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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 : 66 / 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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Total:

66 / 105

Question Total
Mark

/ Max
Mark

1ai 2 / 2
1aii 2 / 2
1b 2 / 2
2a 2 / 4
2bi 0 / 1
2bii 1 / 2
3 3 / 3
4 2 / 2
5a 2 / 4
5b 1 / 5
6a 3 / 3
6b 3 / 3
7 2 / 2
8a 2 / 2
8b 2 / 3
8c 0 / 5
8d 2 / 4
8e 3 / 6
8f 2 / 3
8g 7 / 12
9a 5 / 6
9b 2 / 5
9c 5 / 8
9d 6 / 8
9e 5 / 8

































Off Page Comments

Item Name Comment
9e The suggestions have been evaluated in general which is an

acceptable approach. A range of issues/debates have been
considered, if not always in depth.

6a 1 mark for design. 1 mark for location (lab). 1 mark for one of the
IVs.

8e The first point of comparison is worth 3 marks - the distinction is
clear and valid and applied appropriately to two relevant studies.
The second attempt at a difference is too muddled - mixing up
various debates.

8a 2 marks for two relevant comments although second is weak.
3 1 mark for the principle (nature/nurture) as an indication of

general understanding of developmental area. This is linked to
Bandura at the end (1 mark) and the finding in the middle of the
response also then becomes relevant as evidence (1 mark).

2bii Can credit any of these three answers - all are part of the
interview process - but none have been explained. The candidate
could have made links between these ideas but have not in this
case.

8g This covers a range of ethical issues, and applies them
appropriately to studies. The opening point is well made in
considering the whole area. The evaluation points are weak but
evident. The evaluation allows the candidate to move into Band 2
(reasonable) - and the level of description definitely warrants this.

1b 1 mark at end for 'over time' and 1 mark for age range that Hans
was studied for (5 or 6 yrs are both acceptable).

9a 1st mark for first issue. 2nd mark for elaboration of issue through
use of evidence (which continues at the end) via Levine. 3rd mark
for ref to cultural difference in article. 4th mark for second issue
(first answer only) i.e. obedience. 5th mark for linking to article -
obeying coach. There is no clear elaboration of the second issue.

8d First weakness is not creditworthy - irrelevant. Second weakness
earns both marks - the weakness is relevant and applied (if a little
clumsily) to the Freud case study.

4 Both conditions of IV identified.
2a 1 mark for what was measured and 1 mark for who was

measured. The ref to psychometric testing is too vague for how.
No findings included.

8f 1 mark for idea of usefulness and 1 for how this links to the study
but no use of findings.

7 Mark first answer only - which would be gender in this case.
Worth 2 marks.

1aii 1 mark for direction of difference (scores significantly lower) and
1 mark for reference to relevant groups. The first sentence may
be hinting at concurrent validity but too weak and no need to
assess given the fact the answer gets better.

5a Only first way credited - for instructions and use of word 'set' (or
'every' later). The second way is too generic and not
contextualised enough.

9c 1 mark outline of set up. 1 mark for the finding about speed of
helping. Another mark for the finding relating to ill/drunk. This



Item Name Comment
finding can then be linked to the article - indeed, this application
is developed enough to earn 2 marks.

8b 1 mark for relevant findings - lying etc can be seen as determined
by culture and then this is supported (weakly) by the point at the
end (the link).

5b The candidate's answer - Grant shows noise is not nec
detrimental to recall if it is the context of learning - is clear but the
use of evidence around it clumsy. This answer does not allow a
comparison with L&P so when the candidate refers to L&P it is
not creditworthy. The candidate has not been asked to explain
how L&P have changed our understanding.

9d The use of reinforcement is well detailed and well explained. The
'culture change' idea is covered less well (although the response
does not need to be balanced). Scores at the top of the
Reasonable Band but we are looking for more explanation of
implementation for the very top band.

9b Only situationa side covered - understanding shown through
reference to culture/upbringing (1 mark) and eventually applied
appropriately by quoting examples from two different cultures (1
mark).

8c More a response about ethics. Nothing creditworthy.
1ai 1 mark for the IV being naturally occurring. 1 mark for applying to

two conditions, including autism (although stated strangely).
6b Marks for gorilla walking across, two teams, and no interaction.

All three marks retained as each feature is clear and accurate.




