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GCSE Geography Pilot: Summer 2004

2387 Foundation Tier

Overall candidates found the Foundation Tier paper considerably more challenging than the Higher Tier. Although the paper proved to discriminate relatively well between candidates of greater and lesser ability, the overall standard of the candidates' responses was somewhat lower than expected. There were relatively few high marks, which occurred where Centres had prepared their candidates very thoroughly using the Resource Booklet, but a disappointing number of candidates earned well below half the available marks.

In general the questions within Section A on "My Place" were addressed well compared to the sections Band C. Many candidates were able to discuss "their place" effectively. A number of candidates clearly ran out of time and were unable to complete Section C, but the vast majority were able to finish the whole paper within the 90 minutes allowed. The candidates' performance in Section B (An Extreme Environment) was often disappointing, particularly where they were required to discuss physical processes and landforms.

The examination revealed a rather disappointing lack of geographical terminology and map skills among a majority of candidates, and very few referred to the five concepts which underlie the Pilot GCSE. These are areas Centres should address before the next examination series.

Question 1

Simple map skills presented an insurmountable challenge to the majority of candidates in part (a). Virtually no candidate was able to provide an accurate six-figure grid reference; candidates estimated the distance between Wolverhampton's city centre and its Sunny View High School to be anything between 1 km and over 100km. Centres should emphasise that a much higher degree of accuracy in map skills is expected.

Part (b) proved less troublesome as far as housing types were concerned, but only a minority of candidates were able to comment effectively on the street layout. Part (c) rarely extended beyond "derelict".

Part (d) was answered relatively well. It was pleasing to see that many candidates were able to construct arguments based on qualitative evidence.

Question 2

Part (a) presented many difficulties in terms of accuracy, although part (b) was often very well answered and, in many cases, backed up by evidence.

Part (c) was generally answered very badly, with many candidates offering the establishing of Indian or Chinese restaurants as the sole impact of migration on St. Peter's; others felt that the migrants would take the jobs of the white population.

Similar themes persisted in part (d), which was also answered badly on the whole: the question was often omitted, while some candidates interpreted "ethnic mix" as a new type of cuisine or, in at least one case, music.

Question 3

Part (a) proved a good discriminator. Part (b) was often answered very well, with most candidates fully prepared to say what they felt about "their place" supported by the reasons behind their opinions. The majority of candidates felt their local areas to be well above-average, although some candidates described poverty in their own estates in moving depth.

Question 4

Part (a) was answered disappointingly. Many candidates' sole research method was to "go to see" the specified factors; the more successful candidates were able to suggest two or three different fieldwork methods. A negligible number of candidates took up the opportunity to refer to their own experience of fieldwork, despite the invitation to do so in the question.

Part (b) was often answered in pleasing detail.

Question 5

Part (a) of this question was answered well by many candidates, but parts (b) and (c) caused much more difficulty. The concept of sustainability in part (c) was rarely tackled accurately, despite it being one of the five key concepts underpinning the specification.

Question 6

Question (a)(i) was answered relatively well, although a significant minority of candidates offered routine difficulties which would face any expedition. The best candidates identified those challenges which were particular to the extreme environment they had studied. Part (a)(ii) was also answered well.

Question (a)(iii) was often answered very badly. Candidates were often able to identify one or two landforms in the photographs, but were rarely able to explain how they had been formed by processes. The link between landforms and processes is one which Centres should emphasise to candidates; the question also revealed that the skill of interpreting photographs would benefit from more practice.

Part (b), despite its focus on the underpinning concept of alternative futures, rarely extended beyond a brief description of global warming, or increasing numbers of tourists dropping litter.

Question 7

Part (a) was completed satisfactorily, although many candidates described Fair Trade as a scheme simply designed to benefit farmers generally. Candidates found part (b) very difficult, and struggled to move beyond generality in part (c).

Candidates had clearly anticipated part (d), which was answered relatively well. It was pleasing to see that many candidates had actively participated in raising awareness of Fair Trade issues; it is hoped that Centres will continue with the action-centred learning which had clearly informed candidates' responses.
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Overall the Higher Tier paper was a successful start to examining candidates in the GCSE Geography Pilot. The paper proved to discriminate well between candidates of greater and lesser ability. There were many very pleasing marks, often where Centres had prepared their candidates well using the Resource Booklet.

