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FORENSIC PSYCHOLOGY
Question
Number

Answer

Max
Mark

1(a)

Outline how brain dysfunction can explain criminal behaviour.

[10]

/RZHUOHYHOVRIDFWLYLW\LQWKHSUHIURQWDOOREHVDSSHDUWREHUHODWHGWR
DQWLVRFLDODQGDJJUHVVLYHEHKDYLRXUDFFRUGLQJWR5DLQH7KLVPD\
H[SODLQFULPLQDOEHKDYLRXULQDGROHVFHQFHDWLPHZKHQWKHILQDO
FRQQHFWLRQVRIWKHVHQHXUDOSDWKZD\VDUHVWLOOIRUPLQJ %ODNHPRUHDQG
&KRXGKXU\ ,WLVH[SHFWHGWKDWGHWDLOHGUHIHUHQFHWRRQHVXFK
VWXG\ZRXOGVXSSRUWDUHVSRQVHWRWKLVTXHVWLRQDOWKRXJKEURDGHU
UHIHUHQFHLQOHVVGHWDLOZRXOGDOVREHDFFHSWDEOH:HDNHUFDQGLGDWHV
PD\SURYLGHOHVVVSHFLILFDFFRXQWVRUIDLOWRFRQYLQFLQJO\FRQWH[WXDOLVH
ZKHUHDVEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHVZLOOEHH[SOLFLWLQGLUHFWUHVSRQVHWRWKH
TXHVWLRQ
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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1(b)

Evaluate individual (biological) explanations of criminal behaviour.

[15]

,QGLYLGXDO ELRORJLFDO H[SODQDWLRQVLQFOXGHEUDLQSK\VLRORJ\
ELRFKHPLFDOJHQHWLFRUHYROXWLRQDU\H[SODQDWLRQV7KHVHFDQDOOEH
XVHGWRFRQVWUXFWDQDUJXPHQWWKDWFULPLQDOEHKDYLRXUFDQEHH[SODLQHG
E\LQGLYLGXDOUDWKHUWKDQVLWXDWLRQDOIDFWRUV%HWWHUFDQGLGDWHVPD\
FRQVLGHUWKHUHODWLYHVWUHQJWKRIVRPHRIWKHVHIDFWRUV$QDOWHUQDWLYH
DSSURDFKWRDGGUHVVLQJWKLVTXHVWLRQPD\EHWRFRQVLGHUWKLVVLGHRIWKH
GHEDWHLQFRQWUDVWWRWKHVLWXDWLRQDOIDFWRUVRIIDPLO\XSEULQJLQJWKH
LQIOXHQFHRIWKHVRFLDOHQYLURQPHQWRUOHYHOVRISRYHUW\6SHFLILFLVVXHV
PD\EHEURXJKWWREHDULQHYDOXDWLQJH[SODQDWLRQVRIFULPLQDOEHKDYLRXU
)RUH[DPSOHLVVXHVDERXWUHGXFWLRQLVPQDWXUHQXUWXUHRUORQJLWXGLQDO
UHVHDUFKFRXOGEHLQWURGXFHGDQGGHYHORSHGDVSDUWRIWKHGLVFXVVLRQ
E\VWURQJHUFDQGLGDWHV$SRRUDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUD
KLJKO\VXSHUILFLDOW\SHRIUHVSRQVHZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKH
ERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDW
OLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRS
OHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUH
SUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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2(a)

How can an upbringing in a disrupted family explain criminal
behaviour?

[10]

&DQGLGDWHVFDQXVHRQHRUPRUHSLHFHVRIUHVHDUFKWRVXSSRUWWKHLU
DQVZHUVWRWKHDERYHTXHVWLRQ)DUULQJWRQHWDO¶V&DPEULGJHVWXG\IURP
LVDXVHIXOUHIHUHQFHDVDUHPDQ\RIWKHXSGDWHVVXFKDV
)DUULQJWRQDQG-XE\¶V  ³'LVHQWDQJOLQJWKHOLQNEHWZHHQGLVUXSWHG
IDPLOLHVDQGGHOLQTXHQF\´WKURXJKWR)DUULQJWRQ&RLGDQG0XUUD\¶V
 WKUHHJHQHUDWLRQVUHVHDUFK7KH&DPEULGJH6WXG\LQ'HOLQTXHQW
'HYHORSPHQWZDVLQLWLDOO\GLUHFWHGE\'RQDOG:HVWZKRFROODERUDWHG
IXOO\LQWKLVORQJWHUPIROORZXSVWXG\'DYLG)DUULQJWRQMRLQHGWKH6WXG\
LQDQGWRRNRYHUDV'LUHFWRULQ7KHVWXGLHVHVVHQWLDOO\FROOHFW
GDWDIURPORQJLWXGLQDOUHVHDUFK

7KHRULJLQDO&DPEULGJH6WXG\LQ'HOLQTXHQW'HYHORSPHQWLVD
SURVSHFWLYHORQJLWXGLQDOVXUYH\RI6RXWK/RQGRQPDOHVILUVWVWXGLHG
DWDJHHLJKWLQ7KHPDLQDLPVRIWKLVUHSRUWDUHWRDGYDQFH
NQRZOHGJHDERXWFRQYLFWLRQFDUHHUVXSWRDJHDQGOLIHVXFFHVVXSWR
DJHDWZKLFKDJHSHUFHQWRIWKHPDOHVZHUHSHUVRQDOO\
LQWHUYLHZHG7KHPRVWLPSRUWDQWFKLOGKRRG DJH± ULVNIDFWRUVIRU
ODWHURIIHQGLQJZHUHPHDVXUHVRIIDPLO\FULPLQDOLW\GDULQJORZVFKRRO
DWWDLQPHQWSRYHUW\DQGSRRUSDUHQWLQJ

7KHOHYHORIGHWDLODQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIUHVHDUFKWRDQVZHUWKHTXHVWLRQ
ZLOOGHWHUPLQHKRZFUHGLWZRUWK\WKHUHVSRQVHLV7KHYHU\EHVWDQVZHUV
ZLOOH[SOLFLWO\LGHQWLI\WKHOLQNEHWZHHQXSEULQJLQJLQDGLVUXSWHGIDPLO\
DQGFULPLQDOEHKDYLRXU

&UHGLWFDQDOVREHJLYHQWRUHVSRQVHVXVLQJRWKHUWKHRUHWLFDO
H[SODQDWLRQVZKLFKLGHQWLI\WKHOLQNEHWZHHQXSEULQJLQJLQDGLVUXSWHG
IDPLO\DQGFULPLQDOEHKDYLRXU
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
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6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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2(b)

Evaluate the use of longitudinal research when considering
upbringing as an explanation of crime.

[15]

7KHUHDUHYDULRXVVWUHQJWKVRIORQJLWXGLQDOUHVHDUFK,WWUDFHV
GHYHORSPHQWRIDSKHQRPHQRQRYHUWLPHUDWKHUWKDQFDWFKDPRPHQWLQ
WLPHZKLFKPD\EHDW\SLFDODQGPLVVHVWKHG\QDPLFTXDOLW\RIZKDWLV
EHLQJREVHUYHG,WFDQLGHQWLI\SRVVLEOHFDXVHVRIDQHIIHFWRFFXUULQJ
SUHYLRXVO\)DUULQJWRQ¶VUHVHDUFKLVDJUHDWH[DPSOHRIORQJLWXGLQDO
UHVHDUFKZLWKQHZUHSRUWVEHLQJSURGXFHGIURPWLPHWRWLPH$QRIWHQ
FLWHGZHDNQHVVZLWKORQJLWXGLQDOUHVHDUFKLVVXEMHFWDWWULWLRQZKLFKLV
PRUHWKDQPHUHO\QXPEHUVEXWDQ\VLJQLILFDQWIHDWXUHVRIWKRVHZKRGR
QRWUHPDLQWKDWPD\GLVWRUWWKHILQGLQJV$IXUWKHUGLVDGYDQWDJHLVWKH
ODFNRIFRQWURORIFRQIRXQGLQJYDULDEOHV&DXVHDQGHIIHFWLVXQFOHDUD
QXPEHURISRVVLEOHFDXVHVGXULQJWKHLQWHUYHQLQJ\HDUVFRXOGDFFRXQW
IRUWKHILQGLQJVRIVXFKUHVHDUFK/RQJLWXGLQDOUHVHDUFKLVH[SHQVLYH
FDQQRWEHPRGLILHGDVPHWKRGRORJLFDOIODZVXQIROGDQGFDQQRWEH
UHSOLFDWHG)LQDOO\GDWDFROOHFWHGZLOOXVXDOO\EHVXVFHSWLEOHWRGHPDQG
FKDUDFWHULVWLFVVXFKDVIURPLQWHUYLHZVLQWKH3HWHUERURXJK<RXWKVWXG\
KRZHYHUTXDQWLWDWLYHDVZHOODVTXDOLWDWLYHGDWDLVREWDLQDEOH
$PHUHDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDVXSHUILFLDOUHVSRQVHZRXOG
FRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUH
DFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHG
UHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHVWKDW
DUHORFDWHGLQWKHFRQWH[WRIWKHTXHVWLRQE\UHIHUULQJWRUHVHDUFKUHODWHG
WRXSEULQJLQJDVDQH[SODQDWLRQRIFULPH
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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3(a)

Describe one case study as an approach to offender profiling.

