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Read the information in the accompanying Resource Booklet and answer all questions.
1  Study Sources 1 and 2.

(a) Identify the trend in global child mortality, from Source 1.

..Decr.eo\sing_ .......................................................................................................................

(b) Identify two reasons for high rates of child mortality, from Source 2.

Unclean. deinking awoder......oe
SIS e

.................................................................................................. q [2]
L/
(c) Which way to reduce rates of child mortality do you thinkbisdlikely to be the most effective?
Explain why. r(

Provide. woter. treatment .service.
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(d) Explain why child mortality is an important local issue.
Lhild. mortality. is.on.important. local.issue. with. profound..........
implications. for..severol.reasons..Eirstly,. it is.o. humaniforion. ...
concern..ois. it represents. the. trogic.loss..of .young. lives..Every...
child's. life.is.valuable,.and. their. deaths. hove. ot significant..........
impoict.on.families, .communities,.ond. society. as.o.whole............
Secondly,.child.mortality. directly. affects. the. future.of the.......
cormunity..Children. are. the. future. generation,.ond.high........
mortality rotes. can hinder. population growth of..............
demographic. composition,.potentiolly. impodtifg dhe....................
community’s.vitality. ond..development... aver.,.oddressing.....
child. mortality.is.essentiol for. soci @namic..develo.pmen.’r ..........
High.child.mortalify. rofes. offenorrelote. with.underlying..... @

s poverty, limited occess fo

healthcare, ond inmdeauo@resources. By prioritizing efforts

socio-economic challlenges,

o reduce child mor Y communities con toickle these
sociol well-being, and loying the

mortatify s e o pressing concern for local communities

os they striVe fo create o healthier, thriving, and equitable
future for their youngest members. ..
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2  Study Source 3.
(a) ‘Governments must spend more money to provide clean water.’

What are the strengths and weaknesses of the argument supporting this claim?

The.argument. supporting the. claim. that. Governments. must.......
spend.more.meney. to.provide. clean. worter”. can. be. evaluoted....
hosed.on. ifs.strengths. and. weaknesses. Here's. an. analysis. of....
the. argument. hased..on. the. provided. source:.........oocc
SHNOTS.
1. Emofional. Appeal.. The. argument. evokes. steon@emations. ky...
highlighting. the. disgroce. of..child. deo&’rhs phicentdl. suffering,....
ond.the. spread. of diseaise.. This. emotiopdhppeal. can...............
effectively. drow. offention. to. the. ucdénsy” and importance. of.....
providing. Cleot wWoer. ... MM
2. Human. Rights.and. SocialTrdpact. The. argument. emphaisizes
that children bove bumanZights and. ore. essentiol to.the........ e
nation's wealtth ond y. It highlights the negortive

consequences“‘Qw ild mortality rotes on various aspects
of society, s Joy, humain rights, and community well-
\oeing.f }

3. EXper’Jr Adtthority: The argument references the World
Health Organization (WHO) fo support the claim that occess to
clean worer saves children's lives. By citing an outhoritortive
source, the argument strengthens its credibility and suggests

that investing in better woter freotment, sanitortion, ond
hygjiene is crucioll.
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(b) ‘Access to clean water saves children’s lives.’

How could you test this claim? You may consider the types of information, sources of evidence
or methods you might use.

To. fest the_cloim_ that *Access. fo. cleon. woter saves. children's...
lives, . you.would.need 0. design. o research. study. that. gothers.
evidence. to.support.or. challenge. the. claim. Here!'s. an_approach

1. Research Desig:. ...
-.Select. o somple. group:. Choose. o representotiye somple. of ...
children. from. areas. with.vorying. levels. of oedess’to. clean. water.
.:..Diyide...’rhe...so\mp..le:..Diyide..ihe..pmﬁicipa% td o, groups..-..on
experimentol.group. thot. hos. occess taspledn. wotter..and..o. control

group. Thoit. locks. access. or. hais. liited?access. fo. clean. wotter.....
= Dot Collection: Gather. dofagagthe. beatth. and well-being..of

the. children.in.both groupsteyér. o specific. peried. of time...........
2....Types..o.€..In.(—‘or.m.ol?ﬂ&..So.u.r.cgs..a(-f..Ev.ld.ence; ..............................

