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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 : 02
Candidate Name :

Total Marks : 67 / 105

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

67 / 105

Question Total
Mark

/ Max
Mark

1ai 2 / 2
1aii 1 / 2
1b 1 / 2
2a 2 / 4
2bi 1 / 1
2bii 2 / 2
3 1 / 3
4 2 / 2
5a 2 / 4
5b 3 / 5
6a 2 / 3
6b 3 / 3
7 2 / 2
8a 2 / 2
8b 2 / 3
8c 4 / 5
8d 2 / 4
8e 3 / 6
8f 2 / 3
8g 7 / 12
9a 6 / 6
9b 3 / 5
9c 2 / 8
9d 6 / 8
9e 4 / 8

































Off Page Comments

Item Name Comment
9e The candidate is clearly evaluating the use of rewards for the

majority of the response even though they have not stated this
explicitly. The final evaluation point could apply to both reward
and modelling so both suggestions have been evaluated as
required. The points are brief and/or clumsily made so the
response is limited to Band 2.

8f 1 mark for the idea of 'reinforcing health behaviour' (which is
useful). 1 mark for 'adherence to the asthma medication'. The
candidate could have earned a 3rd mark for a more general
introduction e.g. useful in health service or by finishing the
response with something more specific e.g. from the findings of
Chaney.

1aii 1 mark for knowing that people with autism perform less well
(impaired theory of mind) on task but they compare with a generic
group rather than the groups specified in the study.

8g Bottom of reasonable band. The candidate covers a range of
ethical issues which are well applied so meets all the descriptive
demands of Band 2. There is also a reasonable attempt at
analysis at the start of the answer which lifts this response into
Band 3 (reasonable).

8c 1 mark for understanding of ID area. 1 mark for linking SSR
specifically to area through reference to abnormality. 1 mark for
relevant ref to B-C study. As candidate continues to explore study
they implicitly describe the nature of SSR further so earn a 4th
mark (BOD).

9d The first way earns 4 marks - good psychological content and
well applied. The second way is less effective - the technique is
briefly described and then there is some application (to Usain
Bolt) and a psychological explanation. However, 7 marks would
put this response in the top band which it does not qualify as it is
difficult to judge the feasability without more detail. Limit to 6
marks - top of second band.

1b Ignore incorrect information at start, and mark from 'This is a
longitudinal study...' Candidate gets a mark for knowing what a
longitudinal study is but the application to Freud's study is too
vague - the candidate should have stated the behaviour that was
being described. If the candidates had been accurate on the
duration of the study or on the regularity of the father's
observations then that could have received credit.

8a 1 mark for 'we are in control' and 1 mark for 'no way...predicted'.
Two distinct features of 'free will'.

8e 1 mark for identifying difference - beh focuses on learning only
and ID focuses on nature & nurture. 1 mark for what reads like an
elaboration of this difference - genes vs tabula rasa. Ignore the
reference to studies around this as they are not used effectively.
The 3rd mark is for appropriate use of the Freud study covered at
the end.

2a 1 mark for identifying 'who' in terms of the number of participants.
1 mark for 'what' - intelligence. No marks for 'how' - as tests of
intelligence is too vague. No finding that relates to measuring



Item Name Comment
DIFFERENCES.

9b 1 mark for applying indiv side to article. 1 mark (just) for showing
some knowledge of the indivdual side of the debate. 1 mark for
applying sit. side to article. Knowledge of situational side of the
debate not demonstrated and debate not applied in general. This
response also confuses the debate with free will/determinism so
this part of the response is ignored.

6a 1 mark for use of lab and 1 mark for the experimental design. For
further marks, the candidate could have stated what was
standardised. The last statement (each person heard each tape
only once) is seen as part of the design rather than a separate
control.

3 1 mark for explaining why the study is placed in the
developmental area (see end of response). However, this
reference to learning in childhood is not adequately explained in
the context of the study - neither broadly (link) nor specifically
(findings).

2bii Credit end of response first - use of PCL-R and then explanation
for using it i.e. to determine whether or not they were
psychopathic.

9c 1 mark for outline of the procedure (but no findings for no second
mark for outline). One link to the article for another mark.

8d First weakness is not creditworthy because of the way it is stated
- more description than evaluation. Stating the sample is small is
not the same as suggesting it is too small/unrepresentative etc.
The effort to apply is not evaluative either otherwise it could have
'saved' the response. The second weakness is credited. The
weakness is 'put to negative use' and this is well explained in the
context of Yerkes's study.

9a Both are well developed points with a clear focus on their learning
from psychology. Each point identifies a clear theme, applies
effectively to the article, and explains the point further.

5a 1 mark for knowing the video (film) was standardised and 1 mark
for identifying standardisation through the word 'same'. However,
the reference to the equipment is too vague for credit. Please
note that the crossed out work may have received credit but we
do not need to mark this. Crossed out work is only assessed if
there is nothing else in its place.

5b 1 mark for suggesting 'no change' as in memory is malleable/not
always accurate. 1 further mark for development of this point
which references findings from both studies. Go back and credit
the first part of the response which is relevant now - the use of
Grant's research to support the point.

4 Takes a while to get there (!) but IV clearly identified towards the
end.

1ai I mark for knowing IV is not manipulated in a quasi-experiment. 1
mark for applying this to the study by identifying all three
conditions of the IV (although two would have done).

6b 1 mark for the gorilla crossing the area - the feature that must be
covered. 1 mark for the gorilla appearing for 5 seconds. 1 mark
for teams playing basketball - the weakest feature but still gets
3rd mark as other two features are strong.

8b 1 mark for making link between determinism and Lee. 1 mark for
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for specific and relevant findings from the study. The candidate,
however, does not demonstrate a clear understanding of
determinism (e.g. through definition) - so limited to 2 marks.