7KHFDVHVWXG\RI-RKQ'XII\UHSUHVHQWVDQDSSURDFKWRSURILOLQJDV
DGRSWHGE\'DYLG&DQWHU6LPLODUO\KLVPHWKRGVKDYHEHHQGHYHORSHG
VXFKDVLQWKHJHRJUDSKLFDOSURILOLQJVXJJHVWHGE\'U.LP5RVVPR
:HDNHUUHVSRQVHVPD\VLPSO\UHSRUWVRPHRIWKHGHWDLOVRIDFDVH
VWXG\EHWWHUUHVSRQVHVZLOOSUHVHQWWKHVHDVSDUWRIWKHFDVHVWXG\DV
DQDSSURDFKWRFULPLQDOLQYHVWLJDWLRQ


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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3(b)

Compare different approaches to creating a profile.

[15]

'LIIHUHQWDSSURDFKHVFRXOGEHWRSGRZQDQGERWWRPXS$PHULFDQDQG
%ULWLVK )%,DQG&DQWHU SURILOHUVVXFKDV&DQWHUDQG5RVVPR
5HVSRQVHVFRXOGEHDFRPSDULVRQRIDSSURDFKDIDFWXDOFRPSDULVRQD
FRPSDULVRQRIPHWKRGRORJ\RUDFRPSDULVRQRIDSDUWLFXODULVVXH
EHWZHHQWZRDSSURDFKHV$OORUDQ\RIWKHVHZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHD
OHJLWLPDWHUHVSRQVH)XUWKHUQRWHWKDWFRPSDULVRQLQYLWHVERWK
VLPLODULWLHVDVZHOODVGLIIHUHQFHV

$QDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDOFRPSDULVRQ
ZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRD
PRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHPD\EHRXWOLQLQJWZR
DSSURDFKHVVLGHE\VLGHZLWKRXWGUDZLQJH[SOLFLWFRPSDULVRQVDPRUH
GHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHG
DQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHSRLQWVDQGRU
LVVXHV

0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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What is the effect on a jury of evidence being ruled ‘inadmissible’
in court?

[10]

,IHYLGHQFHLVGHHPHGLQDGPLVVLEOHVXFKDVSUHYLRXVFRQYLFWLRQVRU
UXPRXUDMXGJHZLOOLPPHGLDWHO\RYHUUXOHLW7KHMXU\ZLOOWKHQEHDVNHG
WRGLVUHJDUGZKDWWKH\KDYHMXVWKHDUG7KHKRSHLVWKDWWKHMXU\ZLOOEH
DEOHWRGRVR5HVHDUFKKRZHYHUVXJJHVWVDERRPHUDQJHIIHFW
UHDFWDQFHWKHRU\ ZKHUHE\WKLVLQIRUPDWLRQEHFRPHVPRUHLPSRUWDQWWR
WKHMXU\

,Q3LFNHO¶VVWXG\VXEMHFWVOLVWHQHGWRDPRFNWULDOLQZKLFKLQIRUPDWLRQ
ZDVRYHUUXOHG,IWKHMXGJHUXOHGHYLGHQFHZDVLQDGPLVVLEOHDQGJDYH
DQH[SODQDWLRQRIZK\MXURUVZHUHIRXQGWRSD\PRUHDWWHQWLRQWRWKDW
HYLGHQFH,IWKHMXGJHUXOHGHYLGHQFHZDVLQDGPLVVLEOHEXWJDYHQR
H[SODQDWLRQRIZK\WKHMXURUVWHQGHGWRLJQRUHWKLVHYLGHQFH%URHGHU
DOVRVKRZHGKRZLQDGPLVVLEOHHYLGHQFHFDQEHPRUHLPSRUWDQWDQGWKDW
LWGRHVKDYHDQLPSDFWRQWKHMXU\DQGWKHYHUGLFWWKH\UHDFK
&DQGLGDWHVPD\UHIHUWR:ROIDQG0RQWJRPHU\ZKRIRXQGWKDWHYLGHQFH
EHLQJFDOOHGLQDGPLVVLEOHKDGYHU\OLWWOHHIIHFWRQJXLOW\MXGJHPHQWV
EHLQJUHDFKHGE\WKHMXURUV7KH\RQO\UHDFWHGDJDLQVWWKHLQVWUXFWLRQ
ZKHQWKHMXGJHDGGHGTXDOLILHGRUDGPRQLVKHGLQUHVSHFWRIWKH
LQDGPLVVLEOHHYLGHQFH

0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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4(b)

Evaluate the usefulness of research into persuading a jury.

[15]

8VHIXOQHVVPD\FRQVLGHUEHQHILWDSSURSULDWHQHVVHIIHFWLYHQHVV
DSSOLFDWLRQDQGVKRUWFRPLQJVLQFOXGLQJPHWKRGRORJLFDOOLPLWDWLRQV
8VHIXOQHVVFDQUDQJHIURPYDOXHWRVRFLHW\WRDSSOLFDWLRQWRDSDUWLFXODU
VHWWLQJ7KLVFDQWDNHWKHIRUPRIEURDGJHQHUDOFRPPHQWVRQSULQFLSOHV
DQGDVVXPSWLRQVLHZKHWKHULWFRQYLQFHVRUQRWZKDWDUHWKHHWKLFDO
LPSOLFDWLRQVFRQVLGHULQJLWVVSHFLILFDSSOLFDWLRQLQDSUDFWLFDODQG
FRQFUHWHVHWWLQJ
1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
SUHOHDUQHGQRQVSHFLILFDQVZHUZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDUHVSRQVHLQWKH
ERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDW
OLPLWHGUHVSRQVHWRDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRS
OHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUH
SUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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HEALTH AND CLINICAL PSYCHOLOGY
Question
Number

Answer

Max
Mark

5(a)

How can fear arousal be used as a method of health promotion?

[10]

,WLVEHOLHYHGWKDWWKHIHDUIDFWRUFDQEHDPDMRUFRQWULEXWRULQFKDQJLQJ
EHKDYLRXU3HRSOHWHQGWRIHDULOOKHDOWKSDLQDQGGLVHDVHVRWKLVFDQEH
H[SORLWHGWRHQFRXUDJHDPRUHKHDOWK\DWWLWXGH7KLVZDVLQYHVWLJDWHGDV
HDUO\DVZKHQ-DQLVDQG)HVKEDFNFRQVLGHUHGWKHHIIHFWRIIHDU
DURXVDORQGHQWDOK\JLHQHDQGPRUHEURDGO\E\6RDPHV-RE  
ORRNLQJDWWKHHIIHFWLYHDQGLQHIIHFWLYHXVHRIIHDULQKHDOWKSURPRWLRQ
FDPSDLJQV,WDSSHDUVWKDWWKHUHLVDQRSWLPDOOHYHORIIHDUUHTXLUHGDV
GHVFULEHGLQ³)HDUDSSHDOVLQKHDOWKSURPRWLRQFDPSDLJQV7RRPXFK
WRROLWWOHRUMXVWULJKW´ +DOHHWDO 

7KHEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOXVHSV\FKRORJLFDOUHVHDUFKDQGWHUPVWR
DGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQVSHFLILFDOO\DQGGHVFULEHWKHFRQWH[WLQZKLFKIHDU
DURXVDOFDQEHXVHGDVDZD\WRSURPRWHJRRGKHDOWK,QRWKHUZRUGV
WKHEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOUHIHUWRWKHDSSOLFDWLRQUDWKHUWKDQPHUHO\
UHSRUWLQJWKHUHVHDUFK7KXVTXDOLW\RIGHVFULSWLRQDQGLQWHUSUHWDWLRQRI
HYLGHQFHZLOOW\SLI\WKHEHWWHUUHVSRQVH
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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5(b)

Assess the effectiveness of methods of health promotion.

