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A. STATISTICAL INFORMATION 

The total number of candidates who registered to sit for the Advanced Matriculation (AM) Geography Main 

Session exam was 33, which is 12 candidates less than in 2018. This confirms a trend of decreasing candidate 

registrations for this subject. 

GRADE A B C D E F ABS TOTAL 

Candidates  4 7 11 3 3 2 3 33 

% OF TOTAL 12.1 21.2 33.3 9.1 9.1 6.1 9.1 100.0 

Table 1: Distribution of grades for AM Geography 2019 First Session  

B. GENERAL REMARKS 

General Remarks on Coursework 

The examiners moderated a total of 27 Individual Fieldwork Reports and 53 Short-term Fieldwork Reports  

in five different schools (three state schools, one church school and one independent school). In addition 

one Individual Fieldwork Report and two Short-term Fieldwork Reports submitted by a private candidate 

were corrected. The same candidate was called for an interview. 

All the marks awarded by the tutors for both the Individual Fieldwork Reports and the Short-term Fieldwork 

Reports were confirmed by the moderators, except one. Overall, both types of reports were of good to very 

good quality and confirmed that candidates had a good understanding of what was expected from them in 

such reports. An interesting variety of different topics related to both physical and human geography were 

selected for the fieldwork reports including urban development, renewable energy, ecological studies on 

sand dunes and valley ecosystems, climate change, settlement growth etc. 

The following remarks reflect comments made by the moderators: 

1. Both types of field reports submitted showed that most candidates have good geographical knowledge, 

have the ability to apply different methodologies, perform analysis and provide conclusions.  

2. Good structure within the Short-term Fieldwork reports was noted, together with the use of both 

primary and secondary data collection. Statistical methods were also employed.  

3. The Individual Field Reports were also generally well-structured with hypotheses identified correctly in 

the introductory sections. All selected topics conformed to the syllabus guidelines i.e. small in scale and 

specific in nature. Conclusions were generally well-delineated, with some candidates including valid 

cross-references to the stated hypotheses and results, management approaches linked to the different 

themes of study, limitations and possibilities for further studies. However, a considerable amount of 

candidates fell short of providing a solid link between their concluding remarks, the hypothesis/research 

questions developed in the initial part of the study and the body of literature. Several methods of primary 

data collection and sampling methods were sought, with good use of pilot studies and lessons learned 

from the pilot studies incorporated in the report. However, better justifications for the methods used 

for primary data collection could have been provided. Different types of graphs for data presentation 

were utilised. However, only a limited number of candidates made use of descriptive statistics of central 

tendency and dispersion (e.g. mean, median, range, standard deviation). Statistical methods of analysis 

to identify relations between data were correctly presented and used in the data analysis (Spearman 
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rank correlation coefficient and Chi-squared test). Figures and maps were generally well-labelled, but 

there were instances in which these were not cited within the text.  

4. The syllabus clearly states that “they (candidates) should also be able to place their study within the 

context of other studies published in the literature to combine theory and practice”. However, only a 

few candidates made use of published literature. More use of books and scientific papers is strongly 

encouraged especially since the vast majority of candidates opted for online sources. 

5. The weakest part in most fieldworks was related to the analysis of the results obtained. Most candidates 

discussed every single question that was developed in their survey without creating a good overall 

discussion that links the different facets of the respective topic. This made most of the Results chapters 

quite descriptive rather than argumentative.  

In addition to the above points, the following additional comments and recommendations are being 

proposed for the overall improvement of both types of reports: 

- The aims and objectives should be clear and candidates should differentiate between ‘aims’, ‘objectives’ 

and ‘research question/s’. In some cases, the aims were referred to as objectives or research questions. 

Ideally, the aim would be a standalone text for ease of reference and clarity.  

- All figures should be properly annotated and referenced. There were instances in which figures were put 

under the text without a proper title and/or source. In addition, in some cases, figures were not referred 

to in the text.  

- Graphs should be well-labelled too. When graphs were used, only the plotting was marked but nothing 

was explained such as what the x and y axis represented. 

- All maps should have a scale, a North arrow or compass directions, a legend/key and a title. If relevant, 

the source from where the map was taken should also be included (e.g.: Google maps, 2019). 

