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Introduction

It was pleasing to see the majority of candidates attempting all questions. In both the 
developmental section and optional sections, candidates demonstrated their ability across a wide 
range of questions.

There appeared to be a renewed focus in addressing the Assessment Objective (AO)2 
requirements of a question. There was a growing number of candidates no longer only citing a 
name but choosing elements of the scenarios to illustrate their points.

The quality of a number of the extended open-response essays where the taxonomy of 'evaluate' 
was used was pleasing to see. The eight-mark essay in the developmental section where 
candidates were required to evaluate Erikson’s stages of psychosocial development was 
particularly well-answered.

There was a good understanding of the eight stages. Indeed, a number of candidates introduced 
the fact that a ninth stage had been added given the increasing ageing population worldwide. The 
AO3 element was strong, where both strengths and weaknesses were given, offering competing 
arguments that allowed candidates to achieve the higher-level mark bands.

The responses for the introductory questions in the developmental section in respect of "Piaget’s 
theory of cogntive development" were also well-detailed and demonstrated a good level 

of understanding.

It would be beneficial for candidates to revisit the prescribed studies in each of the sections. The 
contemporary study of choice elicited a number of blank entries and, for some, the knowledge 
and understanding of both Ding et al (2012) and Ashdown and Bernard (2012) was limited.

A number of candidates may need to revise the requirements of a bar chart because the title was 
often incomplete, not including both variables, meaning they were unable to achieve the full 
range of marks.
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Question 1(a)

This is an AO2 question that required candidates to identify a correct stage of development from

Piaget’s theory of cognitive development in relation to the scenario.

The majority of candidates identified the sensorimotor stage of development correctly. Some

candidates stated ‘the first stage’, which was not enough for the mark. If the candidate had

elaborated with detail from the scenario, for example, first stage because she is six months old,

then it would have gained the mark because it is clearly linked to the scenario.

This response achieves 1 mark: A one-word answer "sensorimotor" is enough for the mark

because this does not make it generic. Candidates will have had to look at the scenario to

make the correct decision.
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Question 1(b)

Candidates were required to describe why Gianna did not look for her teddy bear in relation to

Piaget’s stages of cognitive development and with reference to the scenario.

Many candidates were able to explain accurately that she may not have obtained object

permanence due to being six months old, for 1 mark. They went on to explain that she no longer

looked for the teddy bear because she forgot that it exists, which linked back to object

permanence for the second mark.

Some candidates successfully used the concepts of mental representations and schema to

explain why Gianna did not look for the teddy bear.

A number of candidates tried to use egocentrism as a concept. That was not applicable to the

scenario because this was not an egocentrism issue.

This response achieves 2 marks: identifying the sensorimotor stage is a link to the scenario,

even though it is not stated, because it is a correct judgement, based on Gianna’s age, why

she has not obtained object permanence (1) describing that because the bear is out of sight,

it ceases to exist for Gianna (1)
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If the question requires 2xAO2 description marks, candidates need to use two elements of

the scenario to illustrate their points.
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Question 1(c)

Question (Q)1c was an AO2 'describe' question that required candidates to use the concept of

conservation in relation to Micah’s scenario.

This question was answered well by many candidates. There was a strong understanding of

conservation and this was linked to the scenario, commonly by stating Micah’s age. This was then

described as to why Micah may not have achieved conservation. Candidates continued, for the

second mark, to explain conservation in terms of the scenario, linking it to why Micah said no or

thinner glass, volume of water or taller.

Some candidates explained conservation in the form of logical reasoning and even went further,

using one of two sub-stages (function sub-stage) to explain why it had not been achieved.

A small number of candidates tried to use the concept of centration, which is correct, but it had

to be linked to the scenario in some way to achieve the mark.

Egocentrism was also stated in some responses, but again, this not applicable to the tasks given

in the scenario, so not creditworthy.
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This response achieves 2 marks for: Micah being in the pre-operational stage of

development (1) Identifying the correct stage is enough for a link to the scenario, because

this correct judgement could only have been made by understanding the appropriate age of

Micah applying the concept of conservation, with the link of liquid to the scenario (1)
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Question 2(a)

This was an AO1 and AO3 question that required candidates to suggest an improvement that

could be made to the Strange Situation procedure.

