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Introduction
Candidates found this paper accessible, with most able to answer all questions in the time 
allowed and performance overall was good. It was pleasing to see candidates respond 
to previous advice with improvement in performance on both comparison questions and 
essays, in terms of balance. There were very few questions blank, and a majority of 
candidates used the space provided effectively.

Candidate performance varied on questions where they were asked to evaluate a study,  
due to the level of specific detail incorporated into their response. The best responses  
used specific detail from the study in the question (or their chosen study where there  
was a choice) and gave well-explained strengths and weaknesses. The key thing here  
was that these candidates also linked the specific detail from the study back to explaining 
why their point was a strength or weakness, as appropriate. Weaker evaluative responses 
tended to be vague and generic. Candidates are reminded that generic evaluation will not 
enable full credit to be accessed, and so are reminded to make specific links to the study 
being evaluated.

Comparison questions generally allow discrimination between candidates and it was pleasing 
to see in this examination that most candidates improved their performance overall on these 
questions. Use of connectives and explicit, direct similarities and differences were apparent, 
with more candidates finding these questions accessible than previously in this examination. 
Centres are encouraged to continue to prepare candidates appropriately for questions that 
demand comparative skills, in both short and extended response questions.

Essays do continue to be a discriminator between candidates, although there appeared  
to be a greater effort from candidates to balance their essays in this examination, which  
was pleasing. The best essays gave equal focus on all the injunctions (command words)  
in the question. Weaker responses once again tended to misread the question or focus on 
one part of the question, rather than giving the same emphasis across all the demands of 
the question.

Candidates are also reminded that when they are giving any point about ethics or 
methodology, to apply it to the relevant context in the question and/or for the application 
being assessed. It is still very common to see candidates giving ethical and methodological 
points which are in no way applied to criminological, child, health, or sport psychology. 
Centres and candidates are reminded that this paper is about applications of psychology 
and, as such, each and every point should be contextualised to the application  
being assessed.

The remainder of this Examiner Report will focus on each individual question and specific 
examples, which can be used to help prepare students for future 6PS03 examinations.
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Question A1 (a)
Candidates generally performed well on A1a, with the majority achieving at least two of the 
available marks. The best responses included a range of specific ideas, demonstrating a 
clear understanding of what criminological psychology incorporates. Most frequent were 
reasons behind criminal behaviour and treatments for criminal behaviour. Weaker responses 
lacked specific detail and elaboration, and some were very repetitive about the same idea, 
and so gained a single mark only.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first 
mark was for why offenders commit crime, the 
second for reliability of eyewitness testimony, 
and the final mark was awarded for the 
idea of rehabilitation of offenders. Note that 
the explanations did not gain credit, due to 
needing more than simply citing theory names 
(here SLT then SFP). 

Examiner Comments

This response has some well-explained 
sentences and therefore does, overall, gain 
full marks. There are some brief, unexplained 
statements that do not gain credit and 
candidates should always try to expand, where 
possible, to demonstrate knowledge and 
understanding.

Examiner Tip

This response achieved 2 marks. The first mark was for explaining possible 
reasons for committing criminal behaviour, and the second for the idea of 
prevention through rehabilitation programmes. Note that more was needed for 
the point about social learning theory or the biological approach, to gain credit.

Examiner Comments
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Question A1 (b)
Question A1b was generally done well by candidates, with the majority able to give at least 
two accurate, relevant evaluation points in terms of reliability and/or generalisability for 
Loftus and Palmer's study. The best responses had a range of detailed, specific strengths 
and weaknesses about the study, whereas the weaker responses tended to have a lot of 
generic evaluation. Only a small minority used ethics, validity, application points that were 
not relevant to the question. Candidates should be reminded that strengths/weaknesses 
should have specific detail from the named study, to be able to access the maximum  
marks available.

This response achieved 2 marks, none for 
validity at the beginning, but then it was 
awarded two marks for the elaborated, 
specific point regarding reliability with suitable 
examples. At the end, the candidate goes back 
to validity, so again, nothing for this because 
the question specifically asks about reliability 
and generalisability only.

Examiner Comments

If a question focuses on specific terms 
candidates are reminded only to give 
information related to those terms, or they 
risk wasting their time focusing on areas 
that will not be credited.