- Candidates should be guided to use the correct referencing both within the text but also in the Reference 

section. In some cases, candidates mentioned other researchers’ studies but there was no reference 

from where material was retrieved. It should also be noted that references to websites should follow 

standard practices such as including the title of the source and the date of retrieval. 

- Candidates should also be encouraged to use the PA Geoportal to determine if a site under study is 

protected etc. and/or the ERA website to obtain data such as air pollution, protection level of sites and 

trees etc. This will enhance the validity of their study.  

- Candidates are encouraged to link their studies to theoretical background. For example, in some cases, 

when questionnaires were used, it was not mentioned why five questionnaires were distributed for the 

pilot study nor why the sample population was that of 80, for example. 

General Remarks on the Written Examination 

The AM Geography exam consisted of two written papers each carrying 36% of the total mark. Paper 1 set 

out to assess knowledge and skills of candidates in relation to Physical geography topics while Paper 2 was 

aimed at assessing knowledge and skills of candidates in relation to Human geography topics. In each paper, 

of three hours duration, candidates were required to answer four questions from a total of six.  

As stated in Section A of this report, a total of 33 candidates enrolled for the AM Geography examination in 

the Main 2019 session. Three candidate did not attend the two examination sessions and did not present 

any fieldwork report. Another candidate did not present the individual and short term field reports but sat 

for both exams. Out of 33 candidates, only one took the examination as a private candidate. The latter 

presented all reports as requested by the syllabus.   
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For Paper I, the most selected questions were Question 3 (90%) and Question 6 (86.7%). With regards to 

Paper II, the vast majority of candidates opted for Questions 2 and 5 (96.7%) while Question 6 was chosen 

by 86.7% of candidates sitting for the exam.  

The performance of the candidates was overall satisfactory with the majority of the cohort obtaining a Grade 

C (33.3%). The performance of the candidates is not strikingly different when compared to that of previous 

examination sessions. However, there was a higher percentage of candidates (+3.2%) obtaining a Grade A in 

this 2019 Main exam session and a slightly higher percentage (+1.2%) obtaining Grade B when compared to 

that of last year (2018). Furthermore, there was a significant decline in candidates who obtained a Grade D 

(-8.7%) and Grade E (-6.5%) when compared to the Main 2018 exam session. 

Examiners have identified that the main points of concern are;  

 answering questions in one paragraph instead of following question sections (e.g. a (i) (ii) etc.); 

 although written English has improved, there is still room for improvement, especially where spelling is 

concerned; 

 the overall lack of use of technical and geographical terms; 

 some answers were overall brief and lacked the necessary detail and elaboration expected from an 

Advanced Matriculation exam.  

C. COMMENTS ON PAPER I AND PAPER II 

Paper I 

Question 1  

The average mark for this question was 16.2/25. 

A total of 17 candidates (57%) answered Question 1 which dealt with weather and climate.  

This question was overall well-answered. In part (a), outlining the findings of the figure, candidates correctly 

referred to the respective zones with highest and lowest amounts of rainfall. A couple of candidates only 

discussed the choropleth map’s symbology rather than referring to the zones. In part (c) only a small 

percentage of students answered the question correctly, with several candidates mistaking the name and 

type of clouds or referring to two clouds from the same category, rather than one high and one low type. 

The answers and labelled diagram for question 1(d) were generally satisfactory, albeit some candidates did 

not refer to or draw the rain shadow effect. In part (e), which dealt with the effects of global warming on 

precipitation patterns, answers were generally satisfactory. However, most candidates focused only on the 

effects of drought.  

 

Question 2  

The average mark for this question was 15.7/25. 

A total of 25 candidates (83%) answered Question 2 which was related to the ‘Theory of Continental Drift’.  

The majority of candidates confused the ‘Theory of Continental Drift’ with that of ‘Plate Tectonics’, and 

hence, based their answers on the movement of plates by convection currents. To this end, whilst some 

marks were allotted to the adequate description of the mechanisms of ‘Plate Tectonics’, several marks were 

lost since candidates failed to answer the question accordingly. Furthermore, when explaining the 

‘Continental Drift Theory’ most candidates did not mention that Pangaea was initially divided into Gondwana 

and Laurasia. Only a couple of students drew a well-labelled diagram of Continental Drift, since most 
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produced diagrams related to seafloor spreading, convection currents and plate boundaries. In question 2(b) 

candidates fared much better making adequate reference to fossil remains, climatology, geological 

similarities and paleomagnetism. However, there were a number of candidates who fared poorly in this part 

of the question since they discussed other non-directly related factors such as the different types of plate 

movements. 

