the four options. 
  
Unit 3 is worth 20% of the total IAL marks. It is 1 hour 30 minutes long and 
marked out of 60 marks.  
  
Our command words are defined in our specification, please see pages 94-95, 
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: 
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-international-
advanced-levels/geography-
2016.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=category:Pearson-
UK:Category%2FSpecification-and-sample-assessments 
  
The June 2018 WGE04 question paper, mark scheme and examiner report can be 
found here: 
https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/qualifications/edexcel-international-
advanced-levels/geography-2016.coursematerials.html#filterQuery=Pearson-
UK:Category%2FExam-materials 
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Generic mark scheme 
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Exemplar scripts 

 
Example 1 – OPTION 1: Tectonic Activity and Hazards 
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Student response: 
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Examiner comments: 
 
INTRODUCTION - DEFINING AND FOCUSING ON QUESTION 
 
4 marks / Level 2 
This report begins with a carefully learnt definition of tectonic activity followed by a 
brief account of the processes leading to that activity. The title is addressed at the 
bottom of page 3 and the candidate makes an early commitment to the intended 
conclusion of the piece when stating unambiguously that, ‘location is easier to 
predict the (sic) magnitude due to various different factors’. This last truism is 
unnecessary but the candidate goes on to suggest that there may be some doubt 
when suggesting that they will ‘go against their point as well’. The definitions are 
sound although there is no attempt to address the relationships between different 
types of hazard.  
 
RESEARCH KNOWLEDGE  
 
13 marks/ Level 3 
There is obviously a significant relationship between the research knowledge 
assessed in this section and the analysis of that material in the next. Limited 
research is inevitably going to impact negatively on achievement in both the analysis 
and evaluation of that material. This candidate provides a ‘wide range’ of case-study 
evidence which was ‘relevant’ and both ‘accurate and topical’. For example there was 
very good detail offered in recognising that Icelandic volcanoes do not always 
conform to the ‘model’ of well-behaved constructive margin stereotypes. The 
recognition that sitting on top of a plume ‘provides more viscosity to the lava’ (page 
8) is very impressive.    
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ANALYSIS, APPLICATION AND UNDERSTANDING  
 
15 marks / Level 3 
This response is a reasonably successful attempt to analyse the results of their 
research. There is good retained knowledge of the general characteristics of both 
earthquakes and volcanoes at the two dominant plate boundaries and at intra-plate 
locations. That analysis, as already acknowledged in the commentary about the 
research is sometimes extended beyond the general truths. However the analysis 
stops short of reflecting in any detail about the impact of these on predictability. For 
example the material on page 9 suggests that location of earthquakes is predictable 
on constructive boundaries but fails to add that this only insofar as they are likely to 
occur somewhere on that boundary rather than at any particular location on that 
boundary. Throughout this analysis the candidate rather conflates ‘predictability’ with 
the degree to which tectonic events are complex. For example the Cotapaxi material 
on page 12 if offered as an example of how it is ‘difficult to predict magnitude’ 
having quite ably explained the impact of the ‘seismic gap’. Similarly the St Helens 
example is not exploited quite as much as it might have been given that there is an 
opportunity to point out that the nature of that eruption was altogether surprising to 
the Geological community at the time because of the force of the lateral blast. Thus 
in general the candidate could have developed their analysis further without much 
more than a few minutes reflection.  
 
 
CONCLUSION AND EVALUATION 
 
11 marks / Level 3 
This section of the report is less convincing than the analysis on which it is based 
but, nonetheless is placed in low level 4. The relevant material is interlaced with the 
analysis as on-going evaluation although not heralded as such but also drawn 
together. Although much of it is thoughtful the candidate also recognises, in their 
evaluation, that it is flawed especially when noting the absence of any attention to 
conservative margins, presumably on the grounds that they are rarely associated 
with any volcanic activity. An omission that they do not acknowledge is the not 
uninteresting observation that very many of the most devastating tectonic evets of 
the past 100 years have occurred at locations with virtually no history of posing any 
threat.  
 
 
QUALITY OF WRITTEN COMMUNICATION, METHODOLOGY AND 
SOURCING  
 
1 mark / Level 1 
This is a well-organised report with good standards of spelling and specialist 
vocabulary. The methodology is clear and there is a recognition that the selection of 
case-study evidence might lead to rather partial conclusions. However, the 
referencing is not strong and the use of on-going sections offering some evaluation 
might have given the piece greater coherence. 
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Example 2 – OPTION 2: Feeding the World´s People 
 

  
 
Mark scheme  
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Student response: 
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Examiner comments: 
 
INTRODUCTION - DEFINING AND FOCUSING ON QUESTION 
 
4 marks / Level 2 
As many do, this report also begins with a carefully learnt definition although the 
candidate is clearly a little unsure what exactly they are defining perhaps spotting 
late that the title identifies food supply and not food security. They also supply useful 
data to give an outline of the problem. In their discussion of the title they also 
introduce an alternative explanation of the ‘best way to improve food supply’; 
namely ‘redistribution of food’.  The four pillars are suggested as a framework which 
is both ‘explicit and appropriate. This is a Level 2 response which would be elevated 
to Level 3 with a little more attention to deconstructing the title.  
 
