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 Question 2 (a) 
 Candidates offered a range of ways that animals could be used in research, often citing 
laboratory experiments and developing this with detail on the procedure for using animals for the 
second mark. Candidates interpreted the mark allocation and answer space here and very few 
wrote too much, in future they may be expected to write more. 

   Question 2 (b) 
 Candidates seemed well prepared to justify, or not, the use of animals in drug research 
specifi cally. It was encouraging to see that some candidates argued their case in the context of 
animal drug research rather than a generic animal research evaluation although most did not. 
Commonly candidates commented on generalisability, gestation/life span, caging/size/number. 
Very few candidates exclusively discussed animal ethics but often candidates who started 
discussing practical issues slipped into ethical issues. No credit was given for ethical issues. More 
able candidates systematically assessed practical issues linking to drug research continually 
throughout their answer e.g. life span shorter so long term physiological effects of drugs can be 
studied. 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

Examiner Comments

There was no limiting factor for this question for candidates who did 
not relate their answer to drug research as practical issues may be 
more demanding than ethical issues for candidates. This example does 
achieve full marks, though it may be expected that the answer be 
linked more explicitly to drug research in the future.
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   Question 2 (c) 
 Like the previous question, candidates were generic in their description of this research method. 
Answers, therefore, were more AS in style and failed to achieve the higher marks. Candidates 
offered a range of research methods, notably laboratory research, PET scans and surveys. 
Candidates should be cautious when describing laboratory research as, although drugs can be 
given to participants, they are often long term drug users. Often candidates’ descriptions felt as 
though they thought it was fi ne to give anybody heroin for the purpose of psychological research. 
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   Question 2 (d) 
 Generally a well answered question, with candidates using their key study to evaluate. Blättler 
was the most popular choice of study and candidates often commented on generalisability, 
reliability, urine test checks and ethics. Although, many candidates confused ethics and regarded 
the study as highly unethical, this is not true. More able candidates focused on the positive 
ethics of the study. Ennett, Scott and Wareing were covered by a minority of candidates and it 
is encouraging to see that teachers are using studies to broaden candidates’ understanding of 
health psychology. 
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Examiner Comments

The fi rst part of this answer is a conclusion, which gains no credit, 
and the comment concerning reliability is simply stated, the answer 
accurately explains generalisability for this study, the problems 
with clique identifi cation and the issue of measuring reciprocation. 
Making comments specifi c to the study resulted in concise and clear 
marks that were quickly rewarded.

Examiner Tip

To move beyond AS level evaluation each point should be 
explained e.g. why does the study lack reliability? Why can’t 
we generalise the fi ndings? Limiting responses to a set of 
statements that read more as a list will gain no credit at A2.
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 Question 3 
 Candidates clearly understood the demands of the question and the majority described and 
evaluated two drug treatments; drug replacement therapy, TEP’s and aversion therapy being 
common. If candidates failed to describe or evaluate one of the treatments they rarely achieved 
more than level 2. Candidates who achieved level 4 accurately detailed the principles and 
procedure of their chosen treatments and offered accurate and well explained strengths/
weaknesses/research evidence. 

   Question 1 (a) 
 The majority of candidates were able to defi ne intrinsic motivation as coming from within and 
extrinsic as external motivation. This was often supported by an example for the third mark. 
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   Question 1 (b) 
 A disappointing number of answers simply referred to extrinsic and intrinsic motivation or 
goal setting without linking it to Nach in any way. More successful candidates systematically 
described how Ian’s coach would use all needs e.g. N-aff – offer team member support, N-ach – 
set up a suitable goal to succeed in, N-pow – offer him power over own choreography. More able 
candidates were able to discuss how Ian’s coach would assess his needs to fi nd if they were high 
or low and set motivational strategy accordingly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

Examiner Comments

This is a really good example of a candidate ‘using’ the theory to 
suggest ways that Ian’s coach could improve motivation. Working 
through each need and suggesting a strategy that the coach could use.
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    Question 1 (c) 
 The most common evaluation was application, in terms of how it can be used by a sporting 
coach, which is unsurprising considering the previous question. However, very few progressed 
beyond basic evaluation with only a handful offering research evidence. Many candidates poorly 
attempted to link N-ach with arousal and other stated alternative theories without creditable 
development. 

   Question 2 (a) 
 Most candidates achieved both available marks by referring to open-ended questions and opinions 
and beliefs. Some candidates mistook qualitative for quantitative in their answer and wrongly 
referred to closed-ended and Likert style questions. 

   Question 2 (b )
 The majority of answers achieved one mark for commenting in depth and rich detail and a 
further mark for allowing free response/unrestricted answering but only more able candidates 
were able to develop their answer for higher marks. Those who did extend their answer often 
discussed the usefulness of qualitative information for sporting professionals to understand 
beliefs and develop new motivational/competence related techniques to improve performance. 

  

 

 
 
 

 

 

Examiner Comments

This example is a little repetitive with regards to gathering in depth detail, 
which overall gained a mark. A further mark was achieved for explaining 
how options can be limiting. The answer would have received a further 
mark if the comment about ‘further research’ had been developed.
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  Question 2 (c) 
 The majority of answers referred to the correct study, although some were confused about 
whether the climbers of athletes were questioned individually or as a group (despite being quite 
obvious in context). There was sound understanding of the use of the SIQ and CIQ and some 
understood the construction and purpose of each questionnaire. 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

Examiner Comments

This answer shows a very sound understanding of how the questionnaire 
was used by Boyd and Monroe. There is clear knowledge about each 
questionnaire and on whom it was used, including the structure of the 
questionnaire.

Examiner Tip

Depth of understanding and detail gains higher marks at A2. 
It is important to use ongoing revision as cramming towards 
the end of the course often results in condensed knowledge 
that lacks this level of detail.
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 Question 3 
 This was a straightforward essay question; centres should be reminded that essays may not be 
as straightforward in the future. Cottrell and Koivula were popular studies, and candidates were 
competent in their description of procedure in particular. Higher achieving candidates described 
both parts of Cottrell’s procedure and often detailed the difference between word pair associates 
for the competitional and non-competitional lists and the mere-presence and blindfolding. The 
results tended to be weaker than procedure, often describing an overall conclusion without 
any results detail. The description of Koivula was also strong, however a minority of candidates 
missed out any reference to the BSRI or thought that it was used to sex type the sports rather 
than the participants. This led to some confusion with their results, which failed to distinguish 
between the participant’s sex type and sports rating. Some candidates describing Craft’s study 
picked out self confi dence as an indictor for sporting performance, but often became muddled 
with cognitive and somatic anxiety or missed these out.

Evaluation in this essay tended to be brief, lacking detail and offering short under explained 
points. Some candidates attempted generic evaluation that seemed not to relate to the study 
described. 
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Examiner Comments

This is a very good description of the study, with sound understanding 
each element (APRC) and showing knowledge of both aspects of the 
study; gender typing and sports perception. The evaluation made is 
accurate, but some of the points made lack the depth of explanation 
required for level 4. This answer is a high level 3 as the quality of 
written communication is good.
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Grade boundaries

Grade Max. Mark A* A B C D E N U

Raw boundary mark 60 45 41 37 33 29 25 21

Uniform boundary mark 80 72 64 56 48 40 32 24

a* is only used in conversion from raw to uniform marks. It is not a published unit grade.
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