There was a number of different responses for this question that were equally creditworthy.

Some candidates suggested including fathers or other primary caregivers to make the results

more applicable to a wider range of genders of caregivers, so more applicable to everyday life.

Other candidates chose to suggest that children from other countries/cultures other than only

America should be included, so that it was more representative of children from wider cultures.

A number of candidates suggested performing the procedure in a more familiar/natural

environment, for example the child’s home, and then justified this by explaining this would make

it more ecological in terms of validity, or less distressing for a child being separated from their

mother in an unfamiliar environment.

Improvements that suggested a major change to the published procedure were not creditworthy

because they were essentially changing the study. For example, some candidates suggested

removing the stage where the mother leaves the room or having the mother remain in the room

throughout all of the stages, to reduce infant distress. This would not be an acceptable

improvement because without separation from the mother, the assessment would not be using

the same 8-stage processes.

A question that requires an improvement to a study or investigation for two marks, is essentially

a What, How, Why response.

The candidates need to identify:

• What needs to change

• How this will be done

• Why this makes it better
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This response achieves 2 marks for: an identification that children from other cultures

should be used (Japan is cited but would not be necessary because they have already told

us the original sample was American children) (1) justifying it by explaining that preventing

an imposed etic would give insight into attachment in varied cultures (1)

Improvements to a study or investigation need a What, How, Why response.
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Question 2(b)

This question required candidates to identify one reason why cross-cultural research is used to

study attachment types in children.

Many candidates suggested that the reason for the research was to look for similarities or

differences in attachment types or to investigate the universality of attachment styles for the AO1

mark.

To gain the AO3 justification mark, the candidates needed to explain what their suggested reason

would achieve, or how it could be measured. A number of candidates chose to use supporting

evidence to justify the point. Other candidates explained that this would make the findings more

generalisable to other cultures for the AO3 mark.

If candidates choose supporting evidence to justify a reason, then the findings or applications of

the study need to be explained; just stating the name of the researchers is not creditworthy.

This response achieves 2 marks: The AO1 mark is given for identifying the reason that it

could be used, to see whether there are similar distributions of attachment types in

different cultures (1) The AO3 mark was given for explaining what this may achieve, and help

give insight into resulting adult behaviours of the child from different cultural perspectives

(1)
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Question 3(a)

This question required candidates to give an accurate description of how Bibha and Dalvie could

have carried out an overt observation.

As an AO2 question, the response had to relate to the scenario; it also had to describe elements

of an overt observation. Descriptions of procedures, data collection and also preliminary ethics

(gaining informed consent from the parents and nursery) were acceptable.

References to covert observations, for example, Bibha and Dalvie being hidden, secret, one-way

mirror or pretending to be teachers were not creditworthy because these were operations from a

covert observation.

Describing methodologies that could equally apply to other experimental methods, for example

dividing children into groups, also were not creditworthy.

Many responses suggested that informed consent should be gained from the parents/nursery for

1 mark. Another mark was gained for suggesting that they could record the children in the

different activities listed in the scenario.
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This response achieves 2 marks for: suggesting they would take the children (this is part of

an overt observation) then children would be split into the different activities in which they

were going to be observed (1) describing that Bibha and Dalvie would then observe them in

the relevant activity and record the data (1) If the candidate had simply written about putting

them into four different groups of activities, that would not be creditworthy. The response

had to be related to overt observation.
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This response achieves 2 marks: for suggesting that informed consent would be obtained

from the parents of the local nursery (1) and for describing how they would be overtly

observed in respect of the activities (1)

Int Advanced Level Psychology WPS03 01 13



Question 3(b)

This was a mathematics question where candidates had to use data from a table and draw an

appropriate bar chart.

1 mark for an appropriate title, which had to include the number of children, and play together in

some format

1 mark for appropriate labelling of the axes

Y axis: number of children. If it only stated children it was not correctly labelled

X axis: labelling under the bars and the labels had to apply to the correct height of the bar – both

had to be correct for the mark

1 mark for the correct plot in terms of number and being evenly distributed

Many candidates achieved 3 marks because they fulfilled all of the correct criteria.

With a bar chart, the plots must be spaced at regular intervals.