[15]

7KHTXHVWLRQFDOOVIRUDFRQVLGHUDWLRQRIKRZVXFFHVVIXOGLIIHUHQW
PHWKRGVRIKHDOWKSURPRWLRQDUH7KLVFRXOGEHDGGUHVVHGE\
FRQVLGHULQJVWUHQJWKVDQGZHDNQHVVHVRIGLIIHUHQWPHWKRGVRIKHDOWK
SURPRWLRQRUE\FRPSDULQJGLIIHUHQWPHWKRGV
7KLVTXHVWLRQFRXOGDOVREHDGGUHVVHGE\VXJJHVWLQJWKDWLWLVKDUGWR
DVVHVVWKHHIIHFWLYHQHVVRIPHWKRGVRIKHDOWKSURPRWLRQEHFDXVHPRVW
UHVHDUFKWDNHVSODFHLQWKHILHOG+HQFHLWKDVKLJKHFRORJLFDOYDOLGLW\
EXWIDLOVWRFRQWURODQXPEHURIH[WUDQHRXVYDULDEOHVVRZHFDQQHYHU
UHDOO\NQRZZKDWSURGXFHVWKHPRYHWRZDUGVKHDOWKLHUEHKDYLRXU

$ZHDNDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO³WKLVLV
HIIHFWLYHDQGVRLVWKDW«´RU³WKLVLVEHWWHUWKDQWKDW«´W\SHUHVSRQVH
ZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRD
PRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHG
UHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV
'HYHORSPHQWHODERUDWLRQFRXOGEHDFKLHYHGIRUH[DPSOHE\
LQFRUSRUDWLQJDMXGJHPHQWDVWRWKHHIIHFWLYHQHVVRIPHWKRGVRIKHDOWK
SURPRWLRQLQIRUPHGE\FRPSDULVRQRIVSHFLILFIHDWXUHVRULVVXHVZLWK
RWKHUPHWKRGV


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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6(a)

Describe one cognitive technique for managing stress.

7KHUHDUHDQXPEHURIWHFKQLTXHVZKLFKFRXOGEHUHIHUUHGWRVRPHYHU\
VSHFLILFDQGVRPHPRUHJHQHUDO5HVWUXFWXULQJUHDSSUDLVDOUHODEHOOLQJ
UHIUDPLQJFRJQLWLYHWKHUDS\6,7KDUGLQHVVWUDLQLQJDQG5(7WRQDPH
EXWDIHZ7KHZRUGµWHFKQLTXH¶FDQEHEURDGO\DSSOLHGUHIHUULQJWRDQ\
SUDFWLFHRUSURFHGXUHZKLFKPD\EHXVHGZKHQPDQDJLQJVWUHVV7KH
TXDOLW\RIUHVSRQVHZLOOQRWRQO\EHGHWHUPLQHGE\GHWDLOWHUPLQRORJ\
DQGGHVFULSWLRQEXWDOVRE\KRZZHOOWKHWHFKQLTXHLVDSSOLHGWRWKH
VSHFLILHGFRQWH[WRIPDQDJLQJVWUHVV

7KHEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOXVHWKHLUNQRZOHGJHRISV\FKRORJLFDOFRQFHSWV
WRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQVSHFLILFDOO\DQGGHVFULEHWKHFRQWH[WLQZKLFK
FRJQLWLYHWHFKQLTXHVPD\EHXVHGWRPDQDJHVWUHVV,QRWKHUZRUGVWKH
EHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOUHIHUWRWKHDSSOLFDWLRQUDWKHUWKDQPHUHO\UHSRUWLQJ
WKHWKHRU\7KXVTXDOLW\RIGHVFULSWLRQDQGLQWHUSUHWDWLRQRIHYLGHQFHZLOO
W\SLI\WKHEHWWHUUHVSRQVH


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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6(b)

Discuss whether stress should be managed by treating the
individual or their situation.

[15]

7KHFRJQLWLYHDSSURDFKZRXOGVXJJHVWWUHDWLQJWKHLQGLYLGXDOE\
DGGUHVVLQJWKHLUIDXOW\RULUUDWLRQDOWKLQNLQJ7KHELRORJLFDODSSURDFK
VXJJHVWVWUHDWLQJWKHLQGLYLGXDOELRORJLFDOO\ZKHWKHUEUDLQRU
SK\VLRORJLFDOO\IRUH[DPSOH7KHEHKDYLRXUDODSSURDFKKRZHYHUZRXOG
VXJJHVWWKDWWKHHQYLURQPHQWQDPHO\WKHLUVLWXDWLRQLVWKHFDXVHRIWKH
GLVWXUEHGEHKDYLRXU$QRWKHUH[DPSOHRIWUHDWLQJWKHVLWXDWLRQLVWKHXVH
RIVRFLDOVXSSRUWDVVHHQLQ:D[OHU0RUULVRQ  +HQFHD
PDQDJHPHQWSURFHGXUHEDVHGRQFODVVLFDORURSHUDQWFRQGLWLRQLQJ
ZRXOGEHPRVWOLNHO\WRVHFXUHDGHVLUDEOHRXWFRPHµ'LVFXVV¶VXJJHVWV
WKHGLIIHUHQWVLGHVRIWKHDUJXPHQWVKRXOGEHFRQVLGHUHGDQGGHEDWHG

1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
QRQVSHFLILFDQVZHUZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDUHVSRQVHLQWKHERWWRP  
EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVH
WRDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUH
GHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVH
HYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV)RUH[DPSOH'LVSRVLWLRQQDWXUH
QXUWXUHRUGHWHUPLQLVPDUHDOOSRVVLEOHDYHQXHVRIHYDOXDWLRQ
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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Answer

Max
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Outline a biological explanation of dysfunctional behaviour.

%LRORJLFDOH[SODQDWLRQVRIG\VIXQFWLRQDOEHKDYLRXUZKLFKPD\
V\QRQ\PRXVO\EHGHVFULEHGDVRUJDQLFVRPDWLFRUPHGLFDOLQFOXGH
JHQHWLFQHXURORJLFDOELRFKHPLFDO*HQHWLFH[SODQDWLRQVRIWHQFRQVLGHU
FRQFRUGDQFHUDWHVEHWZHHQYDULRXVUHODWLYHVXVLQJHYLGHQFHVXFKDV
WZLQVWXGLHVWRFRPSDUHPRQR]\JRWHZLWKGL]\JRWHWZLQV1HXURORJLFDO
H[SODQDWLRQVIRFXVPRUHRQEUDLQVWUXFWXUHDQGIXQFWLRQLQJVXFKDV
LQYHVWLJDWLQJWKHIOXLGILOOHGYHQWULFOHVRIWKHVFKL]RSKUHQLFRUGDPDJHWR
DUHDVRIWKHEUDLQVXFKDVWKHSUHIURQWDOOREHRUWKHODWHUDODQG
YHQWURPHGLDOK\SRWKDODPXV3K\VLRORJLFDOH[SODQDWLRQVFRQFHQWUDWH
PRUHRQHOHFWULFDODQGFKHPLFDOIXQFWLRQLQJ QHUYRXVV\VWHPDQG
HQGRFULQHV\VWHP ZLWKSDUWLFXODUUHIHUHQFHWRQHXURWUDQVPLWWHUVIRU
H[DPSOH

7KHEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOUHVSRQGE\XVLQJUHOHYDQWLQIRUPDWLRQWR
SURYLGHDFRKHUHQWH[SODQDWLRQRIG\VIXQFWLRQDOEHKDYLRXUZHDNHU
UHVSRQVHVZLOOWHQGWRZDUGVGHVFULSWLRQRQO\


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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7(b)

To what extent are explanations of dysfunctional behaviour
reductionist?

7KHTXHVWLRQLQYROYHVDGHJUHHRIMXGJHPHQWDERXWWKHH[WHQWWRZKLFK
WKHELRORJLFDOH[SODQDWLRQRIG\VIXQFWLRQDOEHKDYLRXUIRUH[DPSOHLV
UHGXFWLRQLVW5HGXFWLRQLVPUHIHUVWROHYHOVRIH[SODQDWLRQZKLFKDLPWR
XQGHUVWDQGWKHQDWXUHRIZKDWLVFRPSOH[E\UHGXFLQJLWWRWKDWZKLFKLV
VLPSOHURUPRUHIXQGDPHQWDORUDSRVLWLRQWKDWDFRPSOH[V\VWHPLVWKH
VXPRILWVSDUWVDQGWKDWDQDFFRXQWRILWFDQEHUHGXFHGWRDFFRXQWVRI
WKRVHSDUWV7KHDGYDQWDJHRIUHGXFWLRQLVPLVWKDWLWDOORZVXVWRWHDVH
RXWWKHFDXVDOIDFWRUVRIKXPDQEHKDYLRXUDGLVDGYDQWDJHLVWKDWLWFDQ
RYHUORRNWKHG\QDPLFVEHWZHHQWKHFRQVWLWXHQWSDUWVRIDQH[SODQDWLRQ
RUZRUVHRPLWSDUWVRIDPRUHFRPSOH[H[SODQDWLRQ+HQFH
XQGHUVWDQGLQJWKHELRORJ\RIG\VIXQFWLRQDOEHKDYLRXUOHDGVWRJUHDW
DZDUHQHVVRIDPDMRUDVSHFWZKLFKSUHGLVSRVHVVRPHWRPHQWDO
DGYHUVLW\EXWPD\RYHUORRNVRPHDVSHFWVVXFKDVWKHLQIOXHQFHRIWKH
VRFLDODQGSK\VLFDOHQYLURQPHQW

$ZHDNDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
³UHGXFWLRQLVPLVEDGEHFDXVHLWRQO\FRQVLGHUVRQHWKLQJ´W\SHUHVSRQVH
ZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRD
PRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHG
UHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWV5HGXFWLRQLVPZLOO
EHFRQVLGHUHGVSHFLILFDOO\LQUHODWLRQWRG\VIXQFWLRQDOEHKDYLRXUDQGLQ
UHVSRQVHWRWKHµWRZKDWH[WHQW¶GHPDQGRIWKHTXHVWLRQ

[15]

0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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8(a)

Outline a behavioural explanation of one disorder (either affective
or anxiety or psychotic).

