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A Summary of the School Comments 
on the proposed revised S1-S3 Geography Curriculum 

and 
the Response of the Ad hoc Committee 

for the Revision of the S1-S3 Geography Curriculum 
 
 
 
 The existing S1-3 Geography curriculum was issued in 1998 and has been 
implemented for more than ten years. In the past decade, a number of new 
developments have made part of its content or the direction of enquiry obsolete. 
Geographical education has also advanced in a number of ways, such as the common 
application of GIS and the introduction of ‘new regional approach’ for the study of the 
subject. In view of these, the revision of the existing Geography curriculum 
(Secondary 1-3) is deemed necessary to provide a more updated and comprehensive 
curriculum for junior secondary students. With the endorsement of the CDC 
Committee on PSHE, the Ad hoc Committee for the Revision of the S1-3 Geography 
Curriculum was set up in December 2008 to facilitate the revision of the existing 
S1-S3 Geography Curriculum. 
 
 During the process of revision, one consultation seminar was held on 2 July, 
2010 with an attendance of 158 school teachers. On the same day a consultation 
questionnaire (see Appendix 2), together with the proposed draft of the revised 
curriculum framework, was issued to all Hong Kong secondary schools to collect 
their views and comments on the proposed revision. The feedback, comments and 
suggestions collected in the seminar and from the questionnaire survey were 
summarized in the following paragraphs. For details of the findings, please refer to 
Appendix 1. 

 

 
1. Comments from schools 
 
(a) The response exhibited a majority support for the general direction of the 

proposed revised curriculum. Of the 157 replies received, over 95% agreed to the 
rationale of the revised curriculum while 98% and 91% of the respondents 
supported the proposed aims and objectives, and the essential learning elements 
respectively.  
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(b) Concerning the content of the proposed revised curriculum, the twelve modules 
received a support ranging from 53% (disease) to 97% (city). Except for the 
modules on ‘disease’ (53%), ‘tourism’ (72%) and ‘ocean’ (87.5%), all the other 9 
modules received a support of over 90%. 

(c) In general, a majority of the respondents agreed with the suggested revision 
recommended by the Ad hoc Committee. The only disagreement lied on the 
strong favour of some teachers to retain the topics on ‘plate tectonics’ and 
‘tropical rainforest’ in the junior secondary curriculum. To make room for the 
inclusion of these two topics, they advocated the omission of the less familiar 
modules on ‘disease’ and ‘tourism’. 

(d) The remarks put forth by schools are summarized as follows. The comments and 
suggestions are similar to those raised in the consultation seminar held on 2 July 
2010. 

i) About 17% and 13% of the respondents suggested to retain the topics on 
‘plate tectonics’ and ‘tropical rainforest’ in the existing curriculum 
respectively. 

ii) About 25% of respondents considered the module ‘disease’ not a 
geographical topic and suggested to have it deleted so as to make room for 
retaining the above two topics in the revised curriculum. 

iii) 18% of the respondents opined that there would not be sufficient lesson 
time for completing the 8 core and 2 elective modules in three years. The 
main reason for insufficient time is because some schools are unlikely to 
allocate two periods per 6-day cycle for junior secondary geography. 

iv) Some respondents (11%) worried that there might not be sufficient time to 
introduce GIS in junior secondary geography.  

v) Some respondents (6%) proposed that more time should be allocated for the 
teaching of map reading, and there are also suggestions to develop an 
independent module in the revised curriculum for the teaching of map 
reading. 
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2. Response from the Ad hoc Committee 
 
(a) The Ad hoc Committee understood the practical consideration of some teachers 

who wish to retain the two topics on ‘plate tectonics’ and ‘tropical rainforest’. 
The Committee has carefully considered various possibilities of incorporating 
teachers’ comments in refining the proposed revision. Nonetheless, any 
modifications should not violate the basic principles of curriculum design and 
the core rationale of this major revision — the introduction of the most 
contemporary geographical issues/phenomena and the latest development in 
geography which would (1) enable the S1-3 Geography curriculum be 
forward-looking and be able to prepare our students for future challenges in the 
21st Century, (2) make the study of the subject meaningful and interesting to our 
students, and highly relevant to their life experience, and (3) strengthen students’ 
global perspective by facilitating students to gain a broad overview of the major 
geographical issues and phenomena at different scales in different parts of the 
world. 

