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SEC Geography 
May 2008 Session 

Examiners’ Report 
 
 

 
Part 1: Statistical Information 
 
For the May 2008 session, there were a total of 167 candidates for Paper A and 117 candidates for 
Paper B. There were 3 absentees in Paper I and IIA, while in Paper B there were 15 absentees. 
Nine (9) projects were not presented by Paper A candidates whilst fifty-two projects (52) were not 
presented by candidates applying for Paper B.  
 
Table 1 Distribution of candidates’ grades. 
 
GRADE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 U ABS TOTAL  
PAPER A 25 33 44 34 18     10 3 167 
PAPER B       13 22 20 9 38 15 117 
TOTAL 25 33 44 47 40 20 9 48 18 284 
% OF TOTAL 8.80 11.62 15.49 16.55 14.08 7.04 3.17 16.90 6.34 100 

 
 
Part 2: Comments regarding candidates’ performance 
 
 
2.1 GENERAL COMMENTS 
 
Tables 2 and 3 represent the percentage response for each question in each paper. The percentage 
is worked out from the number of scripts received, therefore excluding the absentees. 
 
Table 2. Paper A – Distribution of candidates’ choice of questions 
 
Paper I Paper II 
Question 
Number 

Actual Number 
of Candidates 

Percentage 
(%) 

Question 
Number 

Actual Number 
of Candidates 

Percentage 
(%) 

1 164 100 1 47 29 
2 164 100 2 88 54 
3 115 70 3 75 46 
4 33 20 4 91 55 
5 66 40 5 138 84 
6 34 21 6 4 2 
7 41 25 7 152 93 
8 33 20 8 57 35 
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Table 3. Paper B – Distribution of candidates’ choice of questions. 
 
Paper I Paper II 
Question 
Number 

Actual Number 
of Candidates 

Percentage 
(%) 

Question 
Number 

Actual Number 
of Candidates 

Percentage 
(%) 

1 102 100 1 65 64 
2 102 100 2 54 53 
3 84 82 3 64 63 
4 26 25 4 51 50 
5 41 40 5 22 22 
6 16 16 6 51 50 
7 26 25 7 17 17 
8 20 20 8 75 74 
 
 
The response, shown in Tables 2 and 3 above clearly demonstrates a distribution of answers with 
few questions getting small number of responses. The most evident is Question 6 in Paper IIA. 
There is also an evident preference for Question 3 in Paper 1 with 70% and 82% of the Paper A 
and Paper B candidates attempting the answer. In Paper IIA there were evident preferences for 
Questions 5 and 7, however a slight preference is given to Questions 1, 3 and 8 in Paper IIB.  
 
The exceptions in this year’s paper are indicative of difficult questions, as was the case with 
Question 6 in Paper IIA, or very popular questions, such as Questions 5 and 7 in Paper IIA and 
Question 3 in Paper 1. The distribution of grades is consistent with previous years showing a 
relatively stable pattern of preparation of candidates sitting for the Geography SEC, over the past 
2 -3 years. 
 
 
The Examiners’ Board, however, is very disappointed to see once again many candidates 
applying for the Paper B and not presenting their fieldwork projects and/or do not sit for the 
examinations. Like last year, there is the large number of absentees for Paper B and projects not 
presented. Candidates who apply to sit for the Paper B examination should appreciate all the work 
carried out for the preparation of these examination and take responsibility to study and present 
themselves both for the project and the examination sessions. 
 
 
2.2 Comments regarding Fieldwork reports 
 
In this year’s report, the need was felt to include some notes regarding the fieldwork reports. 
These notes come out of the moderation exercise carried out by the Board during this session. 
 
It was evident that secondary data and texts were downloaded from the internet. A distinction 
should be made between data obtained from the field and data obtained from secondary sources 
(including the internet). Students should be made aware of what research is and should be given 
responsibility for their project, not just as an assessment tool for the SEC examination but also 
because they are conducting research. 
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Projects’ introductory sections, particularly once dealing with specific localities should limit their 
sometimes long and non-geographic description of place. This ties in with the lack of use of 
technical literature, as well as proper (academic) methods of doing project work. The Geographic 
Association (UK) has a number of teaching aids in this respect both for students and teachers to 
explore (http://www.geography.org.uk/) 
 
Photographs and figures should be ALL captioned and used intelligently. Any physical or human 
processes identified should be highlighted or explained in the caption. 
 
