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Introduction

Candidates were able to demonstrate knowledge and understanding across both sections of
the paper, with few questions being left unanswered.

There was an increasing number of candidates that chose Option B in this series. Reponses
on Selye's General Adaptation Syndrome were detailed and demonstrated a deep
understanding of biological psychology. However, Option A remains the preferred choice of
the majority of candidates.

It was pleasing to see that many candidates had improved their focus of choosing
appropriate material from questions that involved a scenario, rather than just stating the
name given. However, AO2 still appears to be the weakest skill because the use of supporting
evidence in these situations was often stated, rather than applied.

The levels-based questions continue to challenge candidates. There appeared to be an
emphasis on the evaluation or assessment requirements of the question. For example in
Chomsky's theory of language development, alternative theories were suggested but often
not applied to the knowledge and understanding point that had been made.

It also appeared that the increased focus on assessment was at times at the expense of the
demonstration of knowledge and understanding, therefore this restricted the levels that
could be achieved overall.
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Question 1 (a)

This question required candidates to describe the term 'maternal deprivation hypothesis'.

The majority of candidates found this question accessible, with almost all being able to
access at least one mark. Most candidates were also able to achieve the second mark by
discussing the impact of deprivation.

Many candidates were able to use their knowledge of 44 Juvenile Thieves (Bowlby, 1944) to
develop the point.

Marks are given for:

details of why attachment cannot be formed (1)
suggestions of issues in later life (1)

Total: 2 marks
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Question 1 (b)

The question required candidates to explain one strength and one weakness of Bowlby’s
theory of attachment.

Many candidates used the support of the 44 Juvenile Thieves study as a strength. Other
frequent choices were the theory's impact on hospital and childrearing practices. Some
candidates used Lorenz’s imprinting research, although this was not always clearly linked to
the nature of human attachment.

Frequent weaknesses focussed on Bowlby’s emphasis on mothers – either to the exclusion of
bonds with others, including fathers, or for the social sensitivity of psychological pressure on
working mothers.

Some candidates made the mistake of giving evaluation points about the 44 Juvenile Thieves
study, rather than the theory itself, so this was not creditworthy.

If alternative theories or studies are used as justification/exemplification points, only using
the name is not enough to be creditworthy.

Elements of the theory or results/conclusions from the study need to be applied to support
the identification point.
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Marks are given for:

the strength for identifying the discovery of the maternal
deprivation hypothesis (1)

This has not been exemplified, so no further marks are given.

the weakness for identifying that it is reductionist because it does
not take account of the environment (1)

Although the candidate states Skinner in an effort to exemplify the
point, no details of the theory in support of reductionism are given.

Total: 2 marks
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Question 2 (a)

A three-mark question that required candidates to draw a suitable graph from the data table.

Few candidates were able to achieve the full three marks for this question. The most usual
errors were to miss out details from the title.

The labelling of the X axis often stated just Condition A and Condition B without any
explanation and this was not creditworthy.
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Marks are given for accurate:

labelling of the axes (1)
plotting of the data (1)

No marks are given for the title: it does not refer to the mean, which
was the measurement used for the number of interactions.

Total: 2 marks
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Question 2 (b)

This was a one-mark question that required candidates to state which statistical test would
have been used in respect of the data in the scenario.

Some candidates were able to identify the Wilcoxon signed ranks test.

Many candidates stated an incorrect test: the most frequent responses were Chi-squared or
Spearman’s rho.
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Question 2 (c)

The question required candidates to identify an improvement in relation to the scenario, for
two marks.

Some candidates discussed inter-rater reliability and linked this to elements from the
scenario and were able to achieve two marks.

Many candidates did not focus their responses on reliability and instead discussed an
improvement that linked either to validity or to generalisability. These were not creditworthy.

This response achieved marks for:

identifying the improvement by using a second child psychologist
before and after the scheme (1)
being able to compare the number of interactions, therefore
improving the reliability (1)

Total: 2 marks
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Question 3

This question required candidates to explain one strength and one weakness of the use of
meta-analysis, in relation to the scenario.

Many candidates were able effectively to link the use of the methodology in relation to the
scenario. The most usual strengths focussed on the use of secondary data, either as being
much quicker than collecting Pierre's own data or as avoiding any potential ethical issues of
working directly with child participants.

The most frequent weaknesses were based around the possible time-limited nature of
results from 20 years ago and/or the ethnocentrism of using studies all published in the
United States of America.