(b) The Committee agreed to restructure the core module on ‘natural hazards’ to 
incorporate the concept ‘plate tectonics’ and the topic ‘earthquake’ into the 
revised curriculum. The Committee did not adopt the same strategy to handle the 
topic ‘tropical rainforest’ since it is impossible to incorporate the major concepts 
and content of the topic into any one of the existing modules of the proposed 
revised curriculum. 

(c) The Committee did not agree to develop an independent module on either ‘plate 
tectonics’ or ‘tropical rainforest’ because no matter how the module is designed, 
it will most likely be a sole replication of the curriculum content of S4-6 
Geography curriculum, which is professionally unsound in terms of curriculum 
design and development. 

(d) Another reason for the Committee to retain the decision of not including a 
module on ‘tropical rainforest’ is because this module would most likely 
duplicate the module ‘oceans’ proposed in the revised curriculum. Both modules 
would focus on ‘resource management’, looking at the concepts and knowledge 
on “ecosystem”, “the importance of the resource”, “the impact of human 
overexploitation/misuse of the resource” and “the possible ways of using the 
resource in a sustainable way”. As such, the Committee opined that it would be 
inappropriate to have two modules of very similar nature and content within the 
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same curriculum. Since the issue of ocean resources is gaining increasing 
attention at both regional and international level (e.g. the East China Sea and the 
South China Sea conflicts), the Committee decided to opt for retaining the 
module ‘oceans’ in the revised curriculum and not to include an additional 
module for ‘tropical rainforest’. 

(e) The Committee did not agree to the teachers’ comments on the module ‘the 
geography of disease’, claiming that the module is non-geographical in nature. 
As clearly explained in the introductory paragraphs of the module in the revised 
curriculum, the study of disease is highly geographical as the focus is on the 
distribution and spread of diseases. The module would definitely enhance 
students’ spatial perspective and provide ample opportunities for the 
development of mapping skills and the interpretation of pattern, linkage, 
movement and relationships. Moreover, the study of diseases in the context of 
geography does not require the mastery of advanced knowledge in medical 
science or pathology, but would provide a solid geographical foundation for 
students if they are going to investigate this issue in their future studies. 

(f) In addition, the module ‘disease’ would also make the revised curriculum highly 
relevant and meaningful to our students as Hong Kong has unfortunately been 
attacked by infectious diseases a number of times in recent years. From a global 
perspective, the geography of disease has also been a hot global issue as a result 
of the increasing threat of epidemic diseases to human kind. The study of disease 
from a geographical perspective has already been introduced in geography 
lessons by some U.K secondary schools.  

(g) Since the module ‘disease’ is only suggested as an elective module for teachers 
and students to choose, and has gained the support of more than half of the 
respondents in the consultation, the Committee decided to retain it in the revised 
curriculum. 

(h) For the issue of insufficient teaching time, the Committee decided to rearrange 
the structure of the revised curriculum to reduce the total number of modules as 
well as the number of core modules to be studied. The Committee also suggested 
and the CDI officers agreed that recommendations and advise would be given to 
schools through various channels to ensure the provision of sufficient lesson time 
for the study of junior secondary geography. 
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(i) The Committee reiterated that GIS should be treated as one of the many IT tools 
that could facilitate the learning and teaching of geography. While students 
should be given opportunities to use GIS for handling and analyzing spatial data, 
it should only be applied whenever it is appropriate and its role should not be 
overemphasized. Learning activities involving the use of GIS are suggested for 
every module in order to allow flexibility for teachers to introduce the tool 
whenever they consider appropriate. It did not imply that GIS had to be used in 
every module of the revised curriculum. 

(j) The Committee opined that skills would be best developed in context and it 
would be inappropriate to develop an independent module solely for the 
development of map skills. In junior secondary geographical education, maps are 
used to help students study the relationships between people, places and the 
environment. Thus, the learning and teaching of map skills should be integrated 
into the investigation of geographical issues and themes. 

 

 
3. The Major Changes 
 
 The following paragraphs summarized the major amendments introduced to the 
revised curriculum by the Ad hoc Committee. 