$EHKDYLRXUDOH[SODQDWLRQZRXOGXVXDOO\EHEDVHGLQFODVVLFDORU
RSHUDQWFRQGLWLRQLQJKRZHYHURXWOLQLQJWKHEHKDYLRXUDOSDUWRIDZLGHU
H[SODQDWLRQLVHTXDOO\DFFHSWDEOHVXFKDVVRFLDOOHDUQLQJWKHRU\,WLV
LPSRUWDQWWKDWWKHTXHVWLRQLVDGGUHVVHGVSHFLILFWRDJLYHQDIIHFWLYHRU
DQ[LHW\RUSV\FKRWLFGLVRUGHU

$EHWWHUUHVSRQVHZLOOVHHWKHFDQGLGDWHLGHQWLI\DGLVRUGHUVXFKDV
6$'DJRUDSKRELDRUVFKL]RSKUHQLDDQGSURYLGHDEHKDYLRXUDO
H[SODQDWLRQRIKRZWKHFRQGLWLRQPLJKWFRPHDERXW4XDOLW\GHWDLODQG
HODERUDWLRQZLOOPDUNRXWDVWURQJUHVSRQVHWRWKHTXHVWLRQ$Q
DSSUHFLDWLRQRIDSDUWLFXODULOOQHVVDQGLWVEHKDYLRXUDOH[SODQDWLRQZRXOG
FRQVWLWXWHDEHWWHUDQVZHUIURPRQHZKLFKJLYHVDPRUHJHQHUDO
GHVFULSWLRQRUPD\QRWHYHQVSHFLI\DSDUWLFXODUGLVRUGHU6XFKDQ
DQVZHUZRXOGVWLOOEHZRUWK\RIVRPHFUHGLWKRZHYHU


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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8(b)

Compare explanations of the disorder you referred to in part (a).

[15]

$FRPSDULVRQRIWKHH[SODQDWLRQVSURYLGHGIURPWZRRUPRUHRIWKH
YDULRXVSDUDGLJPVIRUPVWKHEDVLVIRUWKLVDQVZHU:KHWKHUDPHQWDO
GLVRUGHULVSDWKRORJLFDOOHDUQHGEDVHGRQDGHHSVHDWHGUHSUHVVHG
FRQIOLFWRUERUQHRXWRIGLVRUJDQLVHGDQGLUUDWLRQDOWKLQNLQJFDQDOOEH
FRPSDUHGDVSRVVLEOHH[SODQDWLRQVDQGDUHFHQWUDOWRWKHUHVSRQVH$
VWUDLJKWFRPSDULVRQRIWKHIHDWXUHVRIWKHH[SODQDWLRQVLVRQHDSSURDFK
DQRWKHUEHLQJDFRPSDULVRQRILVVXHVRUPHWKRGVIRUH[DPSOH+HQFH
DGHEDWHDVWRKRZVXEMHFWLYHDQWZRH[SODQDWLRQVDUHRUYDOXHODGHQ
WKH\PD\EHSURYLGHVGLIIHUHQWZD\VRIDGGUHVVLQJWKLVTXHVWLRQ

&RPSDUHFDQEHVLPLODULWLHVRUGLIIHUHQFHV

1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDVXSHUILFLDO
SRVVLEO\QRQVSHFLILFDQVZHUZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDUHVSRQVHLQWKHERWWRP
 EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHG
UHVSRQVHWRDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHOD
PRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVH
HYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV)RUH[DPSOHDQHYDOXDWLRQRIKRZ
GLIIHUHQWH[SODQDWLRQVPD\ZRUNLQFRPELQDWLRQVXFKDVGLVFXVVLQJWKDW
DSK\VLRORJLFDOSUHGLVSRVLWLRQLQDJHQHWLFDOO\YXOQHUDEOHLQGLYLGXDO
QHHGVOHVVRIDQHQYLURQPHQWDOWULJJHUWKDQPRVW
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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9(a)

Describe one piece of research into achievement motivation in
sport.

[10]

7KHQRWLRQRIµ$FKLHYHPHQW0RWLYDWLRQ¶ZDVLQWURGXFHGE\0F&OHOODQGLQ
IROORZLQJDVHULHVRIZRUNVLQWKHSUHFHGLQJIHZ\HDUVDQG
EHFDPHNQRZQDVWKH0F&OHOODQG$WNLQVRQPRGHO7KHPRGHORUDQ\
VWXG\WRZKLFKLWLVUHODWHGSURYLGHVDQDFFHSWDEOHUHVSRQVH)XUWKHU
DQ\ZRUNVPD\EHSUHVHQWHGZKLFKFRQVLGHUWKHPHDVXUHPHQWRIWKH
PRWLYHWRDFKLHYHPHQWIURP0XUUD\¶VSURMHFWLYHWHVWLQJLQ IURP
ZKLFKWKH0F&OHOODQG$WNLQVRQPRGHOZDVGHYHORSHG WKURXJKWR
SUHVHQWGD\SDSHUV)LQDOO\DQ\UHVHDUFKSDUWLFXODUO\IURPWKHGLVFLSOLQH
RIVSRUWVSV\FKRORJ\ZKLFKXVHVWKH0F&OHOODQG$WNLQVRQPRGHOLV
DSSURSULDWHLQUHVSRQVHWRWKLVTXHVWLRQ:KHUHDVEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHVZLOO
EHFOHDUSUHFLVHDQGFRJHQWLQWKHFRQWH[WRIWKHTXHVWLRQZHDNHU
FDQGLGDWHVPD\SURYLGHDFRQIXVHGRUPRUHJHQHUDODFFRXQWRUIDLOWR
UHODWHWKHLUDQVZHUWRWKHFRQWH[WRIWKHTXHVWLRQ

0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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9(b)

Evaluate the reliability of research into motivation in sport.

[15]

0RWLYDWLRQLVDFRQFHSWDQGDVVXFKLVGLIILFXOWWRPHDVXUH3V\FKRORJ\
KDVORQJVKLHGDZD\IURPGHDOLQJZLWKPRWLYDWLRQLQLWVZLGHUVHQVH
EH\RQGLWVELRORJLFDOVHQVHSRVVLEO\IRUWKLVYHU\UHDVRQ+HQFHWKH
ZKROHLVVXHRIPHDVXUHPHQWLVSUREOHPDWLF$VVXFKWKHUHOLDELOLW\RI
DQ\PHDVXUHSURSRVHGLVFHQWUDOIRUFRQVLGHUDWLRQ5HOLDELOLW\FRQVLGHUV
WRZKDWH[WHQWWKHGDWDFDQEHWUXVWHG7RZKDWH[WHQWFDQZHEH
FRQILGHQWRIUHFHLYLQJKRQHVWXQDGXOWHUDWHGDFFXUDWHDQGFRQVLVWHQW
UHVSRQVHV"(DUO\ZRUNVXVHGSURMHFWLYHWHVWLQJ HJ0XUUD\ DQG
WKLVLVQRWRULRXVO\XQUHOLDEOHLQDQXPEHURIUHJDUGV'HYHORSPHQWVLQ
WKH0F&OHOODQG$WNLQVRQPRGHOPRYHGWKHPHDVXUHPHQWRIPRWLYDWLRQ
LQWRWKHSV\FKRPHWULFDUHQDZKLFKDJDLQWKURZVXSLVVXHVRIUHOLDELOLW\
*LOODQG'HHWHU¶V624VLPLODUO\XVHVSV\FKRPHWULFPHDVXUHVWKURZLQJ
XSVLPLODULVVXHV(DFKUHVHDUFKHUKRZHYHULVDWSDLQVWRWHVWDQG
GHIHQGWKHUHOLDELOLW\RIWKHLUPHDVXULQJWRROV

1RPRUHWKDQDQDWWHPSWWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
µLWLVTXLWHUHOLDEOH«¶RUµLWLVQ¶WYHU\UHOLDEOH«¶W\SHUHVSRQVHZRXOG
FRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUH
DFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHG
UHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV)RU
H[DPSOHWDNLQJWKHHYDOXDWLRQEH\RQGDVWDWHPHQWRIOLPLWDWLRQRI
UHOLDELOLW\RUGHIHQGLQJWKHUHOLDELOLW\RIRQHRUPRUHRIWKHVHPHDVXUHV
GHVSLWHFXUUHQWRSLQLRQ
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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10(a)

Describe factors which affect arousal in sport.