(i Dortor Collect dato.on. the. incidence. of.
..such.as. diarrbea,..cholera,.ond. other........
ses,..in.hoth.groups.. Compoarre. the. rofes. of (g
fween the two groups.
- Mortality Rotes: Gother informattion on child mortality rates in
both groups o defermine i occess to clean worter correlates with
o lower risk of death among children.
- Health Records: Collect health records, medical histories, and
hospitalizotion dottatl of children in both groups fo identify any
potterns or differences reloted fo worter quality ond access.
- Comparative Studies: Review existing studies and research

conducted by organizations like UNICEF, WHO, or reputable
NGOs thot have examined the relotionship between access to
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3  Study Source 4.

(a) Identify one opinion from Source 4.

Jhiscight 3o 0elp.
............................................................................................................................................. [1]

(b) Identify one fact from Source 4.
Jlorter. is. becoming. 0. SCONCE. FESOURCE. ...
............................................................................................................................................. [1]

(c) Explain why Saba’s statement might be biased.

“it. is.only. governments thot.con moke. ol reol difference ...
Bios.is.o fendency. or. prejudice. for.or. agdh methingon......
.offitude. of strong. llke or. dislike;..on..u ced. opprooch.........
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(d) Which argument is more convincing, Mamo’s or Saba’s?

Your answer should consider both arguments and you should support your point of view with
their words.

You should also consider:
the strength of their reasoning and evidence

their use of language
the different types of information used.

In._evaluating. the. arguments. presented by, Mame. and. Saka, it

is.essenfiol fo.consider. the. strength. of their.reaseoning.and.......
evidence, their use.of loanguage, and. the. different types.of.....

information. used. Here!'s. a0 analysis. of their,
determine. which one. is. more. convincingse, 8 .........................................
Moamo's. Argument:........o.... | (\ ...............................................
Mame.emphasizes. the. challenges #8satioted with water.........
scareity. due. to.global wormingapellution, and. population. ........
growth. He. suggests. thot |gealf communities. should ke.................
empowered. o belp. them

charrities. Mame cilg€RXaimples.such. as. building. wells, .installing
hond. pumps,.g llecting. roinwater. os. effective. measures......
He. olsaehie e.significance. of. inititives. like. “foiled...........
twinning'™ to PRBVide. clean warter. and. sonitertion fo. those.in.....
.n.eed..Molma.,s..ngu.m.en.’r...is..suppar.’(e.d...by..his..per.so.noll..reseo\r.ch.
and . experiences. in. communities. with. worer. issues. ...

SICOGDS. .
1).Empowering. Local. Communities:.Mame!s. argument. promotes
the.ideat.of locally. owned..ond. long:-lasting. solutions,.which........
prioritize. dignity. and.self-respect..This.opprooch. encourages..
self=sustoinability. and. community. involvement. in.oddressing.....
wotter-reloded. challenges. ... [15]
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4  Your local community wants to improve the quality of water in the area.
The following actions are being considered:
get help from charities for hygiene projects like toilet twinning and health education
give advice to local businesses about how to reduce pollution
raise taxes so the government can pay for a new water treatment centre and sewage works.
Which one of these actions would you recommend to the community, and why?
In your answer, you should:
state your recommendation
give reasons to support your choice

use the material in the sources and/or any of your own ideas
consider different arguments and perspectives.

An.order. fo.imprave. the. quality..of water. in. the-ardl. community, .
L would. recommend. that the. community. toikes. fo. fund the.
construction of. o hew. wotter freatme
works...Jhis.opprooch. offers.o. long;

anogement.and.sanitadion...........
ustoinable. source. of funding.............

.enhance. the. community.s.w
copabilities.. By. generoti

.ovoilable to.ad ofer.quality. concerns.and.moke. necessory.
improvemegtsainthe-future. Addtionally, roising foxes. fosters.a....
.sense..oft.‘cfofnm ®.ownership. and. accountohility,. encouraging.....
.octive. participation. from. community. members. in. mohaging.ond.....

motinfoining. the. woter. treatment. center. and .sewoge. works.............

‘treatment. centfer. can.have. potential economic. benefits,.such.ais....
creating. employment. oppartunities.during. the. construction.phoise..
.and.ottrocting. husinesses, tourists,.ond. investors.in. the. long..xun...
..Whil.e..O\Her.nol.’ri.v.e..olc.’r.i.ons,...su::.h..ol.s..hygien.e..p.m)e.c’r,s..o.r..p.o.l.lu’ri.on ........

Sustoinokle.solution. can. be. achieved. through. the.construction..of..
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.o.new. water freatment. center,. which. addresses. existing.woter.......
.quolity issues.ond.ensures. the.well-being. of the.community. for.....
YOS, B0 COME. .ttt
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3 (d)

2) Specific Examples and Evidence: Mamo supports his argument with
specific examples of charitoble initiotives and their impact, such os
building wells and toilet blocks. This adds credibility to his reasoning.