Attention should be taken as to the way the reference list at the end of the project is presented. 
Consistency in the presentation is vital. It is suggested that the method of writing these should be 
as indicated in the journals published by the Geographic Association (UK).  
 
Local Councils provide very good material on practically all localities in Malta and Gozo 
however this has to be used with care.  
 
It is becoming more evident that the focus of the student’s attention and energy during fieldwork 
is on the descriptive side, even with candidates sitting for Paper 2A. Although some good 
evidence of data gathering through a questionnaire and interview methods and other investigative 
forms was shown, most of the students still need to be encouraged more in interpretive and 
analytic skills when discussing their findings. More so when it comes to recommendations on the 
findings where the results are even poorer; most recommendations are superficial and many of 
them are practically ‘more of the same’ messages, as buzz words repeated ‘ad nauseam’ by the 
media. However, apart from the serious shortcomings, by the way candidates have proceeded in 
their Projects the criteria proposed by MATSEC in the Feedback Sheets were generally satisfied.  
 
The next section is divided into three, each dealing with an in-depth analysis of the questions for 
each individual paper, with general remarks on the responses given by the candidates. 
 
 
2.3 Comments regarding Paper 1 
 
 
Question 1 
 
As a compulsory question this was answered by all candidates. The greater majority of the 
candidates responded well to this question with the average mark obtained by Paper 1A 
candidates was 12.1 out of 20 marks whilst the average score for Paper 1B candidates was 8.6 out 
of 20 marks. The main concern throughout was that a fair number of candidates did not have any 
idea of the numerical values of areas or lengths, or failed to appreciate the concept of units of 
length or area even though the figure had a scale included. A number of candidates also found it 
difficult to string together a few sentences as requested in section ‘e’ of the question. 
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Question 2 
 
The average marks scored for this question were 13.4 out of 20 for Paper 1A candidates and 9.4 
out of 20 marks for Paper IB candidates. This was a rather gifted question with a considerable 
number of Paper 1A candidates providing excellent answers to all the three parts of the question. 
Paper 1B candidates obtained the highest average score in this question when compared to the 
other answers, obtaining good marks in the identification of vegetation types and environmental 
hazards. However difficulties were encountered in Section ‘c’ where two paragraphs had to be 
written on hazards and conservation. Evidently candidates could not put together a coherent write 
up. 
  
Question 3 
 
This question proved to be the most popular choice with 70.2 per cent of candidates sitting for 
Paper 1A and 81.6 per cent of candidates sitting for Paper 1B. The average marks awarded were 
11.9 out of 20 marks and 8.5 out of 20 marks for Papers 1A and 1B candidates respectively. All 
candidates scored high marks in part ‘a’ of the question and average marks in part ‘b’. The main 
reason for these problems was in the appropriate (scientific) definition for latitude and longitude. 
The reason for candidates obtaining high marks in this question was that apart from providing an 
excellent answer to this question, they also illustrated their answer with neat and well-explained 
diagrams. 
  
Question 4 
 
Only one-fifth and one-quarter of candidates from Papers 1A and 1B respectively opted to answer 
this question. An average of 14.1 out of 20 marks in Paper A and 8.1 out of 20 marks in Paper B 
were obtained. The highest average score obtained for any question by Paper 1A candidates was 
for this question. The main reason was that a good number of candidates provided excellent 
answers for explaining the environmental characteristics of two vegetation types (section ‘b’).  
 
Question 5 
 
The selection of this question by 40 per cent of candidates in each paper showed the overall 
interest which processes of mountain building, weathering and erosion have on the candidates. 
The average marks obtained were 12.9 out of 20 marks for Paper 1A candidates and 7.1 out of 20 
marks for Paper 1B candidates. The overall answers were fair with an evident distinction between 
Paper 1A and Paper 1B candidates mainly felt in the answers provided for sections ‘a’ and ‘b’. 
 