(a) The core module on ‘natural hazards’ of Section A would be redesigned to focus 
on the broader concept of ‘hazards’ rather than on ‘landslides and typhoons’ as in 
the previous version. The revised module would still follow the original 
framework of extending the study of the issue from local to global scales. 
Landslides in Hong Kong and typhoons in China and Asia will be retained, 
though simplified, as the local and national/regional examples, while 
‘earthquakes’ will be added to the module to serve as the example of hazards at 
global scale. The concept ‘plate tectonics’ would be introduced briefly when 
students examined the causes of earthquakes. 

(b) The structure of the revised curriculum would be amended slightly to request 
teachers to complete 9, instead of 10, modules in three years. The number of core 
modules would be reduced from 8 to 6, with the core modules ‘tourism’ and 
‘climate change’ of Section A be turned into elective modules. As such, students 
would need to study 6 core modules, two from each of Sections A, B and C, and 
3 elective modules, one from each of Sections A, B and C. The figure below 
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summarizes the change in the curriculum structure of the revised S1-3 
Geography curriculum. Under this new curriculum structure, the lesson time for 
each module would be increased by about 11%. 

 
Original proposal 
                  
 
                  
                  
     +        +      
                  
                  
                  
 
New proposal 
                  
                  
                  
                  
      +      +     
                  
                  
                  
                  
(c) In response to the recommendations from the CDC Committee on PSHE, the 

Committee agreed to rephrase the following module titles to give a clearer 
indications of what the modules are about. 

Original version Amended version 
Tourists － Friends or foes? Tourists－Friends or foes? 
遊客—朋友或敵人? 遊客—敵友難分？ 

Can We Feed Ourselves? Food Problem—Can we feed ourselves? 
我們能養活自己嗎？ 糧食問題—我們能養活自己嗎？ 

Too Much and Too Little! The Trouble of Water—Too much and too little 
太多與太少！ 水的煩惱—太多與太少 

Population Problems—Purely a 
matter of number? 

Population Problems—Just about numbers? 

人口問題—純粹是數字問題？ 人口問題—純粹是數字問題？ 

 

Section A  
4 cores 
City 
Natural Hazards 
Tourism 
Climate Change 

Section B 
2 cores 
Food 
Water 
Either 1 elective 
Population or 
Desertification 

Section C 
2 cores 
Industry 
Energy 
Either 1 elective 
Disease or 
Ocean 

Section A 
2 cores 
City 
Natural Hazards 
Either 1 elective 
Tourism or 
Climate Change 

Section C 
2 cores 
Industry 
Energy 
Either 1 elective 
Disease or 
Ocean 

Section B 
2 cores 
Food 
Water 
Either 1 elective 
Population or 
Desertification 
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Original version Amended version 
Taming the Sand Taming the Sand—A long-lasting combat against 

desertification and sandstorms 
控制沙塵 控制沙塵—對抗荒漠化和沙塵暴的持久戰 

Facing a Spreading Risk! The Geography of Disease—Facing a spreading risk 
面對一個正在蔓延的危機！ 從地理角度看疾病—面對一個正在蔓延的危機  
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S1-3 Geography Curriculum Consultation Questionnaire 
Survey Results and Summary of Comments 

 
1. The proposed draft of the captioned revision has been issued to schools with the attached 
questionnaire (Appendix 2) on 2 July, 2010. A total of 157 replies are received and below is a 
summary of the responses collected in the questionnaire survey. 
 
Rationale 

Questions 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree 
Strongly 
Disagree 

1 93 61 1 0 
2 80 75 0 0 
3 78 65 2 0 
4 49 103 3 0 
5 71 77 5 0 
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Aims and Objectives 

Questions 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree 
Strongly 
Disagree 

6 48 106 1 0 
7 42 110 3 0 
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Curriculum Content 
 

Question 8 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree 
Strongly 
Disagree 

(a) 58 90 4 0 
(b) 50 92 10 0 
(c) 19 91 33 9 
(d) 69 76 5 2 
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(a) Using Urban Space Wisely － Can we maintain a sustainable urban environment?# 

(b) Living with Natural Hazards － Are we better equipped than the others?# 

(c) Tourists － Friends or foes?#  

(d) Changing Climate, Changing Environments# 

 
# core modules
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Question 8 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree Strongly 
Disagree 

(e) 51 95 7 0 

(f) 52 94 6 1 

(g) 30 110 11 1 
(h) 34 108 8 2 
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(e) Can We Feed Ourselves?# 
(f) Too Much and Too Little!# 
(g) Population Problems — Purely a matter of number? 