Saba's Argument:

Sabo emphoasizes the role of governments in making o real difference
in addressing wotter challenges. She acknowledges @poﬁo\nce of
educating people in hygiene ond sanitation buf, thort
governments are better equipped to reach o v{@r population. Sako
believes that only governments, with theigagiotional strotegies and
resources, can implement effective so 5. She mentions the need
for financiol support through toxés afid highlights the value of

infernationall ogencies' otdvice.QQ

Q’é

Strengths:
1) Government ity: Sobot emphaisizes the primarry
responsibilﬁfgfg ents in addressing worter challenges ond the
need for notional strategies. Her argument recognizes the importonce
of o coordinated and structured approach fo reach o brooder
population effectively.

2) Support from International Agencies: Saba highlights the
sighificance of infernational agencies like the World Healtth
Organization and World Bank in providing guidance and support to
governments. This odds weight to her argument and implies o
collaborative approach fo addressing global woter issues.

© UCLES 2019 2069/12/M/J/I19
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In comparing the two arguments, Saka's reasoning oppears to be

more convincing. While Mamo's argument emphasizes local community
empowerment and the success of specific charitable initiatives, Soba's
argument oicknowledges the limitotions of charities and emphasizes
the capacity of governments o implement broader and more
comprehensive solutions. Saka's focus on government responsibility,
the need for notional strategies, and collaboration with infernationall
ogencies provides d stronger foundation for addressingzthe glokol

woifer problem.
Please note that this evaluation is based on theadiven information
ond the strength of the arguments presen rsonal perspectives

maly vairy, and further analysis could b@ducfed bosed on
odditional information or context: (}@

©°
2 (0) ... Weoknesses: QQ
1. Lack of Specific S s: While the argument acknowledges the
imporoince of, jnv better water freotment, sanitation, and
hygjiene, it does*hotipevide specific detoils on how governments should
allocate funds or implement these measures. Without clear oction
plons or strotegies, it moy ke challenging for governments fo
effectively respond fo the claim.
2. Cost and Funding Challenges: The argument kriefly mentions raising
money through oid and toxes fo pay for vital water services. However,
it does hot address potential financiol constraints or the feasibility of
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obfaiining necessary funds. The argument moy be weokened without o
thorough discussion of the financial implications and potential
challenges associoted with increased spending.
3. Limited Context: The argument focuses primarily on the imporfonce
of clean woter for child survival and its impoct on society. It does
not consider other foctors that may contribute fo child mortality
rotes, such as healthcare occess, education, poverty, or political
stokility. A broader contextual analysis would stren the
orgument's comprehensive perspective. é q
In conclusion, while the argument supportin &e\c aim thort
“Governments must spend more money to pevide cleon worter
highlights the emotional and sociol si nce of addressing child
ces, it hos weaknesses in ferms

mortality through improved worter(se
of loicking specific solutions, ngtd@My addressing cost and funding

s,
challenges, ond limited co 0& analysis. To strengthen the
icial fo provide clear oction plans,

argument, it would b
, and incorporote o broader contextual

consider Fundipg
understonding’ o€ thgieictors impacting child mortality rotes.

© UCLES 2019 2069/12/M/J/I19



12
BLANK PAGE

2 (b) ...clean water and child mortality rotes.
3. Dartor Anallysis:
- Stotistical Analysis: Analyze the collected dato using
oppropriote stotistical methods to defermine any significant differences
in heatth outcomes and mortality rotfes between the experimental and
control groups.
- Comparative Analysis: Compare the findings of your study with
existing research and studies fo strengthen your congléislons ond
support the claim. Q
4. Limitations and Future Research:
- Recognize Limitations: Acknowledge any, Jnon:s of the
study, such as sample size, potential hioe$ or other contextual foctors
thot maly influence the results.
- Suggest Future Research: I
such as the impact of di?@e%

term effects of occes

y areos for further investigation,
lean worter interventions or the long-
n water on child heatth and well-being.
By conducting o w ned study that incorporotes quantitortive
dotol on healthieu ond mortality rofes, ois well os comparative
analysis with ex|s’n 9 research, you con gorther evidence to fest the
cloiim thot “Access to clean wotter saves children's lives* It is imporfont
fo consider multiple sources of evidence and conduct further research
to strengthen your findings ond support the cloiim.
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