Question 6 
 
With average marks of 11.6 out of 20 marks and 8.7 out of 20 marks for Papers 1A and 1B both 
candidates scored well below the average. The main problem seemed to focus on the fact that 
although there were some excellent answers on sedimentary rocks and the economic importance 
of aquifers to the Maltese Archipelago, many answered poorly thus bringing down the average 
score.  
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Question 7 
 
About a quarter of the candidates from both paper opted to answer this question, obtaining 10.5 
marks out of 20 (in Paper 1A) and 6.8 marks out of 20 (in Paper 1B). The results were below the 
average obtained for each paper. This was surprising as the question focused on the interpretation 
of weather maps, especially when all candidates scored good marks for the definition of an 
atmospheric front, for drawing diagrams for warm and cold fronts and for the situation in the 
Tyrrhenian Sea. The main problem was in part ‘e’, where a ‘lengthy’ explanation of the processes 
involved was requested 
 
Question 8 
 
The largest difference between the performance of Paper 1A and 1B candidates was apparent in 
the answers provided to this question. About one-fifth of candidates opted for this question the 
average marks varied widely with 13.5 out of 20 marks obtained by Paper 1A candidates and 5.2 
out of 20 marks in Paper 1B candidates. In addition Paper 1A candidates obtained the highest 
average mark of all the questions in this paper, mainly by providing excellent answers and neat, 
well-annotated diagrams as requested. 
  
 
2.4 Comments regarding Paper 2A 
 
Question 1 River Basins, causes of flooding and population assistance 
 
Forty-seven candidates attempted this question. Many answers were rather good but it was 
evident that some candidates misunderstood part (c) of the question and instead of providing 
measures to assist the populations caught in flood areas, wrote either on preventive measures or 
about long terms measures to rebuild the afflicted places.  
 
Question 2 Climate change, global warming, prevention, causes and effects  
 
Eighty-eight candidates opted for this question. Some candidates still confuse the depletion of the 
ozone layer with global warming.  Parts (a) and (c) of the question referred to climate change and 
hence candidates could here refer to the climatic problems caused by the depletion of the ozone 
layer. However, part (b) of this question spoke only of global warming and in this part, any 
reference to the problem of ozone depletion was considered as mistaken.  Also in part (c) of the 
question, many candidates confused measures Malta CAN use to control climate change with 
measures which ARE ALREADY being implemented in other places abroad. 
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Question 3 Patterns of Rural Settlement in the Mediterranean with reference to meaning of 
nucleated village and physical factors which influence site and situation 
 
A total of 75 candidates attempted this question therefore, quantitatively, an average response.  
Many did well in their responses but some were unable to distinguish between physical factors 
and human ones and hence provided wrong answers.  Also many of the candidates were weakest 
in distinguishing site from settlement as requested in part (b) of the question.  There were some 
vague comparisons and others were totally unable to answer correctly. 
 
Question 4 World tourism growth, changing holiday patterns including use of cruise liners, 
advantages and disadvantages brought about by this growth 
 
The 91 candidates who opted to attempt this question showed a high level of educational coverage 
which the topic is being given.  Many gained good marks for their responses but some candidates, 
though tackling reasons for tourism growth, ignored almost completely to explain the reasons 
behind the changing patterns in the destination choices of today’s tourists 
 
Question 5 Population density and the causes of high density in certain areas and those of 
low density in Nordic countries 
 
One hundred thirty-eight candidates chose this question and, therefore, a topic which, for some 
reason, has a great pull factor on candidates.  Most of the candidates were able to explain the term 
and explain how the formula of population density is worked out (as requested in part ‘a’).  Some, 
however, still inverted the division.  Then in part (b), candidates interpreted ‘areas of high 
population’ in different ways: some referred to entire countries (especially those indicated in the 
bar graph), others to particular mega-cities and others to specific areas of high population 
densities. The latter were considered more to the point than the others.  Some candidates were 
hesitant whether to attribute the main causes of high density to high level of development or the 
opposite.  The same occurred in answering part (d) of the question: some attributed low density in 
Nordic countries as being the result of lack of development.  Finally, some candidates were in 
doubt to what the term ‘Nordic countries’ referred: several included the UK as a Nordic country 
with a low density of population.  
 