12International Advanced Level Psychology WPS03 01



13 International Advanced Level Psychology WPS03 01



This response achieves marks for:

identifying the strength of reducing ethical concerns (1)
This is then justified in terms of informed consent from parents,
gaining a mark for the exemplification (1)
identifying the weakness of the subjectivity of data gathered via
meta-analyis (1)
the justification of the fact that the 16 studies may have suffered
from experimenter bias (1)

Total: 4 marks
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Question 4

This was an eight-mark essay question that required the candidates to evaluate Chomsky's
theory of language development.

Many candidates could present a coherent overview of Chomsky's theory in good detail.

Many candidates also described young children's language errors, for example 'I sawed' but
found it difficult to explain quite how this fits within Chomsky's theory. Some candidates
demonstrated detailed knowledge, suggesting that this was not children simply reproducing
the adult language around them, because adults do not say that.

For the AO3 requirement, many candidates compared the approach to Skinner. Some also
compared to Vygotsky and, occasionally, Bruner. Common criticisms given were the entirely
theoretical nature of the Language Acquisition Device (LAD) and how it was impossible to
identify it in the brain.

A few candidates countered this suggestion by recognising that there were specific areas of
the brain associated with language in general, like Broca's and Wernicke's. Many cited Genie,
suggesting that the fact she never learned to speak properly refuted Chomsky's ideas.

Some candidates were able to describe Chomsky's theory but did not go on to evaluate it.
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The AO1 is accurate and thorough. There is a description of the innate
nature of language learning and a detailed understanding of the LAD.
Examples are given of the grammatical errors that children make in
language learning.

The AO3 is well-developed from the AO1 points, so it is logical. There is
a number of competing arguments, for example, the fact that regional
accents suggest that environment plays a part in language
development.

This moves back to the argument that it is biological, due to the
exponential growth of language learning.

Total: 8 marks

Level 4
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Question 5

This is an eight-mark levels-based essay question that required candidates to discuss
whether Helene's investigation was scientific.

Many responses were brief and, at times, vague. They simply repeated elements from the
scenario without considering the scientific value.

Many candidates only listed features of Helene's study, stating that they made it more or less
scientific, but with little explanation as to why.

Some candidates focussed on Helene's use of both quantitative and qualitative data in her
questionnaire and tally. They were able to discuss the properties of both. Some also
identified Helene's possible researcher bias in her observations and the subjectivity from
setting her own criteria for the tally.

Few candidates had a strong grasp of scientific features beyond objectivity versus subjectivity
bias.
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The AO1 achieves top Level 3 because it identifies several key elements
of scientific rigour. There is evidence of both qualitative and
quantitative measures and what makes them scientific.

For AO2, there is a grasp of scientifc ideas in relation to Helene, for
example, by using observational data she was unable to control the
environment. However, these are not developed with further elements
from the scenario, so again, top Level 3.

There are further descriptions of the longitudinal nature of the study
but these are not linked to scientific ideas or processes and therefore
the response does not achieve Level 4.

Total: 6 marks

Level 3
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Question 6

In this question, candidates were required to state how pre-trial publicity may influence jury
decision-making.

This question was accessed by the majority of candidates achieving 1 mark. Many candidates
used key terms or studies to support their point of how the publicity influenced jury decision-
making.

The candidate states how negative pre-trial publicity may have a
negative effect on the jurors' thoughts, therefore influencing the
decision-making.

Total: 1 mark
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Question 7 (a)

This question required candidates to describe the experimental/research design used in the
scenario.

Many candidates were able successfully to identify independent measures as the design
used in the scenario.

Some candidates were also able to give some of the characteristics of the two conditions, to
achieve the second mark.

This response achieves marks for:

the identification of the correct design, which was independent
measures (1)
an accurate description of both Condition A and Condition B (1)

If the candidate had stated only Condition A and B and not described
the value of the conditions, this would not have been creditworthy.
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Question 7 (b)

This was a one-mark question that required candidates to calculate a percentage from the
data table.

Most candidates could calculate the percentage of participants to one decimal place.
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Question 7 (c)

This was a two-mark question that required candidates to explain what level of measurement
had been used in respect of the data shown in the scenario.

Many candidates appeared to have difficulty with the concept of what is meant by 'level of
measurement'. A frequent response was quantitative data, which was incorrect.

Some candidates were able to identify nominal data and gained one mark.

Few candidates were able to justify the level of measurement by linking it to the scenario, to
access the second mark.

