
MARK SCHEME 

Question: 
Assess the extent to which management strategies have reduced the impacts of the 
recent volcanic eruptions affecting Grindavík in Iceland. 
[7 marks] 

AO1: Knowledge and understanding 
AO3: Evaluation and decision-making 

 

Level 3 (6–7 marks) 

• A balanced and well-developed answer showing clear understanding of how 
management strategies reduced impacts. 

• Uses specific detail related to Grindavík (e.g. evacuation, monitoring, lava 
barriers, exclusion zones). 

• Explains both effectiveness and limitations of strategies. 

• Includes a clear and supported judgement about the overall success of 
management. 

Indicative content may include: 

• Effective monitoring and prediction using seismic data and ground deformation 
allowed early evacuation. 

• Evacuation and planning significantly reduced loss of life. 

• Lava barriers and exclusion zones protected key infrastructure. 

• Limitations such as repeated eruptions, economic disruption, and long-term 
displacement of residents. 

• Overall conclusion weighing success against ongoing challenges. 

 

Level 2 (3–5 marks) 

• Shows good understanding of management strategies with some development. 

• Refers to more than one strategy, but explanation may be uneven. 

• Limited evaluation or judgement, which may be implicit rather than clearly 
stated. 

• May lack detailed place-specific evidence. 



Indicative content may include: 

• Description of evacuation and monitoring. 

• General explanation of how these reduced impacts. 

• Limited reference to limitations or no clear conclusion. 

 

Level 1 (1–2 marks) 

• Simple statements showing basic knowledge. 

• Little or no explanation of how strategies reduced impacts. 

• No evaluation or judgement. 

Indicative content may include: 

• Statements such as “people were evacuated” or “the volcano was monitored”. 

• No link between management and reduction of impacts. 

 

Level 0 (0 marks) 

• No creditable response. 

 

Examiner note 

• Credit any valid management strategy (monitoring, prediction, protection, 
planning, technology). 

• Credit any reasonable evaluation, even if judgement is brief. 

• Place-specific detail is not essential for Level 2 but is expected for Level 3. 

 