Question 6 The development of models of transport systems and their relationship with 
urbanisation and industrial models 
 
This seems to have been considered a tough question compared with the rest. In fact, only a mere 
number of 4 candidates attempted it.  All the four were practically good in explaining the 
development of transport system models, exploiting the Figure 4 (Taaffe, Morrill and Gould 
model) provided.  But then were hesitant to explain their interaction with Burgess’s and Hoyt’s 
urban models and Weber’s industrial location model. 
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Question 7 Alternative renewable energy resources and the reasons why countries need to 
shift to these resources 
 
This question was the most popular and in fact it was attempted by 152 candidates.  Most of the 
candidates did well in their answers especially in the naming of the three examples of renewable 
sources but less so in the descriptions.   In the second part, where candidates had to explain why 
countries should shift, the responses were quite similar but many made the emphasis on the 
exhaustion of petroleum reserves rather than to the environmental concerns arising from the 
impact of fossil fuel use. 
 
Question 8 Footloose industry and human factors of industrial location and physical factors 
which should condition industrial efficiency 
 
This question was attempted by 57 candidates.  A considerable number of these had no idea what 
a footloose industry is.  Some others did well in the definition but then, instead of human factors, 
indicated physical factors of industrial location (and therefore reflected the answer given for 
Question 3  re: the choice of site to build villages upon).   In some cases, a similar thing occurred 
for part (c) of the question: some candidates provided human factors, instead of physical ones, for 
elements influencing the level of efficiency in factories.  Yet, one should record that there was 
also a good number of candidates who provided very good answers for all the sections of this 
question 
 
 
2.5 Comments regarding Paper 2B 
 
General Remark 
 
Most candidates provided very short answers and diagrams were not used to illustrate answers, 
even when requested. Three candidates did not answer the four questions as requested. 
 
Question 1  
 
This question focused on industry, namely on primary industry for both LDCs and MDCs and the 
local environment. The common mistake in the answers provided was that candidates misread the 
question and did not comment on the position and negative development of primary industries in 
the World. The few candidates that provided comments referred to ‘position’ as ‘positive’ and 
therefore failed to answer the question fully. Moreover, a good amount of candidates did not 
provide examples. 
 
Question 2   
 
This question referred to rivers including anthropogenic factors as well as their natural 
environment and relevant environmental management aspects. The answers provided to this 
question were very limited in knowledge. There were very few cases where exhaustive answers 
were provided. 
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Question 3   
 
This question deals with population density. Most answers related to question (a) did not fully 
provide the requested. The same problem resulted in question (b), with few candidates providing 
the requested detailed answer. This shows an overall lack of general knowledge, as well as 
evidence of lack of preparation for the examination by a number of candidates. 
 
Question 4  
 
This question dealt with the coastal settlement patterns in the Mediterranean and the hazards that 
might effect these areas in the future. The most common mistake in this question (particularly in 
part ‘b’) was that candidates did not take into consideration the fact that examples were being 
requested from the Mediterranean region, and instead were providing examples related to 
hurricanes and tsunamis (which do not occur in the Mediterranean). 
 
Question 5   
 
This question focused on Tourism in Malta. Very few candidates were able to describe the graph. 
Overall the answers given to this question, in particular in part (b) were below the desired levels. 
 
Question 6   
 
This question dealt with climate change. Few candidates enhanced their answers with proper 
diagrams. Most of the answers especially part (b) were not answered properly with respect to the 
specific phenomena identified in the question. 
 
Question 7   
 
This question amalgamated transport and agriculture. Most of the candidates attempting this 
question showed a very poor level of knowledge about the Von Thunen and Weber models. So 
much so that in such a relevant question, many candidates did not even bother to mention the said 
models. 
 
Question 8   
 
This question dealt with renewable and non-renewable resources, with a focus on the local 
situation. The answers of several candidates were below the desired level, with answers being 
limited and evidence of little knowledge of the subject. The candidates attempting this question 
showed overall lack of preparedness to sit for such as an examination. 
 
 
The Chairperson 
Board of Examiners  
May 2008 
 