(h) Taming the Sand 
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Question 8 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree Strong 
Disagree 

(i) 60 86 7 0 
(j) 54 86 11 2 

(k) 18 64 45 28 
(l) 32 101 18 2 
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(i) Global Shift of Manufacturing Industry － Opportunities and threats# 

(j) Scramble for Energy# 
(k) Facing a Spreading Risk! 
(l) Oceans in Trouble! 
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Essential Learning Elements 
 

Questions 
Strongly 
Agree 

Agree Disagree 
Strong 

Disagree 
9 31 114 9 0 
10 34 106 12 2 
11 43 90 1 0 
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Time allocation 
 About Right More Time Less Time 
Section A 

(a) 112 38 5 
(b) 102 47 5 
(c) 80 12 62 

(d) 72 78 5 
Section B 

(e) 104 33 18 

(f) 105 35 14 
(g) 103 29 22 
(h) 97 26 30 

Section C 
(i) 100 52 3 

(j) 106 35 13 
(k) 70 16 67 
(l) 105 20 29 
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2. On the whole, a majority of the respondents agreed with the proposed revision. Over 
95% of the respondents agreed with the rationale of the curriculum, while 98% and 91% of 
the respondents supported the proposed aims and objectives, and the essential learning 
elements respectively. As for the curriculum content, 90% of the respondents agreed with the 
most of the proposed issues, except for the module on “Ocean”, “Tourism” and “Disease” 
(88%, 72% and 53% respectively).  
 
3. A number of written comments are received and summarized as follows. The comments 
and suggestions are similar to those voiced out in the consultation seminar held on 2 July 
2010. 
 

Major Comments and Suggestions No. of respondents 
1) Delete the topic “Facing a spreading risk” 39 
2) Add the topic “Plate Tectonics” 26 
3) Limited teaching time 26 
4) Add the topic “Rainforest” 21 
5) Insufficient time to teach GIS 17 
6) More time allocated in map reading skills 10 
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Survey of the Proposed Revision of Geography (Secondary 1-3) 
in Personal, Social and Humanities Education Key Learning Area 

 
Purpose 
The purpose of this questionnaire is to collect views on the revision of S1-3 Geography curriculum 
in the Personal, Social and Humanities Education (PSHE) Key Learning Area. The consultation 
focuses on the proposed rationale, curriculum aims and objectives, curriculum framework and time 
allocation. 
 
Background 
The existing S1-3 Geography curriculum was issued in 1998 and has been implemented for more 
than ten years. In the past decade, a number of new developments have made part of its content or 
the direction of enquiry obsolete. Geographical education has also advanced in a number of ways, 
such as the common application of GIS and the introduction of ‘new regional approach’ for the 
study of the subject. In view of these, the revision of the existing Geography curriculum (Secondary 
1-3) is deemed necessary to provide a more updated and comprehensive curriculum for junior 
secondary students. 
 
Consultation Seminars  
The Education Bureau (hereafter “EDB”) will organise one consultation seminar to introduce this 
proposed curriculum on 2 July 2010. For details and enrolment, please refer to the Training 
Calendar, Education Bureau. 
 
Questionnaire and Consultation Document 
This questionnaire and the enclosed consultation document “Geography (Secondary 1-3) – 
Consultation Draft” are accessible from the website of PSHE Section, EDB. 
 
Actions Required 
• Each school is cordially invited to complete ONE questionnaire.  
• The school head or his/her representative (preferably geography panel head) is invited to 

respond to the questions by referring to the Document. 
 