RESEARCH KNOWLEDGE  
 
12 marks / Level 3 
This was also a well-researched report that provided a strong platform for the 
student to embark on thoughtful analysis. There is a good deal of data and 
thoughtful comment interlaced with the factual material on both the Green 
Revolution and the Aswan dam in particular also providing a ‘wide range’ of case-
study evidence which was ‘relevant’ and both ‘accurate and topical’. Theoretical 
grasp is perhaps less convincing in places; for example the Boserupian response to 
Malthusianism is only partially explored in that population pressure is a necessary 
stimulant to technological innovation. However, the range of ideas covered is 
impressive. 
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ANALYSIS, APPLICATION AND UNDERSTANDING 
 
15 marks / Level 3 
The analysis is, as with the Option 1 response at the top of Level 3 but lacks the 
coherence of argument and, above all the appreciation of different perspectives that 
characterise Level 4 answers. For example the analysis of the Green revolution omits 
the well-known and much publicised criticism of the south-Asian experience as 
concentrating power into the hands of landlords and exacerbating the already 
grotesque inequalities in these communities given that gree revolution seeds and the 
accompanying technology is expensive. The consequential rural indebtedness has 
increased food insecurity for many .There are other examples; the impact of the 
Aswan project on salination levels in the Nile valley being one obvious lost 
opportunity to point our that increased supply in one region might lead to decreased 
supply elsewhere. This candidate produces some very thoughtful material; the 
impact of quantitative easing on the housing market being  an especially 
sophisticated argument but they occasionally have to work quite hard to make the 
link to food supply rather than distribution; albeit an issues acknowledged by this 
candidate.  
 
CONCLUSION AND EVALUATION 
 
10 marks / Level 2 
The concluding section of this report begins on page 13 and is largely a repeat of 
previous material drawn from each of the case-study sections. Both the Green 
Revolution and the use of large dams for irrigation projects, specifically the Aswan 
High dam are endorsed as positive evidence for the efficacy of technology as the 
‘best way to increase food supply’. However the candidate then introduces the case 
of EU subsidies to suggest that redistribution is actually a more productive route to 
tackling food supply. This is new material and the first mention of CAP. 
Methodologically this is unfortunate and combined with an absence of any evaluation 
it impacts on the mark for this section which is placed at the top of Level 3. 
 
 
QUALITY OF WRITTEN COMMUNICATION, METHODOLOGY AND 
SOURCING  
 
4 marks / Level 2 
This is another well-organised piece with generally high standards of SPaG and 
specialist terminology as well as a clear report style presentation. However, there is 
little referencing and the rationale/methodology used for evidence selection is not 
apparent.  That is especially obvious in the introduction of new ‘evidence’ in the 
conclusion. 
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Example 3 – OPTION 3: Cultural Diversity: People and 
Landscapes 
 

 
 
Mark scheme  
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Student response: 
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Examiner comments: 
 
INTRODUCTION - DEFINING AND FOCUSING ON QUESTION 
 
4 marks / Level 2 
This introduction is dominated by a relatively comprehensive ‘background’ list of 
definitions’ which are not, for the most part, in any way contextualised in terms of 
the question asked. The key terms, globalisation’ and ‘indigenous cultures’ are 
adequately if simply introduced.  The focus is explicitly identified as a case-study led 
approach to illustrate different pressures on indigenous cultures and different 
attitudes to those cultures. As with the introductions to Options 1 and 2 rather more 
attention to the key contention of the title would elevate this to Level 3. Perhaps 
something on the implications of ‘always’. 
 
RESEARCH KNOWLEDGE  
 
13 marks / Level 3 
This report uses a narrower range of case-study examples than either the Option 1 
or Option 2 candidates. However they are especially strong in offering qualitative 
material that they subsequently analyse effectively to address the contention in the 
title. The choice of three different aspects of globalisation is helpful and keeps the 
focus tightly on the relationship. There are places where more numeric data and 
more context would be useful. Candidates would be well-advised to remember that 
examiners might need a little background information to help them follow the 
argument. Nonetheless this section was comfortably in Level 3. 
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ANALYSIS, APPLICATION AND UNDERSTANDING 
 
16 marks / Level 4 
There is a very healthy use of argument and counter-argument in this section of the 
paper. Although the candidate is not always as fluent as the Option 2 they are, 
perhaps, more alive to the potential weaknesses of taking on one position a 
supposed to another. This is evident throughout the analyses but notable in the 
section on the treatment of indigenous culture(s) in Canada. The recognition that the 
introduction of a market economy might be a double-edged sword is well handled. 
Where it and other ‘case-studies are not so impressive is in the application of this 
information to the main proposition in the title; that is to say whether or not such 
cultures should ‘always’ be protected from the impact of globalisation. Similarly there 
is not enough attention paid to how exactly globalisation causes these conflicts – the 
link between the spread of development and ‘capitalism’ to globalisation is not 
securely made. In a challenging title the lack of clear focus on these links was not 
uncommon with too many leaving the case-studies to speak for themselves. This 
candidate does more than that and with tourism such a self-evident consequence of 
globalisation enough ground was covered to satisfy the Level 4 descriptors.   
 