A number of candidates produced histograms because the plots were adjoining and these were

not creditworthy.
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This response achieves 3 marks: Appropriate title which includes number of children and

play activity (1) Appropriate labelling of axes (1) Accurate plots (1)
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This response achieves 2 marks: The title is incorrect because it does not include the

number correct axes (1) correct plots (1)
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Question 3(c)

This was an AO2/AO3 question that required candidates to identify a weakness of using an overt

observation in relation to the scenario.

Many candidates were able to suggest that the children knew they were being observed and did

not behave naturally. The concept of researcher effects is evident in the description, so did not

need to be explicitly named for one mark.

The most common responses for AO3 were that this did not necessarily represent the children’s

normal behaviour so was not ecologically valid, lacked application to the real world or was

unrepresentative.

This response achieves 2 marks: for suggesting it is subject to researcher effects in relation

to the scenario (1) which leads to invalid results about what type of play encourages playing

together, again in relation to the scenario (1)
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Question 4

This was an eight-mark question that required candidates to evaluate Erikson’s stages of

psychosocial development.

Many candidates engaged well with the question. AO1 was accurate and thorough because the

candidates had used a number of Erikson’s stages and described in detail how the central

conflicts could be resolved, leading to the basic virtues.

In AO3, the arguments were developed, citing both strengths and weakness, criticisms and

limitations of the stages. Research studies were also used to support or refute Erikson’s model.

Alternative theories and explanations of psychosocial development were also used.

Some candidates provided a list-like form of the eight stages for the AO1 element of the essay,

which limited the marks to the lower levels of the mark scheme. It was mostly accurate

knowledge, because these had not been described. The AO3 was often superficial, with little

explanation of development.

If a theory has multiple concepts and the question asks to evaluate the theory, it is beneficial for

candidates to give an overview of the concepts for the AO1 element of the essay.

Then, concentrate on a smaller number, because this allows for the elements of accurate and

thorough knowledge and understanding to be addressed.

AO3 needs to have competing arguments, which can be differences between alternative theories

or research, in order to achieve Level 4.
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This response achieves 8 marks: AO1 is thorough and accurate. The candidate has given a

basic outline of the theory followed by a selection of the stages, which have been described

in detail. AO3 is well-developed and demonstrates an awareness of competing arguments.

The candidate has used studies to support and refute the theory. They have also used

alternative theories, such as Freud, as a competing argument.
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Question 5

This was an eight-mark essay that required candidates to assess whether the chosen

contemporary study has furthered our understanding of developmental psycholology.

A number of candidates did not attempt the question, for either Ashdown and Bernard (2012) or

Ding et al (2012) and appeared to have no knowledge of the core contemporary study.

Many candidates demonstrated accurate knowledge and understanding of the aim, procedure,

sample, results, and conclusion. They did not appear to have a thorough understanding of the

study, limiting the marks achievable to the lower levels of the mark band.

For AO3, where the taxonomy of the question is assess, candidates need to analyse, interpret and

evaluate information, ideas and evidence in order to make judgements and reach conclusions

showing to what extent the chosen study had furthered our understanding of developmental

psychology. The candidates appeared to have written 'evaluate' essays where the points raised

were mostly strengths and weaknesses but only added 'furthered our understanding' at the end

without making a judgement as to why.

Some candidates were able to explain and develop the evaluation points, explaining in what way

the particular issues they had raised did, or did not, further our understanding in developmental

psychology. This enabled the candidates to achieve Levels 3 and 4 of the levels-based mark

scheme.

When the taxonomy of the essay is 'assess' for the AO3 element of the question, candidates need

to make a judgement in respect of a term used in the question.

In this case, it was whether the contemporary study had furthered our understanding in

developmental psychology. See the example below, where the candidate has a number of

elements and a final applied judgement.

“Ding et al. only investigated children from China so their results are not generalisable to other

countries. Cross-cultural research into attachment has shown that different cultures and countries have

differences in the proportions of the various attachment styles, which may indicate culturally specific

differences in parenting style. Without similar research in other countries, aside from China, we cannot

tell if Ding et al’s results apply universally, so we can’t tell if this study necessarily helps further our

understanding of developmental psychology in all cultures.”
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This response achieves Level 4, 7 marks. AO1: top Level 4. It is thorough and accurate

because it gives full details of the contemporary study, Ding et al AO3: bottom Level 4. Whilst

the candidate attempts to explain 'why' it furthers our understanding in developmental

psychology, it is very basic. It is only just a little more than adding the phrase at the end of

the essay.
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This response achieves Level 3, 6 marks: AO1 is bottom Level 4 because the details of the

study are accurate and thorough. AO3 is bottom Level 3 because there is a number of

strengths and weaknesses, but no competing arguments and 'has furthered our

understanding' has just been added at the end of each paragraph without reference to how

or why.
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Question 6

This was an AO2 question, where candidates had to describe how social learning from the media

could be used to explain Hannah’s criminal and anti-social behaviour.