This response achieves marks for:

identifying the level of measurement as nominal (1)
describing the different catagories in relation to the scenario (1)

Total: 2 marks
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Question 7 (d)

A two-mark question that required candidates to explain one conclusion in relation to the
scenario.

Many candidates stated the results from the data but did not go on to explain what this
meant in terms of a conclusion and so did not provide creditworthy responses.
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Question 7 (e)

This was a two-mark question where candidates had to explain one improvement that could
be made in respect of the scenario.

One of the most frequent responses was to increase sample size to improve generalisability,
which is not a creditworthy response.

Some candidates were able to explain the idea that collecting some qualitative data, through
interview or additional questions on Anatole's questionnaire, would help to understand why
participants made their decision, which was an improvement.

The context is referred to just once in the scenario but both points
were linked to the idea that they would be more likely to commit theft.

Marks are awarded for:

the improvement of gathering detailed data through open-ended
questions (1)
the fact this gave detailed information (1)

Total: 2 marks

Do not change the reasons for a study when writing about how to
improve it.
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Question 8

This question required candidates to explain one strength of using cognitive behavioural
therapy (CBT) in relation to the scenario.

Many candidates found it difficult to grasp for what the question was asking. Some simply
described aspects of CBT because it would help as a therapy, rather than as a strength in
relation to the behaviour of the prisoner.

It is clear from the detailed responses that candidates had a detailed knowledge of CBT but
this was not explained in terms of how it could be used to treat the prisoner.

Candidates could use supporting studies in this type of response that could support an
identified strength, for example reducing reoffending.

However, it is important if using supporting studies to use elements of the study to justify
why this supports the strength, rather than just stating the researchers' names and the
results.
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This response achieved 0 marks.

This response is in context, but is simply a description of CBT. It does
not suggest how this is a strength of using the therapy in relation to
Sonia.

Total: 0 marks

It is clear from the detailed responses that candidates had a detailed
knowledge of CBT but this was not explained in terms of how it could
be used to treat the prisoner.

Candidates could use supporting studies in this type of response which
could support an identified strength, for example reducing
reoffending. However, it is important if using supporting studies to use
elements of the study to justify why this supports the strength rather
than just stating the researcher's names and the results.
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Question 9

This question required candidates to explain one strength and one weakness of using
psychological case formulation in relation to the scenario.

Few candidates were able to access the strength because their responses were frequently
only descriptions of what a psychological case formulation was. A small number of
candidates did use the holistic nature of the process as a basis for a creditworthy response.

The weaknesses were, on the whole, answered better than the strengths. These were
predominantly framed around the idea of Mary giving false or incomplete information
through lying, forgetfulness, or based on her history of not previously engaging with
therapies. They noted that this would undermine the effectiveness of any treatment plan
suggested by Greg.

In a strengths and weaknesses question with a scenario, judgements need to be made as to
why.

Candidates often only describe elements from the scenario and therefore miss both the
identification points and the reason for their suggestions.
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This response receives a mark for the strength because it links Mary's
past and the therapy, suggesting without stating it, that it provides an
holistic approach to understanding Mary. This point has not been
justified therefore the response does not achieve a further mark (1)

There are 2 marks for the weakness:
the identification that it is self-reporting data from Mary which could
make it ineffective (1)
This point is developed by suggesting that the point may not be
true, therefore reducing the validity of any effective
recommendations from Greg (1)

Total: 3 marks
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Question 10

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to assess Loftus and Palmer
(1974) in terms of the British Psychological Society (BPS) Code of Ethics and Conduct (2009).

Many candidates did not appreciate the level of knowledge and understanding required in
respect of the study. The responses began with an evaluation of the ethics and details of the
study where mentioned but were brief. They did not demonstrate a thorough understanding
of the study, limiting the level achievement in respect of the AO1 element of the essay.

Some candidates were able to give an overview of Loftus and Palmer's study but these were
often list-like and did not demonstrate detailed knowledge.

In many cases, the assessment in terms of ethical considerations was generic, for example
simply citing the right to withdraw and informed consent only without reference to the study.

Some candidates were able to discuss the possible distress caused to participants from
watching car crash videos. The better answers applied it to those who may have been in
accidents themselves or had friends or family members who had, thereby resulting in
'triggering' their memories of trauma. Some candidates countered this with the significance
to the criminal justice system as being a reason for allowing such trauma.

In an essay question, equal emphasis needs to be placed on all of the AOs.