7KHZRUNRI2[HQGLQH  SURYLGHVWKHEDVLVIRULQYHVWLJDWLQJIDFWRUV
ZKLFKDIIHFWDURXVDOLQVSRUW7KHVWDUWLQJSRLQWLVWKHLQYHUWHGX
K\SRWKHVLVEXWWKLVFOHDUO\RYHUVLPSOLILHVWKHVLWXDWLRQ'LIIHUHQWDWKOHWHV
UHVSRQGGLIIHUHQWO\LQGLIIHUHQWVLWXDWLRQV2[HQGLQHDGGUHVVHVWKLVDQG
ZLGHUNQRZOHGJHRISV\FKRORJ\FDQDXJPHQWDUHVSRQVH7KHDPRXQW
RIDURXVDOUHTXLUHGIRURSWLPDOSHUIRUPDQFHLQJROIZLOOEHGLIIHUHQWWR
WKDWUHTXLUHGLQUXJE\WKHUHIRUHW\SHRIVNLOOLVRQHIDFWRU$QRYLFH¶V
SHUIRUPDQFHZLOOLPSURYHZLWKRQO\DORZOHYHORIVNLOOEXWWKH\FDQ
EHFRPHRYHUDURXVHGYHU\HDVLO\OHDGLQJWRDQ[LHW\7KXVOHYHORI
H[SHUWLVHLVDQRWKHUIDFWRU$FRPSOH[WDVNSURYRNHVGLIIHUHQWOHYHOVRI
DURXVDOWRVLPSOHWDVNV:HNQRZIURPHOVHZKHUHWKDWDXGLHQFHVDIIHFW
WKHDURXVDORIVSRUWVFRPSHWLWRUV3HUVRQDOLW\FDQDOVRDIIHFWDURXVDO
GHSHQGLQJRQZKHWKHUDQDWKOHWHLVDQLQWURYHUWRUH[WURYHUW7KHEHWWHU
UHVSRQVHZLOOEHFOHDUDQGSUHFLVHZLWKJRRGUHIHUHQFHWRSV\FKRORJ\
ZKHUHDVWKHZHDNHUUHVSRQVHPD\EHPRUHJHQHUDOEHOLVWOLNHRUVKRZ
FRQIXVLRQ


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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10(b)

Discuss the usefulness of research into arousal and sport
performance.

[15]

µ'LVFXVV¶UHTXLUHVWKHFDQGLGDWHWRDSSUHFLDWHGLIIHUHQWYLHZVUHJDUGLQJ
WKHXVHIXOQHVVRIUHVHDUFKLQWRDURXVDODQGVSRUWSHUIRUPDQFH7KH
WHUPµXVHIXO¶FDQEHDSSOLHGLQGLIIHUHQWZD\V±KRZDSSOLFDEOH
FRPSDULQJWKHRU\WRSUDFWLFHLVIRURQHKRZDSSOLFDEOHWRVSRUWV
SV\FKRORJ\DSLHFHRIPDLQVWUHDPUHVHDUFKLVKRZXVHIXOLVWKH
UHVHDUFKWRVSRUWVSHUIRUPHUVKRZXVHIXOWRWKHVSRUWDVDZKROHKRZ
EHQHILFLDORQYDULRXVOHYHOVLVWKHUHVHDUFKDQGVRRQ7KHXVHIXOQHVVRI
WKHUHVHDUFKFRXOGEHFKDOOHQJHGLQWHUPVRIUHOLDELOLW\ HFRORJLFDO 
YDOLGLW\HWKQRFHQWULVPOLPLWDWLRQVRIWKHUHVHDUFKDQGVRRQ6RD
GLVFXVVLRQRQKRZZHOO<HUNHV'RGVRQDSSOLHVWRWKHVSRUWVVHWWLQJ
ZKHWKHU/DF\¶VUHVHDUFKKHOSVSURYLGHGLIIHUHQWDWKOHWHVZLWK
DSSURSULDWHJXLGDQFHRUZKHWKHU2[HQGLQH¶VUHVHDUFKDOORZVYDU\LQJ
UHVSRQVHVLVDOOFUHGLWZRUWK\

$EODQGµLWLVXVHIXOEHFDXVH«¶RUDQµLWLVQ¶WYHU\XVHIXO¶W\SHUHVSRQVH
ZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRD
PRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDJHQHUDORUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHZKLFKFRPPHQWVRQWKHGHEDWHLPSURYHVRQWKLVDQGDWWKH
WRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUH
SUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHVZKLFKLPSDFWRQWKHXVHIXOQHVV
RIWKHUHVHDUFK
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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11(a)

Outline one piece of research into drug abuse in sport.

[10]

7KHUHDUHYDULRXVDUWLFOHVZKLFKUHODWHWRWKLVWRSLF$QDUWLFOHE\&DOIHH
DQG)DGDOH  VXPPDULVHVWKHFXUUHQWOLWHUDWXUHUHJDUGLQJWKHVH
HUJRJHQLFVXEVWDQFHVDQGGHWDLOVWKHLUXVHHIIHFWVULVNVDQGOHJDO
VWDQGLQJZLWKSDUWLFXODUFRQFHUQIRUWKH\RXQJDWKOHWH-XVWLQ*UHHQ
SURYLGHVDQH[FHOOHQWOLWHUDU\UHYLHZRIDQDEROLFVWHURLGXVHE\\RXQJ
DWKOHWHV  0DJDQDULVHWDO  WDNHVDQLQWHUHVWLQJORRNDW
H[SHFWDQF\HIIHFW ZLWKWKHXVHRISODFHERV SURYLGHGE\SHUIRUPDQFH
HQKDQFLQJVXEVWDQFHV7KHOHYHORIGHWDLODQGDSSOLFDWLRQRIUHVHDUFKWR
DQVZHUWKHTXHVWLRQZLOOGHWHUPLQHKRZFUHGLWZRUWK\WKHUHVSRQVHLV


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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11(b)

Using your knowledge of psychology, discuss ethical
considerations in issues in exercise and sport.

[15]

(WKLFDOLVVXHVUHODWLQJWRLVVXHVLQVSRUWFDQEHWKRVHFRPPRQ
PHWKRGRORJLFDOFRQFHUQVVXFKDVJDLQLQJLQIRUPHGFRQVHQWZLWKRXW
LPSDFWLQJRQWKHUHVXOWVRIWKHUHVHDUFKGHFHLWFRQILGHQWLDOLW\ULJKWWR
ZLWKGUDZDQGVRRQ$IIHFWLQJSHUIRUPDQFHRUZHOOEHLQJUDLVHVHWKLFDO
FRQFHUQVVSHFLILFWRWKHVSRUWVDUHQD,IDQDWKOHWHQHHGVKHOSDQGWKH
VSRUWVSV\FKRORJLVWEHOLHYHVWKH\FDQKHOSVXFKDVLQWKHFDVHRI
EXUQRXWDQGZLWKGUDZDODUHWKH\GXW\ERXQGWRLQWHUYHQHRU
SURIHVVLRQDOO\REOLJHGQRWWR&RQILGHQWLDOLW\VXFKDVZLWKGUXJDEXVH
PD\SRVHQRWRQO\HWKLFDOEXWDOVROHJDOGLOHPPDV7KHHWKLFVRIVRFLDOO\
VHQVLWLYHUHVHDUFKQHHGFRQVLGHUDWLRQZLWKUHJDUGWRERG\LPDJHLQ
UHODWLRQWRVSRUWVPHQDQGZRPHQ$FOHDUVWDQFHLVXQFHUWDLQLQDOORI
WKHVHFLUFXPVWDQFHVZKHUHDVDZHDNHUFDQGLGDWHPD\GHPRQVWUDWH
DZDUHQHVVRIVRPHRIWKHDERYHWKHVWURQJHUFDQGLGDWHZLOODSSUHFLDWH
WKHLQWULFDFLHVRIWKHGHEDWHFRQWDLQHGWKHUHLQDQGGHDOZLWKWKHPZLWK
HYLGHQFHH[DPSOHDQGRURWKHUIRUPVRIHODERUDWLRQ
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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12(a)

How can different levels of exercise be related to cancer?