Many candidates engaged well with this question, stating in each point a concept from social

learning theory (SLT) and linking this with an illustration from the scenario to support the

appropriate SLT terminology.

Some candidates gave generic answers, described social learning theory and reference to the

media in general but without making reference to the scenario.
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This response achieves 2 marks for: the description of vicarious reinforcement, which had

been linked to the scenario (1) leading her to perform criminal acts (taken from the scenario)

due to replicating role models (1)
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Question 7(a)

This question required candidates to explain one positive and one negative effect of using a

Cognitive Behavioural Therapy (CBT) programme in relation to a scenario. It was an AO2/AO3

question, so the identification of the positive and negative effect had to give a description of a

positive and negative feature of CBT in relation to Levi’s treatment programme.

The majority of candidates linked key positive features of CBT such as learning to recognise

distortions in thinking, or problems of learned unhelpful behaviours to Levi’s programme. In

respect of the negative effect, the short programme window of six weeks was often cited. These

achieved the AO2 mark.

For the AO3 mark candidates used supporting studies or an exemplification in the scenario to

support their judgment.

Some candidates were able to identify the positive and negative effects, using elements from the

scenario but did not justify these to achieve the AO3 marks.
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This response achieves 4 marks: Positive Effect AO2 links the feature of controlling anger

and linking this to the scenario (1) AO3 explains the benefits of this positive effect in

providing strategies to deal with the anger when released (1) Negative Effect AO2 links the

negative effect of time in respect of the programme linking it with the scenario (1) AO3

explains the negative consequence of dropping out from the programme (1)
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Question 7(b)

This was a four-mark question that required candidates to describe two reasons why primary

data was used rather than secondary data, in respect of an investigation detailed in the scenario.

Many candidates gave generic responses for this question. They described primary data and

secondary data but did not make a comparison or make reference to the scenario.

Some candidates used elements from the scenario successfully, to gain one mark for suggesting

a reason why Levi chose primary data. Example: Levi chose primary data so that he could ask

questions specifically designed for his investigation to measure the effectiveness of the CBT

programme. This example would not gain a second mark because there is no comparison with

secondary data.

In a two-mark question that asks for a reason in respect of elements from a scenario, there must

be at least one link to the scenario for the response to achieve the full two marks.
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This response achieves 4 marks: Reason 1: the description in respect of primary data is in

context and then this is compared with secondary data, which is not in context but achieves

the full two marks. Reason 2: the description of primary data is not in context, but is correct.

However, the comparison with secondary data is in context, so achieves the full two marks.

In a two-mark question that asks for a reason in respect of elements from a scenario, there must

be at least one link to the scenario for the response to achieve the full 2 marks.
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This response achieves 4 marks: Reason 1: marking point in respect of secondary data is in

context and a very brief and only just creditworthy comparison is made with primary data.

Reason 2: marking point for the description of primary data (not named but evident from

the description) is in context and again, there is another very brief comparison with

secondary data.
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Question 8(a)

Candidates were required to use the data from a data table to justify a conclusion.

The scenario outlined that there were two personality traits and the researcher had calculated

the mean number of criminal acts perpetrated by the two different personality traits. To gain the

full two marks candidates needed to make a comparison between the two personality types,

psychopathic and low self-control, using data from the table.

Many candidates were able accurately to use the data to support a comparison between the two

personality types.

Some candidates used the data from the different types of crime for one personality type and

were able to achieve one mark for the comparison.

A number of candidates simply repeated the data from the table without making a justification,

and achieved zero marks.
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This response achieves 2 marks for: using the data between psychopathic traits and low self-

control (1) justifying the data (1)
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This response achieves 1 mark: accurate data in respect of the different types of crime has

been justified (1)
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Question 8(b)

This was a two-mark question where candidates had to explain one improvement that could be

made in terms of reliability in respect of the scenario.