Question 3 

The average mark for this question was 20.6/25. 

A total of 27 candidates (90%) answered Question 3 on coastal erosion processes and landforms.  

In general, candidates performed quite well in this question. In all parts of the question, the majority of 

candidates gave correct answers with adequate explanations and good, well-labelled diagrams. In relation 

to part (b), it was noted that several candidates were not familiar with the ‘blowhole’ feature and its 

formation. Answers to question 3(c) were good with the majority of candidates referring to hard engineering 

approaches rather than soft structural approaches. In fact, two of the most common answers were 

breakwaters and seawalls. 

Question 4 

The average mark for this question was 19/25. 

A total of 11 candidates (37%) answered Question 4 which examined knowledge related to river flow 

mechanisms.  

In question 4(a), which dealt with laminar and turbulent flow, the majority of candidates drew well-labelled 

diagrams and provided good explanations. In question 4(b), dealing with factors influencing the velocity of a 

river, most candidates correctly referred to channel shape and slope, amount of sediment being transported 

and roughness of the channel as answers. A small number of candidates also mentioned human factors such 

as dams as a factor that influences the velocity of a river.  

Question 5 

The average mark for this question was 17.5/25. 

A total of 13 candidates (43%) answered Question 5 which dealt with Malta’s economic growth in relation 

to habitats and biodiversity. 

In part (a) of the question, candidates were asked to discuss the importance of having both a robust economy 

and a healthy environment in Malta. Most candidates made strong references to different factors such as 

tourism, the building environment and the need to preserve habitats and biodiversity. Nevertheless, very 

few candidates mentioned how the quaternary sector is lately developing in Malta and thus affecting the 

economy and the environment.  Moreover, although most candidates adequately discussed the need to have 

a good economy and a well-preserved natural environment, they did not highlight well enough the link 

between the two areas and how the government should work to preserve both simultaneously. Several 

candidates only discussed why the environment is important for the economy e.g. why beaches are 

important for tourism. Part (b) of the question was overall well-answered with candidates mentioning 

different initiatives that can help reduce the degradation of habitats and loss of biodiversity in Malta such as 

afforestation projects, Natura 2000 sites, restrictions on building permits, public awareness, footpath 

creation in the countryside and the creation of more national parks. However, a greater level of detail was 

expected for this question.  
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Question 6 

The average mark for this question was 16.4/25. 

A total of 26 candidates (87%) answered Question 6 which was related to climate change and coastal 

environments. 

Answers to question 6 (a) on the key findings were generally adequate, especially in correlating the highest 

impacted areas with coastal regions and sea level rise. However, this important point was missed by a couple 

of candidates who instead presented a vague interpretation of Figure 3.  In part (b) of the question most 

candidates successfully discussed the two main human factors contributing to climate change i.e. the 

burning of fossil fuels and deforestation. Most candidates adequately discussed how climate change is 

affecting coastal areas in question 6 (c). Good answers to this part of the question included the increase in 

ocean temperatures and stronger storms. However, there were other candidates who discussed the 

consequences of climate change in a generic manner and not specifically related to coastal environments 

and hence precious marks were lost. A similar trend was observed in question 6 (d) in which the most 

common mistake was that, although candidates were asked to focus on adaptation practices that could 

minimise the impacts of climate change on coastal environments, discussions were overall quite generic e.g. 

the need to reduce car use. Candidates were expected to be more specific and focus on coastal practices 

such as coastal wetland protection and best management techniques. Hence, to this end marks were lost. 

Paper II 

Question 1  

The average mark for this question was 13.3/25. 

A total of 11 candidates (37%) answered Question 1 which dealt with transport and land use with particular 

reference to Malta.  

