
Candidate Marks Report
Series : 6 2018
This candidate's script has been assessed using On-Screen Marking. The marks are therefore
not shown on the script itself, but are summarised in the table below.

Centre No : Assessment Code : H567
Candidate No : Component Code : 01
Candidate Name :

Total Marks : 50 / 90

In the table below ‘Total Mark’ records the mark scored by this candidate.
‘Max Mark’ records the Maximum Mark available for the question.

Paper: H567/01

Paper
Total:

50 / 90

Question Total
Mark

/ Max
Mark

1 1 / 1
2 0 / 1
3 1 / 1
4 1 / 1
5 1 / 1
6 1 / 1
7 0 / 1
8 1 / 1
9 0 / 1
10 0 / 1
11 1 / 1
12 1 / 1
13 1 / 1
14 1 / 1
15 0 / 1
16 1 / 1
17 1 / 1
18 0 / 1
19 1 / 1
20 0 / 1
21 2 / 2
22 8 / 15
23 3 / 6
24 4 / 6
25 1 / 6
26a 3 / 3
26b 2 / 2
26c 1 / 1
27a 2 / 4
27b 0 / 3



28a 2 / 5
28b NR / 2
28c NR / 2
29 4 / 4
30 2 / 6
31 3 / 3









































Off Page Comments

Item Name Comment
23 2+1 First point lacks detail Second point is a weak attempt in

context
22 RF1. IC(R) | NIC(B) | EL(R) RF2. IC(G) | IC(R) | EL(R) RF3. IC(L)

| Justification not related to the behavioural sampling tech
suggested | RF4. IC(G) | IC(G) | IL Band 8-11 as although all 4
RFs addressed in context RF3 was 'limited'. And only 3 RFs
justified, so 8 marks

29 Calclations appropriate and correct ratio stated
30 Some parts of this response are related to validity in general

rather than population validity. Only the opening part of the
response is creditworthy.

27b Starts with a finding and rest of response is incorrect as can not
be derived from the range (has been interpreted as mean score)

28a 2 marks as correct calculations for two cells presented
27a Some lack of clarity in the calculations presented, and unclear (as

not labelled) what the range of 9 refers to
25 1 mark for ref to 'protection' here, but not detailed
24 2+2 First point in context and just enough detail for 2 Second

point lacks some detail regarding influence of extraneous variable
on making the research difficult to replicate