$ZKROHDUUD\RIUHVHDUFKKDVEHHQFDUULHGRXWZKLFKLQYHVWLJDWHVOLQNV
EHWZHHQH[HUFLVHDQGFDQFHU7KHVHLQFOXGHWKHZRUNRI&RXUQH\DZKR
KDVUHYLHZHGOLWHUDWXUHUHODWHGWRSK\VLFDOH[HUFLVHDQGTXDOLW\RIOLIH
IROORZLQJFDQFHUGLDJQRVLVH[HUFLVHGXULQJWUHDWPHQWDQGH[HUFLVHDV
UHKDELOLWDWLRQ%HUQVWHLQHWDO  LQYHVWLJDWHGWKHUHODWLRQVKLS
EHWZHHQH[HUFLVHDQGWKHULVNRIFDQFHUVXJJHVWLQJWKDWH[HUFLVHPD\
EHRQHOLIHVW\OHIDFWRUZKLFKLIFRUUHFWO\PRGLILHGPD\FRQWULEXWHWRWKH
UHGXFHGULVNRIEUHDVWFDQFHULQ\RXQJHUZRPHQ%HWWHUFDQGLGDWHVZLOO
UHVSRQGZLWKDFFXUDF\XVLQJRQHRUPRUHSLHFHVRIHYLGHQFHWR
HYLGHQFHH[HPSOLI\DQGRUVXSSRUWWKHLUUHVSRQVHV7KH\ZLOOUHVSRQG
VSHFLILFDOO\WRWKHZRUGLQJRIWKHTXHVWLRQ$ZHDNHUFDQGLGDWHPD\
SURYLGHDPRUHJHQHUDOUHVSRQVHRUµFKXUQRXW¶DVWXG\ZLWKRXW
H[SOLFLWO\DGGUHVVLQJWKHTXHVWLRQLWVHOI


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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12(b)

Discuss methodological difficulties of investigating exercise and
pathology.

[15]

7KHUHVHDUFKLQWKLVDUHDLVKLJKO\VHQVLWLYHDQGDVVXFKLVIUDXJKWZLWK
PDQ\DGGLWLRQDOGLIILFXOWLHVEH\RQGWKRVHZKLFKPD\EHHQFRXQWHUHGLQ
WKHQRUPDOUXQRIFRQGXFWLQJDSLHFHRIUHVHDUFK+RVSLWDOUHFRUGVDUH
RIWHQWRRFOLQLFDOWRLGHQWLI\RUGHDOZLWKWKHPRUHKXPDQSV\FKRORJLFDO
GDWDUHTXLUHG5HWURVSHFWLYHGDWDVXFKDVWKDWRI%HUQVWHLQHWDOPD\
EHIODZHGLQPDQ\ZD\VIURPLQDFFXUDF\WRGLVWRUWHGLQWHUSUHWDWLRQVHOI
UHSRUWE\VXEMHFWLYHFRPPHQWGHPDQGFKDUDFWHULVWLFVVRFLDOGHVLUDELOLW\
DQGWKHOLNH$Q\PHWKRGPD\FRXQWHUWKHSUREOHPVRIRWKHUPHWKRGV
EXWDOOWRRHDVLO\UDLVHVLVVXHVRILWVRZQ$VZHOODVWKHZD\GDWDLV
JDWKHUHGWKHUHDUHWKHHWKLFDOFRQFHUQVDULVLQJIURPWKHLPSDFWDQG
LPSOLFDWLRQVRIUHVHDUFKLQWKLVDUHDDVZHOODVIURPWKHFRQGXFWRIWKH
UHVHDUFKLWVHOI(QVXULQJSHRSOHVXIIHULQJDQGLQGLVWUHVVDUHQRWSXWLQ
VLWXDWLRQVZKLFKDGGWRWKHLUGLVWUHVVLVQRWDVLPSOHPDWWHU7KH
PHWKRGRORJLFDOTXHVWLRQVRIVL]HRIVDPSOHUHSUHVHQWDWLYHQHVVRI
VDPSOHEHLQJDEOHWRJHQHUDOLVHWKHVDPSOHHWKQRFHQWULVPDQGVRRQ
PD\DOVRDSSO\1RWHWKDWWKHTXHVWLRQDVNVIRUDGLVFXVVLRQDERXW
PHWKRGRORJLFDOGLIILFXOWLHVDQGVRPHFDQGLGDWHVPD\IDOOLQWRWKHWUDSRI
OLVWLQJGLIILFXOWLHVUDWKHUWKDQKRZWRRYHUFRPHWKHP



1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
UHVSRQVHZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLV
LPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDPRUH
GHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHG
DQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWV
DQGRULVVXHV


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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13(a)

Outline the cognitive approaches to discovery learning.

[10]

&RJQLWLYHSV\FKRORJ\ZDVFKDOOHQJLQJWKHZKROHFRQFHSWRIHGXFDWLQJ
,QWKHHDUO\VWKHQRWLRQRIHGXFDWLRQPRYHGIURPEHLQJPRUHWKDQ
WKHPHPRULVLQJRIIDFWVRIYDU\LQJGLIILFXOW\WRZDUGVWKHVWXGHQW
FKDOOHQJLQJHQJDJLQJDQGSUREOHPVROYLQJ(GXFDWLRQHYROYHGIURP
OHDUQLQJEHLQJDIXQFWLRQRIWKHWHDFKHUWREHLQJDIXQFWLRQRIWKH
OHDUQHU/HDUQLQJZDVZKDWWKHVWXGHQWGLGE\LQWHUDFWLQJZLWKZKDWZDV
WREHOHDUQHG%UXQHUGHYHORSHGLWIURP3LDJHWDQG9\JRWVN\LQWRWKH
SULQFLSOHVRI'LVFRYHU\/HDUQLQJ:KDWIXUWKHUPDUNHGRXW%UXQHUZDV
WKHSUDFWLFDODSSOLFDWLRQRIWKHVHSULQFLSOHVLQFOXGLQJFRQVLGHUDWLRQRI
WKHFXUULFXOXPLPSDFW+HWDONHGRIDµVSLUDOFXUULFXOXP¶ZKHUHE\VFKRROV
VKRXOGSODQWRUHYLVLWDUHDVRISUHYLRXVOHDUQLQJZKHUHVXEMHFWPDWWHULV
SUHVHQWHGDWDOHYHOWKDWPDWFKHVWKHOHDUQHU¶VDELOLWLHV



:KHUHDVEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHVZLOOEHFOHDUSUHFLVHDQGH[SOLFLWLQGLUHFW
UHVSRQVHWRWKHTXHVWLRQZHDNHUFDQGLGDWHVPD\SURYLGHDFRQIXVHGRU
OHVVVSHFLILFDFFRXQWRUIDLOWRSURYLGHDFRKHUHQWUHVSRQVHZKLFK
GLUHFWO\DGGUHVVHVWKHTXHVWLRQ


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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13(b)

To what extent can different approaches to teaching be considered
scientific?

[15]

3V\FKRORJ\DVVFLHQFHZLWKUHJDUGWRWHDFKLQJEHJVWKHTXHVWLRQDVWR
ZKHWKHUJRRGWHDFKLQJLVDPDWWHURIDWKRURXJKDQGV\VWHPDWLFSURFHVV
RUZKHWKHUDUWVNLOODQGLQGLYLGXDOIODLURUDFXPHQIRUPSDUWRIWKH
HTXDWLRQ7KHIRUPHUQRWLRQLVVXSSRUWHGE\EHKDYLRXULVWSULQFLSOHVDQG
OHDGVWR&DUUROO¶V³/HDUQLQJIRU0DVWHU\´LGHDVIURPWKHHDUO\VL[WLHV
VXSSRUWHGE\%ORRP¶VWD[RQRP\ZLWKODWHUDSSOLFDWLRQWRZRUNVVXFKDV
$XVXEHO  7KHSDFHRIOHDUQLQJLVGHWHUPLQHGE\PDVWHU\RIWKH
SUHYLRXVVWDJH7KHDUWRIWHDFKLQJKRZHYHUUHOLHVRQLQGLYLGXDO
YDULDEOHVDVUHFRJQLVHGLQFRJQLWLYHSV\FKRORJ\$VZLWKDQ\VNLOO
SUDFWLFHDQGH[SHUWLVHFDQLPSURYHWKHSURGXFWEXWWKHQDWXUDOWDOHQW
PXVWH[LVWWREHEXLOWXSRQ+XPDQLVWLFSV\FKRORJ\DQGSDUWLFXODUO\WKH
ZRUNRI5RJHUVFDQEHDSSOLHGIURPWKHFRXQVHOOLQJILHOGWRWKH
FODVVURRPDVFRXOGSV\FKRG\QDPLFSULQFLSOHVµ7RZKDWH[WHQW¶¶
VXJJHVWVDQHOHPHQWRIMXGJHPHQWQHHGVWREHPDGHZLWKDVWDWHPHQW
DERXWKRZVFLHQWLILFRURWKHUZLVHLVWHDFKLQJ

1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
³LW¶VVFLHQWLILF«´RU³LW¶VQRWDVFLHQFH«´W\SHDQVZHUZRXOGFRQVWLWXWH
DUHVSRQVHLQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWH
LIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHWRDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVH
DQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVH
FRQWDLQLQJPRUHSUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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14(a)

How can cognitive (attribution) theories of motivation be used to
encourage appropriate educational behaviours?