The most common creditworthy point was for Atisha to have a second researcher do the meta-

analysis to ensure she has not made any mistakes, for the AO2 mark.

For the AO3 mark this was then justified in terms of reliability, suggesting that it would improve

inter-rater reliability, because they would compare the results for consistency between them.

Some candidates suggested including data from other articles/sources for the AO2 mark but they

did not achieve the AO3 mark because they did not justify why this would make her study better.

This response achieves 2 marks: AO2 mark for stating using another researcher to look at

the 200 articles (1) AO3 mark for improving inter-rater reliability because it negates human

error (1)

With an improvement question there needs to be an improvement in respect of the existing

methodology. Any other suggestion is changing the investigation.

A number of candidates suggested gathering primary data in place of using secondary data, but

this is changing the procedure of the study and therefore is not creditworthy.
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This response achieves 1 mark: AO2: for suggesting the improvement of using multiple

raters/coders (1) Inter-rater reliability is not justified, so there is no AO3 mark.
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Question 8(c)

In this question, candidates were required to describe one ethical guideline that could be

considered when using semi-structured interviews.

The majority of candidates achieved 1 mark for this question. The candidates identified an ethical

guideline, but did not describe it, therefore the marks were given for the whole response where

there was only one discernible description in respect of semi-structured interviews.

Where candidates did not achieve marks, they gave a description of an ethical guideline but this

was not related to the interview method.

This response achieves 2 marks for: the description of psychological harm in relation to the

interview method (1) a further description of different forms of psychological harm (1)
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Question 9

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to evaluate the effect of weapons

focus on the reliability of eye-witness testimony.

The AO1 element of the essay required knowledge in the form of how weapons focus arises and

what are the characteristic features and effects on eye-witnesses and testimony. This was the

weaker part of the essay, because most candidates gave only one feature, often the focussing of

the weapon itself, demonstrating mostly accurate knowledge and understanding.

AO3 was stronger than AO1 for most candidates because the findings from studies such as Loftus

et al and Yuille and Cutshall were developed, with an understanding of competing arguments.

This enabled the responses to achieve top Level 2, 4 marks.

Some candidates demonstrated accurate and thorough knowledge of weapons focus, together

with a well-developed knowledge of studies and competing arguments and were able to achieve

Level 4.

Candidates appear to be very well-prepared with evidence in the form of supporting studies that

can be used to address the AO3 requirement of the question.

However, this detailed evidence is often at the expense of the knowledge and understanding of a

particular concept or theory.

To meet the requirements of both AO1 and AO3 in the higher levels, equal attention needs to be

given both to knowledge and understanding and well-developed and logical evaluations.
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This response achieves Level 4, 8 marks: AO1 has many characteristic features of weapons

focus, attention, attention narrowing and cortisol both as a negative and positive effect on

the reliability of eye-witness testimony. AO3 is well developed with the use of the findings of

multiple studies, which have also been applied. Yuille and Cutshall offers a competing

argument, so top Level 4 for this response.
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Question 10

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to assess whether using a 
psychological (case) formulation can help us understand the offending behaviour of an individual.

Many candidates demonstrated accurate knowledge and understanding of the processes and 
teams involved in a psychological case formulation. Key factors such as predisposing experiences, 
precipitating factors were outlined and explained for the AO1 element of the essay.

In respect of the AO3 requirement, candidates often used an evaluative format to address the 
question, giving findings from studies and examples of why psychological case formulation may 
be flawed. The facts were accurate in many cases, but did not address the question of how it 
helped us to understand the offending behaviour of individuals. This restricted the candidates to 
the lower levels of the mark band.

Some candidates did address the question of how it helped us to understand the offending 
behaviour of an individual, choosing examples from the cited studies or concepts that could or 
could not be applied to offenders. This enabled them to achieve the higher levels of the mark 
band.

The taxonomy of the essay questions dictates information that is required to reach in particular 
the AO3 element of a question.

In this particular essay, the candidate has not merely tacked on 'so this helps us understand the 
offending behaviour of an individual'. Neither have they provided a 'strengths and weaknesses' 
approach, which is required for an 'evaluate' essay.