In 'assess' questions some candidates simply focus on the AO3 requirement of assessment,
often bypassing the knowledge and understanding. This restricts them to the lower level
mark bands.
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Overall, this is an example of a solid Level 3 response.

The AO1 is at Level 4 because the candidate demonstrates accurate
and thorough knowledge and understanding in elements such as the:

critical questions
use of questionnaires
features of the videos used

The AO3 was not as developed as AO1 and therefore deemed to be
Level 3.

There were some generic assertions in respect of the ethics, with
applied ethics in the form of knowing the aim of the study and
therefore not having an impact of the wellbeing of the participants.

Total: 6 marks

Level 3

Try to balance the response between the assessment objectives to
obtain the higher level mark bands.
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Question 11

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to evaluate the influence of
the 'other race' effect on the reliability of eye-witness testimony.

This question was not answered well by the majority of candidates. Many candidates did not
demonstrate an understanding of the 'other race' effect and wrote about race and jury
decision-making, general issues of racial prejudice and self-fulfilling prophecy.

For the candidates that showed some knowledge of the 'other race' effect, many used Brady
as supporting evidence. Most found it difficult to evaluate the effect on the reliability of eye-
witness testimony.

A few candidates discussed the benefits of experience with individuals from the other races
as reducing the 'other race' effect. Many only listed other elements that affect eye-witness
testimony, for example, weapon focus or the effectiveness of the cognitive interview, without
linking it back explicitly to facial recognition.

Whilst on the syllabus, the 'other race' effect can be a challenging area to teach. It was
interesting to see that a number of centres preferred the alternative term of cross-race
effect, which is perfectly acceptable.

This is an area that candidates need to be taught. Perhaps with the alternative term, which
provides additional studies both in support of and against the concept, this may be more
accessible.
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AO1 knowledge and understanding of the 'other race' effect is Level 3.
It has been interwoven with the evaluative points, which is perfectly
acceptable.

It is accurate but not thorough. Examples have been given, such as lack
of expertise and not other races' faces enough, but these have not
been developed.

AO3 is Level 4 because it is well-developed and demonstrates
competing arguments in the form of using studies such as Sheck et al
to support points that faulty identification can lead to reduced
reliability of eye-witness memory.

Total: 7 marks

Level 4
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Question 12

This question required candidates to state what is meant by the term 'alarm reaction'.

The majority of candidates answered this question well. A detailed knowledge of Selye's
General Adaptation Syndrome was given within additional levels of biological knowledge.

This response is detailed and draws on many areas that describe the
'alarm stage'.

Total: 1 mark
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Question 13 (a)

This question required candidates to describe the experimental/research design used in the
scenario.

Many candidates were able successfully to identify independent measures as the design
used in the scenario. Some candidates were also able to give some of the characteristics of
the two conditions, to achieve the second mark.

This response achieves marks for:

the identification of the correct design, which was independent
measures (1)
an accurate description of both Condition A and Condition B (1)

If the candidate had simply stated Condition A and B and not
described the value of the conditions, this would not have been
creditworthy.

Total: 2 marks
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Question 13 (b)

This was a one-mark question that required candidates to calculate a percentage from the
data table.

Most candidates could calculate the percentage of participants, to one decimal place.
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Question 13 (c)

This was a two-mark question that required candidates to explain what level of measurement
had been used in respect of the data shown in the scenario.

Many candidates appeared to find this concept difficult, that is, what is meant by 'level of
measurement'. A usual response was quantitative data, which was incorrect.

Some candidates were able to identify nominal data and gained one mark. Few candidates
were able to justify the level of measurement by linking it to the scenario, to access the
second mark.

This response receives marks for:

correct level of measurement (1)
describing categories in relation to the scenario (1)

Total: 2 marks
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Question 13 (d)

This was a two-mark question that required candidates to explain one conclusion in relation
to the scenario.

Many candidates stated the results from the data but did not go on to explain what this
meant in terms of a conclusion. Therefore, they did not provide creditworthy responses.

With a 2-mark conclusion question, candidates need to use data that is given in the data
tables and make a judgement on what it means.

Simply stating the data and not what this shows, is not a conclusion.

This response achieves marks for:

the use of the data – 3 participants thought the person would be
stressed compared to when the person had no social support (1)
explaining that social support decreases the perception of stress in
relation to the scenario (1) The candidate begins the response with
the conclusion but this is acceptable.

Total: 2 marks
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Question 13 (e)

This was a two-mark question where candidates had to explain one improvement that could
be made in respect of the scenario.