In question 1 (a), which carried 5 marks, candidates had to discuss the relationship between transport and 

land use. Those answering this question did so in a brief and superficial way without elaborating on the 

concepts being illustrated in the diagram. The main concepts could have been better described. Moreover, 

some candidates only explained parts of Figure 1. In part (b) most candidates adequately described how the 

relationship between transport and land use evolved in Malta. The same applies to part (c) in which most 

candidates produced overall good answers.   

Question 2  

The average mark for this question was 16.1/25. 

A total of 29 candidates (97%) answered Question 2 which was related to population pyramids. 

Overall, answers to parts (a), (b) and (c) were not exhaustive and lacked technical jargon. Question 2 (a), 

which carried 4 marks, was answered satisfactorily by most candidates. In question 2 (b) candidates had to 

discuss the given population pyramids of Malta and Senegal. Overall, most candidates had a fairly good idea 

of the main differences between the two population pyramids but some answers failed to delve into the 

necessary detail expected for a question of 12 marks. Question 2 (c) dealt with the positive and negative 

aspects of the current demographic profile of Malta. Even though there was a fair attempt at answering this 

question comprehensively, candidates’ answers were mostly superficial and basic and lacked the expected 

detail for such a question. Some candidates did not fully understand part (c) and the answer was out of point 

in some instances.  
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Question 3 

The average mark for this question was 15.2/25. 

A total of 18 candidates (60%) answered Question 3 which was related to Sustainable Development Goals 

with particular reference to agricultural practices. 

Answers to part (a), in which candidates had to explain two causes of famine, were overall vague and 

inconclusive. In question 3 (b), which carried 8 marks, candidates gave overall satisfactory answers although 

sometimes lacking the necessary detail that was expected. Candidates were asked to explain indigenous 

agricultural practices that enhance food security in part (c). Answers given were overall acceptable however, 

for a 12 mark question, better explanations were expected. The main issue with the answers for this question 

was the wrong use of technical words such as “pestilence”, “transhumant” etc. In some instances, candidates 

did not provide three indigenous agricultural practices resulting in their answer being incomplete. 

Question 4 

The average mark for this question was 15.9/25. 

A total of 7 candidates (23%) answered Question 4 dealing with the Paris Agreement.  

In part (a) which carried 5 marks, answers were rather superficial. Some candidates did not mention the aim 

of this agreement and/or how its goals can be achieved. In question 7 (b) and (c) candidates answered well 

but it was evident that, while most of them understood the subject in question, few produced the necessary 

details to earn them a higher mark.  

Question 5 

The average mark for this question was 18.7/25. 

A total of 29 candidates (97%) answered this question which dealt with air pollution and sustainable mobility 

with particular reference to the Maltese Islands.   

In part (a), which carried 8 marks and dealt with transport-induced air pollution in urban areas, candidates’ 

answers were satisfactory overall. Question 5 (b) carried 17 marks and candidates had to explain how 

mobility can become sustainable with reference to the Maltese Islands. Answers were generally adequate 

but two issues were observed. Firstly, some candidates gave wrong examples of sustainable mobility and 

secondly others did not make any reference to the Maltese Islands but discussed the issue in general. Hence, 

marks were lost.  

Question 6 

The average mark for this question was 15.8/25. 

A total of 26 candidates (87%) answered this question on global tourism. 

In part (a) candidates were asked to outline the key findings of Figure 4 which dealt with international tourist 

arrivals. Most of the candidates had some difficulty in interpreting the graph given. Answers were, overall, 

quite poor. In fact, most candidates only brushed through some points being illustrated in Figure 4 and chose 

to omit most of the others. Answers to question 6 (b) and (c) were generally fine and candidates showed 

they had a good grasp of the topic in their answers. The major problem was with part (d). It seems that the 

candidates were not aware of the support that is provided by the EU, and they struggled to provide a suitable 

answer. 
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D. CONCLUDING COMMENTS 

The examiners note that candidates’ performance was overall satisfactory. It is however recommended that 

candidates make more frequent use of technical and geographical terms in their answers and apply, in a 

more coherent way, geographical concepts to the Maltese scenario. There is also a definite need for a 

significant number of candidates to produce more detailed answers, especially when it comes to discuss 

human geography topics.  

 

Chairperson 

Examination Panel 2019  

 