With an 'assess' essay, answers need to be developed to link evaluation points back to the 
question, where a judgement will need to be made. Candidates should assess how a particular 
point they have made addresses the question.
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This response achieves Level 4, 8 marks: AO1 is accurate and thorough because there is a

clear understanding of the processes and the teams involved in a psychological case

formulation. AO3 is well-developed and a particular strength of this essay is how the

candidate addresses the issue of helping us to understand offending behaviour. Judgements

in this respect are woven into every paragraph and they demonstrate logical chains of

reasoning. It is balanced and a number of competing arguments have been put forward.
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Question 11

This was an AO2 question where candidates had to describe how cortisol could account for

Hannah’s high levels of stress.

Many candidates engaged well with this question, stating in each point how cortisol, as a part of

the physiology of stress, was linked to high stress levels, using an illustration from the scenario.

Some candidates gave generic answers, describing the role of cortisol in stress levels in general

but without making reference to the scenario.

This response achieves 2 marks. Marks are given for: the description how cortisol is

released, which had been linked to the scenario (1) cortisol causing chest pain, due to stress

when the friends ignore her videos (1)
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Question 12(a)

This question required candidates to explain one positive and one negative effect of using a

Cognitive Behavioural Therapy (CBT) programme in relation to a scenario. It was an AO2/AO3

question, so the identification of the positive and negative effect had to give a description of a

positive and negative feature of CBT, in relation to Levi’s treatment programme.

The majority of candidates linked key positive features of CBT such as learning to recognise

distortions in thinking, or problems of learned unhelpful behaviours to Levi’s programme.

In respect of the negative effect, the short programme window of 6 weeks was often cited. This

achieved the AO2 mark.

For the AO3 mark, candidates used supporting studies or an exemplification in the scenario to

support their judgment. Some candidates were able to identify the positive and negative effects,

using elements from the scenario but did not justify these to achieve the AO3 marks.
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This response achieves 4 marks: Positive Effect AO2 links the feature of maladaptive thinking

and targeting the cause of anxiety from the scenario (1) AO3 explains the benefits of this

positive effect in providing strategies to deal with the anxiety (1) Negative Effect AO2 links

the negative effect of time in respect of anxiety from the scenario (1) AO3 explains the

negative consequence of dropping out from the programme (1)
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Question 12(b)

This was a four-mark question that required candidates to describe two reasons why primary

data was used rather than secondary data in respect of an investigation detailed in the scenario.

Many candidates gave generic responses for this question. They described primary data and

secondary data but did not make a comparison or make reference to the scenario.

Some candidates used elements from the scenario successfully, to gain one mark for suggesting

a reason why Levi chose primary data. Example: Levi chose primary data so that he could ask

questions specifically designed for his investigation, to measure the effectiveness of the CBT

programme. This example would not gain a second mark because there is no comparison with

secondary data.
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This achieves 4 marks: Reason 1: the description in respect of primary data is in context and

then this is compared with secondary data, which is not in context but achieves the full two

marks. Reason 2: the description of primary data is in context, however the comparison with

secondary data is not in context, but it still achieves the full two marks.

In a two-mark question that asks for a reason in respect of elements from a scenario, there

must be at least one link to the scenario for the response to achieve the full 2 marks.
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Question 13(a)

The scenario outlined that there were two personality traits and the researcher had calculated

the mean number of episodes of anxiety experienced by the two different personality traits. To

gain the full two marks candidates needed to make a comparison between the two personality

types, high sense of control and introverted personality, using data from the table.

Many candidates were able to use the data accurately to support a comparison between the two

personality types.

Some candidates used the data from the different types of types of social situations for one

personality type and were able to achieve one mark for the comparison.

A number of candidates simply repeated the data from the table without making a justification

and achieved no marks.

56 Int Advanced Level Psychology WPS03 01



This response achieves 2 marks for: using the data between high sense of control and

introverted personality (1) justifying the data (1)
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This achieves 1 mark: accurate data in respect of the different social situations has been

justified.
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Question 13(b)

This was a two-mark question where candidates had to explain one improvement that could be

made in terms of reliability in respect of the scenario.

The most common creditworthy response was for Atisha to have a second researcher do the

meta-analysis to ensure that she has not made any mistakes, for the AO2 mark. For the AO3

mark this was then justified in terms of reliability, suggesting that it would improve inter-rater

reliability because they would compare the results for consistency between them.