 
CONCLUSION AND EVALUATION 
 
13 marks / Level 3 
The conclusion to this report is spread across the chosen case-studies and pulled 
together at the end with thoughtful is rather brief summary. Once again there is a 
failure to address ‘always’ other than in the sense that if one does not ‘always’ afford 
them some protection indigenous cultures may very well disappear altogether or at 
least be unrecognisably transformed. Whether or not that is a bad thing in itself is 
not covered. It is in these areas that the top end of the candidature show their 
adaptability to the title that they are asked to address rather than simply offering 
largely pre-prepared conclusions based on the pre-released materials. 
 
QUALITY OF WRITTEN COMMUNICATION, METHODOLOGY AND 
SOURCING  
 
4 marks / Level 2 
As with the reports for Options 1 and 2 this is well-organised and coherent but, once 
again, not referenced sufficiently well nor coherent enough to warrant a level 3 
mark. This is despite a long and thoughtful evaluative section which certainly 
addresses partiality. 
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Example 4 – OPTION 4: Human Health and Disease 
 

 
 
Mark scheme  
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Student response: 
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Examiner comments: 
 
INTRODUCTION - DEFINING AND FOCUSING ON QUESTION 
 
2 marks / Level 1 
This is the weakest of the four scripts in this section. The ‘Introduction’ is pre-
prepared as are so many given the pre-release steers offer clear indications of the 
likely focus of the question if not its precise contention. In this rather brief 
introduction the title is not referenced directly, nor is there any explicit focus 
identified. A litmus test of all introductions is to identify how and where the 
candidate edits their carefully prepared set of definitions and introductory statements 
in the light of the title which they have just seen for the first time. In this case one 
might have expected something on the criteria for successful management; how is 
this to be assessed? 
 
RESEARCH KNOWLEDGE  
 
11 marks / Level 3 
There is a good deal of detail provided by this candidate about a number of 
management strategies. That detail was sufficient to elevate the mark for this 
section into Level 3. However, there are some issues concerning the, legitimacy of 
the categorisation of, for example, the Sierra Leone material as a ‘global’ strategy. 
Most of the material offered here concerns the efforts of global agencies (USAID in 
this case) in a national/local context. However, there is a good deal of material here 
across a range of scales although a little lacking in any theoretical context. That lack 
of context is, of course, an issue in the next section of the mark scheme.   
 
ANALYSIS, APPLICATION AND UNDERSTANDING 
 
14 marks / Level 3 
This candidate, not untypically of those operating at the mid-ability range of the 
candidature level is less adept at the higher cognitive skills of analysis and 
evaluation, than they are at conducting the basic research. This analysis is best 
described as a series of assertive statements that vary in the degree to which they 
have evidential support.  There is a loss of focus on the question asked and only 
rarely do they address the question head-on. The best elements of this higher level 
of analysis are probably found where the candidate compares PREPA with the 
situation faced by an LIC such as Sierra Leone. However, this still limits the 
interpretation of the tittle to one concerning the need for international aid rather 
than an international management strategy because the threat is ‘global’. This 
candidate misses the opportunity to contrast Qatari obesity which can obviously be 
tackled nationally and poses no threat to other nationalities and an infectious disease 
such as Ebola which does. In many other places in this report there are missed 
opportunities to analyse reasonably well-researched data.   
 
CONCLUSION AND EVALUATION 
 
8 marks / Level 2 
Whilst most candidates have, quite rightly, adopted the useful habit of writing mini-
conclusions and, sometimes on-going evaluation it remains vital that these threads 
are drawn together into a meaningful conclusion that is supported by the analysis 
offered. Obviously relatively weak analysis impacts on this section, as it does here.  
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There is really only one point made and that is that development is the key. Only 
‘developed countries ‘ can ‘afford’ the ‘personal government approach’ whilst less 
developed countries such as Sierra Leone ‘do not have the means of providing 
effective national aid’. Both strategies are asserted to be ‘very important’ at ‘aiding 
all health risks’. Ultimately there may be issues here regarding the deconstruction of 
the pre-released steers which, in the case of this candidate take a very narrow 
reading of ‘health risks’. 
 
QUALITY OF WRITTEN COMMUNICATION, METHODOLOGY AND 
SOURCING  
 
4 marks / Level 2 
This is a well-organised report which perhaps exhibits less confidence with specialist 
terminology than the other three exemplars used. However, the SPaG is strong 
although once again there is a lack of referencing and, in this case, limited 
evaluation too. But, with some Level 3 characteristics this pulled it up to the top of 
Level 2. 