Deadline 
Schools should return the completed questionnaire by fax or by mail to the following address on or 
before 4 August 2010: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Senior Curriculum Officer (PSHE)3 
PSHE Section, Education Bureau 
Room 1319, 13/F, Wu Chung House 
213 Queen’s Road East, Hong Kong 

Fax No.: 2573 5299 / 2575 4318 



 

 

To: Senior Curriculum Development Officer (PSHE)3      Fax No.: 2573 5299 / 2575 4318 
 

Questionnaire on the Revised Geography Curriculum (Secondary 1-3) 
 
Please indicate the degree to which you agree with each of the following statements by blackening the 
appropriate circles “ ” and / or provide information in the space given. 
(SA = Strongly Agree A = Agree D = Disagree SD = Strongly Disagree) 
 
Rationale (See the Document pp. 1-2) 
 
  SA A D SD

1. Junior secondary geographical education should help students develop spatial, 
ecological and global perspectives to understand the interactions among people, places, 
and environments.   

 

2. Junior secondary geographical education should help students integrate knowledge of 
the physical and human worlds to understand better local, national and global issues 
and how these issues could be resolved and managed.   

 

3. Junior secondary geographical education should facilitate the understanding and 
application of key geographical concepts, including ‘space’, ‘place and regions’, 
‘human-environment interaction’, ‘global interdependence’ and ‘sustainable 
development’. 

 

4. Junior secondary geographical education should develop students to be informed and 
responsible Chinese and global citizens. 

 

5. Issue-enquiry approach should be adopted to make learning more interesting, 
meaningful and related to students’ life experience. 

 

 Please write down your comments on the rationale in the space below.  
   

   

   

   

 
Aims and Objectives (See the Document pp.3-5) 
  SA A D SD

6. The proposed aims of the revised Geography Curriculum (S1-3) are appropriate.  

7. The proposed objectives of the revised Geography Curriculum (S1-3) are appropriate.  

 Please write down your comments on the aims and objectives in the space below.    
     

     

     

     

 



 

 

Curriculum Content (See the Document pp.8-10 and pp. 15-62) 

8. The design and the content of the core and the elective modules are appropriate. 
(# = Core Module * =Elective Module  ) 

  

 Section A SA A D SD

(a) Using Urban Space Wisely － Can we maintain a sustainable urban environment? #  

(b) Living with Natural Hazards － Are we better equipped than the others? #  

(c) Tourists － Friends or foes? #  

(d) Changing Climate, Changing Environments #  

 Section B  

(e) Can We Feed Ourselves? #  

(f) Too Much and Too Little! #  

(g) Population Problems — Purely a matter of number? *  

(h) Taming the Sand *  

 Section C  

(i) Global Shift of Manufacturing Industry － Opportunities and threats #  

(j) Scramble for Energy #  

(k) Facing a Spreading Risk! *  

(l) Oceans in Trouble! *  

 
Essential Learning Elements (See the Document pp. 11-14) 
  SA A D SD

9. The proposed essential learning elements on knowledge and understanding are 
appropriate. 

 

10. The proposed essential learning elements on skills are appropriate.  

11. The proposed essential learning elements on values and attitudes are appropriate.  

 
Further comments / suggestions on curriculum content and essential learning elements: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Time allocation 

(AR = About right  MT = More time should be allocated LT = Less time should be allocated) 

12. It is proposed that the following suggested ranges of teaching time for the modules should be allocated. 
 Section A   
  AR MT LT

(a) Using Urban Space Wisely － Can we maintain a sustainable urban 

environment? 
10-12 hours 

(b) Living with Natural Hazards － Are we better equipped than the others? 10-12 hours 

(c) Tourists － Friends or foes? 8-10 hours 

(d) Changing Climate, Changing Environments 8-10 hours 
    

 Section B   

(e) Can We Feed Ourselves? 10-12 hours 

(f) Too Much and Too Little! 10-12 hours 

(g) Population Problems — Purely a matter of number? 8-10 hours 

(h) Taming the Sand 10-12 hours 
    

 Section C   

(i) Global Shift of Manufacturing Industry － Opportunities and threats 8-10 hours 

(j) Scramble for Energy 8-10 hours 

(k) Facing a Spreading Risk! 10-12 hours 

(l) Oceans in Trouble! 8-10 hours 

Further comments / suggestions on time allocation: 

 
 
 

Overall Comments: (Please add extra sheets if necessary) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Name of school :  

Attended the consultation seminar? :  Yes   No 

Name of the principal :  

Signature of the principal :  

 

School 
Chop 