Some candidates suggested including data from other articles/sources for the AO2 mark but they

did not achieve the AO3 mark because they did not justify why this would make her study better.

This response achieves 2 marks. AO2: for stating to use another researcher, in context

because it references meta-analysis (1) AO3: for comparing results to achieve inter-rater

reliability (1)

With an improvement question the improvement needs to be in respect of the existing

methodology because any other suggestion is changing the investigation.

A number of candidates suggested gathering primary data in place of using secondary data, but

this is changing the procedure of the study and is not creditworthy.
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This achieves 1 mark: AO2 mark for suggesting the improvement of gathering articles from

different databases (1)
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Question 13(c)

In this question, candidates were required to describe one ethical guideline that could be

considered when using semi-structured interviews.

The majority of candidates achieved 1 mark for this question. The candidates identified an ethical

guideline but did not describe it, therefore the marks were given for the whole response where

there was only one discernible description in respect of semi-structured interviews.

Where candidates did not achieve marks, they gave a description of an ethical guideline but this

was not related to the interview method.

This response achieves 2 marks. Marks are given for the: description of psychological harm

in relation to the interview method (1) further description of different forms of psychological

harm (1)
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This achieves 1 mark: Whilst the candidate has not named an ethical guideline, this is

protection from psychological harm and has been related to the interview method. There is

no further descriptive point for the second mark.

62 Int Advanced Level Psychology WPS03 01



Question 14

The AO1 element of the essay required knowledge of "serotonin-norepinehprine 

reuptake inhibitors" (SNRIs) and how they work, blocking the re-absorption of the 

neurotransmitter’s serotonin and norepinephrine. Most candidates demonstrated accurate 

knowledge of this process and the timescales involved in which the SNRIs become effective.

AO3 was also well-applied by most candidates: generally, there were coherent chains of 
reasoning, expressed through knowledge of the potential side-effects of the drugs and the effect 
this may have on the treatments for the patients. There was also an understanding of competing 
arguments by comparing the use of SNRIs with treatments such as counselling, and other drug 
therapies such as selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs).

Some candidates had a good knowledge of the process of the SNRIs but were unable to develop 
it further. This was necessary in order to achieve the AO3 marks for suggesting how this related 
to successful or unsuccessful treatment for anxiety.
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This response achieves Level 4, 8 marks: AO1 has many features of the processes of SNRIs

which are accurate and thorough. AO3 is well-developed, with the use of the findings of

multiple studies, which have been applied. There are also competing arguments with the

use of alternative therapies such as Cognitive Behavioural Therapy.
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Question 15

This was an eight-mark essay question that required candidates to assess brain regions as an

explanation for stress.

Many candidates demonstrated accurate knowledge and understanding of the main areas of the

brain involved in the management of stress. Key regions such as the role of the hypothalamus

and prefrontal cortex were outlined and explained, for the AO1 element of the essay.

In respect of the AO3 requirement, candidates often used an evaluative format to address the

question, giving findings from studies and examples of why the brain regions worked in a certain

manner. The facts were accurate in many cases but did not address the question of how it

explained stress.

Some candidates did address the question of how it helped explain stress. They suggested how

the functions worked to bring about the stress response and gave alternative suggestions to

brain regions.
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This response achieves Level 4, 8 marks: AO1 is accurate and thorough because there is a

clear understanding of the different functions of various brain regions associated with

stress. AO3 is well-developed and a particular strength of this essay is how the candidate

addresses and uses supporting evidence to make judgements as to how the findings explain

stress. There is also a critique of the methods used to measure stress, which provides

competing arguments as to why they may not explain stress.
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Paper Summary

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

• With the smaller tariff 'describe' questions, full descriptions should be given for each marking

point. An identification mark is not awarded unless it has been described

• Suggesting an alternative methodology for an improvement question is changing the actual

investigation, rather than improving it, so it is not creditworthy

• Make a judgement to achieve the AO3 marks for questions that require a decision to be

made, for example give a positive and negative effect

• If a question asks for one reason rather than another, as in Q07(b) in respect of primary and

secondary data, a comparison must be made

• Candidates should revisit the named studies in each section
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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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