$WWULEXWLRQVDUHRQH¶VSHUFHSWLRQRIFDXVHDQGRXWFRPH,WLVWKHSURFHVV
RIJLYLQJUHDVRQVIRUZK\WKLQJVKDSSHQRUZK\SHRSOHEHKDYHDVWKH\
GR6RSXSLOVZLOOH[SODLQHGXFDWLRQDOVXFFHVVRUIDLOXUHE\VWDEOHRU
XQVWDEOHIDFWRUVDQGZKHWKHUWKH\DUHLQWHUQDORUH[WHUQDODQGZKHWKHU
WKH\DUHFRQWUROODEOHRUQRW(DUO\WKHRU\ZDVSURSRVHGE\:HLQHU$
UHVSRQVHWRWKHTXHVWLRQPXVWEHH[SOLFLWO\DSSOLHGWRWKHHGXFDWLRQ
VHWWLQJLIHDUO\DWWULEXWLRQUHVHDUFKLVXVHGVXFKDVWKDWRI:HLQHU2WKHU
SV\FKRORJLFDOSKHQRPHQDFRPHLQWRSOD\VXFKDVOHDUQHGKHOSOHVVQHVV
±FRQVWDQWIDLOXUHEHLQJDWWULEXWHGWRVWDEOHXQFRQWUROODEOHEXWLQWHUQDO
UHVXOWVLQDEHOLHIRIODFNRIDELOLW\DERXWZKLFKWKHSXSLOKDVVKRZQ
WKHPVHOYHVXQDEOHWRFKDQJH7KHXVHRIWKHWHUPµWKHRULHV¶LQWKHSOXUDO

:HDNHUDQVZHUVZLOOEHRYHUVLPSOLILFDWLRQVRIDWWULEXWLRQWKHRU\
XQGHYHORSHGDQGZLWKODFNRIFRQWH[WXDOLVLQJ%HWWHUDQVZHUVZLOO
GHYHORSLQWHUSUHWDQGRUH[HPSOLI\FRQWH[WXDOLVHGDFFRXQWVRI
DWWULEXWLRQ


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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14(b)

To what extent is motivation towards appropriate educational
behaviours determined?

[15]

2QWKHRQHKDQGLWFRXOGEHDUJXHGWKDWDOOEHKDYLRXUVDUHGHWHUPLQHG
7KH%HKDYLRXUVWVSDUWLFXODUO\IURPD6NLQQHULDQEDFNJURXQGZRXOG
DUJXHWKDWUHLQIRUFHPHQWHQFRXUDJHVRUGLVFRXUDJHVFHUWDLQEHKDYLRXUV
PDNLQJWKHPPRUHRUOHVVOLNHO\WRRFFXU6XSSRUWHGE\VRFLDO
SV\FKRORJ\LWFRXOGEHDUJXHGWKDWDOOVRFLDOEHKDYLRXUVLQFOXGLQJWKRVH
RIWKHFODVVURRPDUHGHWHUPLQHG)XUWKHUWKHRULHVRIH[WULQVLF
PRWLYDWLRQVXJJHVWH[WHUQDOUHZDUGVHQFRXUDJHGHVLUDEOHEHKDYLRXUV
KHQFHV\VWHPVVXFKDVJROGVWDUVKRXVHSRLQWVSUHIHFWVDQGVSRUWV
GD\VDUHDOOWHVWDPHQWWRWKHIDFWWKDWPRWLYDWLRQLQVFKRROVFDQEH
GHWHUPLQHG2QWKHRWKHUKDQGWKH+XPDQLVWLFDSSURDFKVXJJHVWVZH
DUHPRWLYDWHGE\DQLQQDWHGULYHWRSHUVRQDOJURZWKDQGVHOI
LPSURYHPHQWZLWKEORFNVWRWKLVJURZWKQHHGLQJWREHRYHUFRPH:H
DVLQGLYLGXDOVH[HUFLVHRXURZQIUHHZLOOLQRYHUFRPLQJGLIILFXOWLHVUDWKHU
WKDQWKHPEHLQJGHWHUPLQHG/LNHZLVHZLWKSV\FKRG\QDPLFSV\FKRORJ\
WKHLQQDWHGULYHLVRIVH[XDOHQHUJ\LQWKHIRUPRIOLELGRWKHLGIUHHO\
IROORZLQJLWVRZQFRXUVH&RJQLWLYHSV\FKRORJ\WRREHOLHYHVLQLQQDWH
SUHGHWHUPLQHGVWDWHVWKDWZHDUHIUHHWRDIIHFWLQGLYLGXDOO\

7KLVTXHVWLRQUHTXLUHVDGLVFXVVLRQDERXWWKHWZRVLGHVRIWKHGHEDWH
FRXSOHGZLWKDQHOHPHQWRIMXGJHPHQW7KHUHODWLYHVWUHQJWKVDQG
ZHDNQHVVHVRIWKHGHEDWHQHHGWREHFRQVLGHUHGE\WKHEHWWHU
FDQGLGDWHWRDGGUHVVWKHµWRZKDWH[WHQW«¶SDUWRIWKHTXHVWLRQDVZHOO
DVDFRQVLGHUDWLRQRIZKHWKHUWKHIUHHZLOOFODLPVDUHGHYRLGRI
GHWHUPLQLVWLFHOHPHQWVDQGYLFHYHUVD:HDNHUUHVSRQVHVZLOOIDLOWR
DGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQGLUHFWO\DQGIXOO\*HQHUDOO\DFFXUDWHLIUDWKHU
OLPLWHGSXUVXLWRIWKHGHEDWHZLOOLPSURYHWKHPDUNDPRUHDFFXUDWHDQG
OHVVOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHZRXOGLPSURYHWKHPDUNIXUWKHU
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
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Answer
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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15(a)

Describe one piece of research into the biological differences in
the brain structures of boys and girls in relation to their
educational potential.

7KHDVVHUWLRQLQWKHTXHVWLRQFRXOGEHWXUQHGDURXQGLQWKDWVLPLODULWLHV
IDURXWZHLJKGLIIHUHQFHVVRNQRZOHGJHRIHDFKPD\VXJJHVWDVLPLODU
DSSURDFKRUGLVWLQFWDSSURDFKHVEHLQJGHWHUPLQHGE\IDFWRUVRWKHUWKDQ
JHQGHU%UDLQVL]HDVVXJJHVWHGE\6ROPVDQG7XUQEXOO  PD\
VXJJHVWJUHDWHUFDSDFLW\WROHDUQLQPDOHVEXWWKHDVVXPSWLRQWKDWVL]H
HTXDWHVZLWKµEHWWHU¶LVLOOIRXQGHGDQGQXPHURXVFRPPRQREVHUYDWLRQV
FDQUHIXWHWKHDVVHUWLRQ7KHFRUSXVFDOORVXPLQIHPDOHVPD\DFFRXQW
IRUYHUEDOFRJQLWLYHDQGODQJXDJHDGYDQWDJH7KHIHZHUFRQQHFWLRQVLQ
PDOHVKRZHYHUPD\DFFRXQWIRUVXSHULRUYLVXRVSDWLDODELOLWLHV

7KHEHWWHUFDQGLGDWHZLOOXVHLQIRUPDWLRQVXFKDVWKDWSURYLGHGWR
FRQVLGHUKRZHDFKJHQGHUFDQEHHQDEOHGWRUHDFKWKHLUHGXFDWLRQDO
SRWHQWLDO:HDNHUFDQGLGDWHVPD\PDNHPRUHVXSHUILFLDOREVHUYDWLRQV
RUPHUHO\UHSURGXFHUHVHDUFKZLWKRXWUHODWLQJLWWRWKHTXHVWLRQ7KH
H[SHFWDWLRQLVWKDWUHIHUHQFHWRRQHSLHFHRIUHVHDUFKFDQVXSSRUWRU
H[HPSOLI\ZKDWLVEHLQJZULWWHQLQUHVSRQVHWRWKHTXHVWLRQDOWKRXJKD
EURDGHUUHVSRQVHLVHTXDOO\DFFHSWDEOH


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
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9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors.
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15(b)

Discuss the limitations of research into enabling boys and girls to
reach their educational potential.

