‘The Hazard Management Cycle is useful in minimising the impact of wildfires.’
Evaluate this view with reference to a wildfire event that you have studied. 
(20 marks)
The Hazard Management Cycle (HMC) outlines the sequence of activities before, during and after an event, including mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery with the aim of showing society how to reduce the impacts of hazards. This model is useful when applied to wildfire management, as it emphasises the importance of long-term planning as well as short-term responses. Using the 2019–2020 Australian “Black Summer” wildfires as a case study, this essay will evaluate how far the HMC is effective in minimising the impacts of wildfires.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear AO1 introduces knowledge 	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO1 / AO2 - Case study introduced. Promising essay structure. 
Before the Black Summer wildfires, Australia had extensive wildfire preparedness systems through state-level agencies such as the NSW Rural Fire Service. Satellite imagery, weather forecasting, and fire danger indices were used to monitor risk. Controlled burns, vegetation clearance, and community education programmes also formed part of the mitigation phase.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear AO1 case study knowledge 
These strategies align closely with the HMC’s pre-event phases and likely reduced losses in some areas, showing that the model can be effective when applied systematically. For example, effective mitigation helped protect built-up areas near Sydney. However, climate change and extreme drought conditions made fires far more intense and widespread than anticipated, demonstrating the limits of preparedness when facing exceptional environmental conditions. Therefore, while the Hazard Management Cycle structure is useful, its success heavily depends on the scale of the hazard and the resources available.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear AO1 knowledge 	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear AO2 application 	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO2 - Evaluative comment 	Comment by Ms D Webb: EBI: Opportunity to explore and analysis the theme of scale here; would allow for deeper evaluation 
During the 2019–2020 wildfires, over 72,000 firefighters, supported by volunteers and international aid, worked to control the fires using aerial water-bombing and ground crews. Evacuation orders were issued to towns in New South Wales and Victoria, saving thousands of lives. This demonstrates the usefulness of the HMC in coordinating responses, especially through communication systems and emergency planning.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear AO1 case study knowledge 	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO2 - Further evaluation 
However, the scale and duration of the fires meant that some areas were isolated for days, and response efforts were stretched beyond capacity. Communication failures and slow government responses also attracted criticism, showing that the model’s response stage may be less effective when the event exceeds planning expectations.	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO1 case study knowledge combined with evaluation - AO2 application 
The recovery stage in the HMC involves rebuilding infrastructure, restoring ecosystems, and providing emotional and financial support. In Australia, long-term recovery took years and included A$2 billion of federal aid for reconstruction, ecosystem restoration programmes, and psychological support for affected communities. The Hazard Management Cycle effectively guided post-event planning, demonstrating its role in organising and prioritising long-term recovery.	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO1 case study knowledge 
Nevertheless, some environmental impacts, such as the loss of over 3 billion animals and damage to key ecosystems, are effectively irreversible within human timescales. This highlights that the cycle cannot fully “minimise impacts” of disasters driven by global climate factors beyond immediate control.	Comment by Ms D Webb: EBI: Opportunity to explore the concept of ecosystems and analyse “irreversible environmental impacts within human timescales” in more detail for deeper evaluation	Comment by Ms D Webb: AO2 application of case study knowledge to evaluate 
The Hazard Management Cycle provides a systematic framework that helps structure wildfire management and improves resilience through continuous learning and adaptation. However, in the case of the Black Summer wildfires, its practical usefulness was limited by the event’s unprecedented intensity and duration. While the model improves coordination, education, and recovery, it cannot eliminate the fundamental causes—such as climate change, extreme drought, and flammable vegetation—which amplify wildfire severity in regions like Australia. Therefore, the cycle is useful for managing wildfires but insufficient for minimising impacts alone, especially in megafires linked to global climate patterns.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Strong evaluation summary 
Overall, the Hazard Management Cycle is a valuable conceptual tool for wildfire management, promoting a continuous process of preparedness, response, and recovery. The Black Summer fires demonstrate that while the model provides structure and improves resilience, its effectiveness is ultimately constrained by environmental and climatic factors. Therefore, it is partially useful in minimising impacts, but its success depends on wider environmental management and global climate mitigation efforts.	Comment by Ms D Webb: Clear evaluation, good conclusion that summarises points made throughout 

Comments: 
· AO1 knowledge is clear; there is a clear understanding of the Hazard Management Cycle and of the case study 
· AO2 application to evaluate: The case study is applied clearly to allow for a clear evaluation of the Hazard Management Cycle 
· While the evaluation is clear and outlines the positives and negatives, there are limited conceptual links and wider geographical themes analysed that would lead to more in depth evaluation 
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