In general the questions within Section A on "My Place" were addressed well compared to the sections Band C. Many candidates were able to discuss "their place" with some fluency. A number of candidates clearly ran out of time and were unable to complete Section C, but the vast majority were able to finish the whole paper within the 90 minutes allowed. The candidates' performance in Section B (An Extreme Environment) was often disappointing, particularly where they were required to discuss physical processes and landforms.

The examination revealed a rather disappointing lack of geographical terminology and map skills among a majority of candidates, and very few referred to the five concepts which underlie the Pilot GCSE. These are areas Centres should address before the next examination series.

Question 1

This question required candidates to discuss the area around Sunny View, a fictitious school located in Wolverhampton. Part (a) was attempted particularly badly by the majority of candidates: distances quoted from fixed points on the map were very vague, and few offered any form of grid reference. Most candidates were able to identify the differences in the housing within Sunny View's catchment area in part (b )(i), although descriptions of the urban environment were less convincing and very rarely backed up by evidence quoted from the resources.

Part (c) was generally answered very well; it was pleasing to see candidates get to grips with the concept of evaluating places qualitatively.

Question 2

Part (a) proved to be a good discriminator. The best candidates quoted statistics to justify their answers, and were able to construct "whereas" sentences which enabled direct comparison between the two places. Part (b) was answered very badly: very few candidates understood the link between migration and population structure, and equally few were able to discuss the simple relationship between migration and ethnic composition.

Section (c) was approached equally badly. A very small minority of candidates appeared to understand the term "service", many confusing it with "bus service" or making the simple statement that if there were more people, there would be more services. A number of candidates felt that living in St. Peter's held apparent advantages for migrants because they would be nearer their take-aways in the city centre.

Question 3

Although part (a) was completed relatively well, the command words in the question proved a considerable hurdle for some candidates. Some candidates described, others explained, but rarely were both requirements discharged effectively. Centres should strive to ensure that candidates are equipped to interpret straightforward command words accurately. The best candidates made accurate use of statistics quoted from the Resource Booklet in their descriptions.

Answers to part (b) were mostly very pleasing. Candidates were able to discuss with some facility the level of deprivation in "their place", and most justified their answers with several pieces of evidence. It was interesting to note that the vast majority of candidates held high opinions of their local areas.

Question 4

Part (a) discriminated well between the candidates. The best were able to devise effective comparisons supported by evidence quoted from the Resource Booklet. Centres may benefit from encouraging candidates to justify their answers with detailed evidence whenever appropriate opportunities arise.

Part (b) was answered less successfully. Many candidates' sole research method was to "go to see" a variety of different factors in Tettenhall; the more successful candidates were able to suggest two or three different fieldwork methods. A negligible number of candidates took up the opportunity to refer to their own experience of fieldwork, despite the invitation to do so in the question.

Question 5

This question, which required candidates to evaluate regeneration schemes, was generally answered satisfactorily, but rarely in a detailed fashion. The responses to the question suggested that candidates need more practice at offering opinions on particular issues which are supported by evidence.

Question 6

Question (a) was answered relatively well, although a significant minority of candidates offered routine difficulties which would face any expedition. The best candidates identified those challenges which were particular to the extreme environment they had studied.

Question (b) was answered surprisingly badly. Candidates were often able to identify one or two landforms in the photographs, but were rarely able to explain how they had been formed by processes. The link between landforms and processes is one which Centres should emphasise to candidates; the question revealed that the skill of interpreting photographs also offered significant scope for improvement.

Question 7

Part (a) was completed satisfactorily, although many candidates described Fair Trade as a scheme simply designed to benefit farmers generally. Candidates had clearly anticipated parts (b) and (c), which were answered relatively well. It was pleasing to see that many candidates had actively participated in raising awareness of Fair Trade issues; it is hoped that Centres will continue with the action-centred learning which had clearly informed candidates' responses.