[15]

5HOLDELOLW\EDVLFDOO\DVNV³ZRXOG\RXJHWWKHVDPHFRQVLVWHQWUHVXOWVLI
WKHVWXG\ZDVUHSOLFDWHG"´7KLVFDQEHH[WHQGHGWRFRQVLGHUGLIIHUHQW
W\SHVRIUHOLDELOLW\ VXFKDVLQWHUUDWHURUWHVWUHWHVW RUEHH[SDQGHGWR
FRQVLGHUVXFKWKLQJVDVPRRGLQWHUQDOFRQVLVWHQF\FRQWURO
LQWHUSUHWDWLRQVWDQGDUGSUHVHQWDWLRQLQVWUXFWLRQDQGSURFHGXUHO\LQJ
DQGVRFLDOGHVLUDELOLW\:KHQORRNLQJDWWKHLGHQWLILFDWLRQRIGLIIHUHQFHV
LQHGXFDWLRQDODFKLHYHPHQWZKLFKUHODWHWRJHQGHUDVLQ$UQROGHWDO
 RUQHXURORJLFDOPHDVXUHVHPSOR\HGE\%HH  LWLV
TXHVWLRQDEOHZKHWKHUDOOWKLQJVEHLQJHTXDODVLPLODUUHVXOWZRXOGEH
IRXQGRQUHSOLFDWLRQGXHWRFRQFHUQVVXFKDVWKRVHOLVWHGDERYH



1RPRUHWKDQDWWHPSWLQJWRDGGUHVVWKHTXHVWLRQRUDKLJKO\VXSHUILFLDO
QRQVSHFLILFDQVZHUZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDUHVSRQVHLQWKHERWWRP  
EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRDPRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVH
WRDPRUHGHWDLOHGRUEURDGHUUHVSRQVHDQGDWWKHWRSOHYHODPRUH
GHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJH[WHQGHGHYDOXDWLYH
SRLQWVDQGRULVVXHV


0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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16(a)

How can role models enable minority ethnic groups to reach their
educational potential?

7KHLPSRUWDQFHRIUROHPRGHOVLVUHJXODUO\VHHQWREULQJDERXWDQ
LPSURYHPHQWLQOHDUQLQJDQGDWWDLQPHQW7HDFKHUVDUHVHHQSRVLWLYHO\LI
WKH\HQFRXUDJHJRRGZULWLQJDQGODQJXDJHVNLOOV PRUHVRLQWKHHDUO\
\HDUV DQGSXWWLQJWKHPVHOYHVRXWWRKHOSDVWXGHQW PRUHVRLQWKHROGHU
\HDUV %ODFNDQG$IULFDQWHDFKHUVZKRFHOHEUDWHGLYHUVLW\DUHYLHZHG
SDUWLFXODUO\SRVLWLYHO\E\WKHVWXGHQWV(WKQLFPLQRULW\VWXGHQWVLQ
SRVLWLRQVRIUHVSRQVLELOLW\ HJSUHIHFW DOVRSURYLGHJRRGPRGHOVIRU
\RXQJHUVWXGHQWV)DPLO\PHPEHUVDQGSDUWLFXODUO\IDWKHUVDUHVHHQ
WRSUHYHQW\RXQJVWHUVGHYHORSLQJDSRRUDWWLWXGHDQGSURYLGHJXLGDQFH
$QLPSRUWDQWIDFWRUWRHPHUJHZDVWKDWLPSURYHPHQWLQOHDUQLQJDQG
DWWDLQPHQWLVQRWDOZD\VUHODWHGVROHO\WRFODVVURRPDFWLYLWLHVKHQFHWKH
LPSRUWDQFHRIJRRGUROHPRGHOVDPRQJVWRWKHUZLGHUVXSSRUW7KHUHLV
DQDUUD\RIUHVHDUFKUHODWHGWRWKHVHSRLQWVXFKDVWKDWRI'HPLH
0F/HDQDQG/HZLV  :HDNHUDQVZHUVZLOOEHRYHUVLPSOLILFDWLRQV
RIWKHHIIHFWLYHQHVVRIUROHPRGHOVXQGHYHORSHGDQGZLWKODFNRI
FRQWH[WXDOLVLQJ%HWWHUDQVZHUVZLOOGHYHORSLQWHUSUHWDQGRUH[HPSOLI\
FRQWH[WXDOLVHGDFFRXQWVRIKRZUROHPRGHOVFDQHQDEOHPLQRULW\HWKQLF
JURXSVWRUHDFKWKHLUHGXFDWLRQDOSRWHQWLDO

0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.

[10]

1-2 marks – Psychological terminology is sparse or absent. Description
of evidence is limited, mainly inaccurate and lacks detail. There is no
interpretation or explanation of the evidence in the context of the
question. The answer is unstructured and lacks organisation. Answer
lacks grammatical structure and contains many spelling errors.
3-5 marks – Psychological terminology is basic but adequate.
Description of evidence is generally accurate and coherent, has
peripheral relevance but lacks detail. Elaboration/use of example/
quality of description is reasonable but interpretation of the evidence in
the context of the question is poor. The answer has some structure and
organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct with some
spelling errors.
6-8 marks – Psychological terminology is competent and mainly
accurate. Description of evidence is mainly accurate and relevant,
coherent and reasonably detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of
description is good. There is some evidence of interpretation and
explanation in the context of the question. The answer has good
structure and organisation. The answer is mostly grammatically correct
with few spelling errors.
9-10 marks – Correct and comprehensive use of psychological
terminology. Description of evidence is accurate, relevant, coherent and
detailed. Elaboration/use of example/quality of description is very good
and the ability to interpret/explain the evidence selected in the context of
the question is very good. The answer is competently structured and
organised. Answer is mostly grammatically correct with occasional
spelling errors

34

G543
Question
Number
16(b)

Mark Scheme

January 2011

Answer
Discuss the usefulness of research into enabling minority ethnic
groups to reach their educational potential.
µ'LVFXVV¶UHTXLUHVWKHFDQGLGDWHWRDSSUHFLDWHGLIIHUHQWYLHZVUHJDUGLQJ
WKHXVHIXOQHVVRIUHVHDUFKLQWRHQDEOLQJPLQRULW\HWKQLFJURXSV7KH
WHUPµXVHIXO¶FDQEHDSSOLHGLQGLIIHUHQWZD\V±KRZDSSOLFDEOH
FRPSDULQJWKHRU\WRSUDFWLFHLVIRURQHKRZDSSOLFDEOHWRWKHFODVVURRP
DSLHFHRIPDLQVWUHDPUHVHDUFKLVKRZXVHIXOLVWKHUHVHDUFKWR
VWXGHQWVSUDFWLWLRQHUVRUPDQDJHUVKRZXVHIXOWRHGXFDWLRQDVD
ZKROHKRZEHQHILFLDORQYDULRXVOHYHOVLVWKHUHVHDUFKDQGVRRQ7KH
XVHIXOQHVVRIWKHUHVHDUFKFRXOGEHFKDOOHQJHGLQWHUPVRIUHOLDELOLW\
HFRORJLFDO YDOLGLW\HWKQRFHQWULVPOLPLWDWLRQVRIWKHUHVHDUFKDQGVR
RQ6RDGLVFXVVLRQRQKRZZHOOUHVHDUFKRQLQWHUJURXSWDVNVDSSOLHVWR
WKHHGXFDWLRQDOVHWWLQJRUZKHWKHUZRUNRQSRVLWLYHVXSSRUWFDQEH
JHQHUDOLVHGWRDUDQJHRIVHWWLQJVLVFUHGLWZRUWK\

$EODQGµLWLVXVHIXOEHFDXVH«¶RUDQµLWLVQ¶WYHU\XVHIXO¶W\SHUHVSRQVH
ZRXOGFRQVWLWXWHDQDQVZHULQWKHERWWRP  EDQG7KLVLPSURYHVWRD
PRUHDFFXUDWHLIVRPHZKDWOLPLWHGUHVSRQVHDJHQHUDORUEURDGHU
UHVSRQVHZKLFKFRPPHQWVRQWKHGHEDWHLPSURYHVRQWKLVDQGDWWKH
WRSOHYHODPRUHGHYHORSHGDQGRUHODERUDWHGUHVSRQVHFRQWDLQLQJPRUH
SUHFLVHHYDOXDWLYHSRLQWVDQGRULVVXHVZKLFKLPSDFWRQWKHXVHIXOQHVV
RIWKHUHVHDUFK
0 marks – No or irrelevant answer.
1-3 marks – Few evaluative points. Range of points is sparse. No
evidence of argument. Points are not organised, and are of peripheral
relevance to the context of the question. Sparse or no use of supporting
examples. Limited or no valid conclusions that effectively summarise
issues and arguments.
4-7 marks – Argument and organisation is limited, and some points are
related to the context of the question. Limited evaluative points. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is evident
and demonstrates some understanding.
8-11 marks – Some evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is well organised, but may lack balance or development, and
is related to the context of the question. Good use of examples. Valid
conclusions that effectively summarise issues and arguments is
competent and understanding is good.
12-15 marks – Many evaluative points covering a range of issues. The
argument is competently organised, balanced and well developed. The
answer is explicitly related to the context of the question. Effective use
of examples. Valid conclusions that effectively summarise issues and
arguments is highly skilled and shows thorough understanding.
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