One of the most frequent responses was to increase sample size to improve generalisability,
which is not a creditworthy response.

Some candidates were able to explain the idea that collecting some qualitative data, through
interview or additional questions on Anatole's questionnaire, would help to understand why
participants made their decision, which was an improvement.

This response achieved no marks.

Whilst the candidate has made reference to the scenario, the
suggestion that increasing sample size to improve generalisability is
not a credit-worthy response.

Total: 0 marks

Candidates should not change the reasons for a study when writing
how to improve it.
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Question 14

This question required candidates to explain one strength of using selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) in relation to the scenario.

Many candidates answered this question well. There was a good understanding of how SSRIs
work. This was applied successfully to the scenario to explain why its use was a strength in
terms of outcome for Sonya.

This response receives both marks:

The candidate identifies the strength in terms of SSRIs working
quickly, with reference to the patient and anxiety (1)
This point is then justified because they explain it will help the
patient deal with the interview due to the increased serotonin levels
(1)

Total: 2 marks
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Question 15

This question required candidates to explain one strength and one weakness of using
emotion-focussed strategies in relation to the scenario.

Few candidates were able to access the strength because they only gave descriptions of
emotion-focussing strategies. A small number of candidates did suggest they would be more
effective because Mary could not change her stressor, as a basis for a creditworthy response.

The weaknesses were, generally, answered better than the strengths. These were
predominantly framed around the idea of Mary using emotion-focussed strategies, but that
they did not deal with the causes of stress and therefore may not be effective.
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2 marks are given for the strength, because using emotion-focussing
strategies to cope with stress was identified. This is then justified by
explaining that, whilst not being able to change deadlines, Mary could
focus on her own emotions to reduce stress.

1 mark is given for the identification of not being able to deal with the
cause of the problem. This was not justified so no further marks are
given.

Total: 3 marks
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Question 16

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to assess Brady (1958) in
terms of the Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986.

Most candidates identified this as the ‘Executive Monkey’ study and could give a coherent
account of the study and its findings, in some cases, with considerable detail.

A common evaluation point was that of generalisability of results to humans. The ethical
issues of the treatment of the monkeys, contrasting with the value of the research for
understanding causes of human stress were also considered.

This was an eight-mark essay that required candidates to evaluate Type A personality as a
factor that influences stress.

Many candidates used general, everyday descriptions of personality, rather than the
psychological terms such as time-conscious, competitive and impatient and therefore limited
their ability to move from Level 2 to Level 3.

In general, AO3 was more comprehensive than AO1, because candidates demonstrated a
greater understanding of where the research had been discovered, for example whilst
undertaking research into the effects of tobacco. This was the stronger section of the essays.
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AO1 demonstrates accurate knowledge and understanding, with
examples such as the number of animals used and a detailed
description of the procedure. The response is deemed just Level 3.

AO3 was also Level 3 because there were mostly coherent chains of
reasoning. These were almost generic in description, with little link to
the knowledge and understanding.

Total: 6 marks

Level 3

Focus on key psychological terms as opposed to everyday language
when considering personality types and their relationship to stress.
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Question 17

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to evaluate Type A
personality as a factor that influences stress.

Many candidates gave everyday terms for the description of the personality type, as opposed
to the key psychological terms such as competitive, time-constrained and therefore limited
their ability to move from Level 2.

In terms of AO3, many focussed on the origins of the research for Type A personality as a
grasp of competing arguments. However, few candidates offered any competing arguments,
so again were limited to Level 2.
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The knowledge and understanding of Type A personality is accurate
but limited, therefore achieves the lower end of Level 3.

AO3 demonstrates a grasp of competing arguments with the use of
studies. The findings of these were successfully applied, therefore the
response reaches the upper end of Level 3.

Total: 5 marks

Level 3
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Paper Summary

Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

Candidates need to revisit the requirements of drawing a suitable graph. The title of the
graph should include all conditions of the research and the mathematical measure that
was used
Axes need to show a full label and not just Condition A/Condition B
The appropriate use of the levels of measurement needs to be more secure
In essay questions that use a scenario, list-like features of the scenario are not considered
to be knowledge and understanding, unless explained
A question that requires an improvement to a piece of research needs to follow the
original methodology, as opposed to suggesting a completely different method
Candidates would benefit from revisiting the different taxonomies used in questions in
order to appreciate the assessment objective that is being tested
Check if there is a requirement to address a specific point, for example only reliability, or
validity
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Grade boundaries

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-
boundaries.html
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