Examiner Tip

1 mark

The response has not been contextualised 
to Loftus and Palmer's study and is entirely 
generic so achieved maximum one mark.

Examiner Comments

When a question cites a key study candidates 
must use specific detail from that study 
throughout their response.

Examiner Tip
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Question A1 (c)
For A1c, candidates chose to compare anger management with token economy programmes 
most frequently, with very few comparing social skills training or other treatments. The 
majority of candidates were able to gain at least one mark with either an implicit or explicit 
comparison, and a large proportion achieved two or three, and performance overall tended 
to be split between one-three marks. The best responses gave three explicit comparisons, 
which were fully explained (eg explaining why token economy programmes may be cheaper 
than anger management). Weaker responses gave all AO1 description for each treatment 
and regularly gained a single mark for an implicit comparison, because there was a single 
connective between the descriptive paragraphs.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first was for the comparison about short term 
vs. long term. The next part, about generalisability, was awarded two marks for a 
detailed, accurate comparison between the two treatments. If the candidate had 
not already achieved full marks they could have gained a further mark for the last 
comparison at the end, regarding both encouraging appropriate behaviours and 
discouraging inappropriate ones.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 1 mark. The mark was awarded for the comparison about 
short term vs. long term. This was not enough to gain an elaboration second 
mark because the response does not make the skills (eg assertiveness, relaxation 
techniques) explicit. The last part is speculative (as crime may not actually be due 
to anger) and therefore did not gain credit.

Examiner Comments
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Question A2 (a)
The majority of candidates were able to give at least one, well-explained, element for their 
field experiment for question A2a. Candidates generally did well on this question, giving 
basic or good detail about how the field experiment may be conducted. The best responses 
gave a range of procedural issues, with at least three explained clearly, and full replication 
was possible. The most common elements included a setup crime, operationalisation of the 
IV/sample, and how the DV was to be analysed. Weaker responses tended to give superficial 
details that were sometimes lifted from the stimulus (eg use older and younger 
participants), with a minority outlining how a laboratory experiment could be conducted 
(using a video of a crime) so gained no credit.

This response achieved 1 mark. The candidate gains credit for 
an attempt at ethics but this not well explained, which is not 
enough to move the response beyond Level 1, therefore it only 
achieved a single mark.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 3 marks. The sample and how the IV has 
been operationalised is suitable and relevant and well explained so 
is the first element. The second is the analysis of the DV, and partial 
replication is possible. Therefore, the candidate has achieved Level 3 
so was awarded 3 marks overall.

Examiner Comments
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Question A2 (b)
For A2b candidates were split fairly evenly across the mark range, with the majority able to 
give at least one accurate evaluation point for a field experiment. The best responses 
focussed on criminological psychology (and specifically EWT) and gave a range of strengths/
weaknesses relevant to the field experiment. Weaker responses tended either just to give 
generic evaluation and/or give categorical statements, which were technically incorrect so 
could not gain credit. Very few candidates focussed on evaluation other than reliability/
validity, which was not answering the question.

This response achieved 2 marks. The first part about standardised and 
replicable is too categorical, because it is possible to standardise a field 
experiment. The first mark was awarded for the idea of extraneous variables 
with suitable examples, but note that without these examples this would 
not have gained credit because it would be too categorical without the 
examples. No credit was given for the study example: it is not accurate 
(Yuille and Cutshall set up the interview, not the shooting). The second mark 
was awarded for the last part about ecological validity.

Examiner Comments

Candidates are reminded not to be too categorical with their ideas about 
field experiments. It is possible to control a field experiment and create 
standardised and replicable procedures. Saying that they 'cannot be 
controlled/standardised' is too categorical and therefore not creditworthy.

Examiner Tip



GCE Psychology 6PS03 01 13

This response achieved 4 marks. The first part 
about extraneous variables is well explained, 
not categorical, and is contextualised and 
thus was given two marks for an elaborated, 
accurate idea. A third mark was awarded for 
the point about ecological validity, and then a 
fourth mark for the idea about real emotions 
for the witness, which increases validity.

Examiner Comments

This is a very good example of how to 
contextualise points and also to not be too 
categorical with ideas.

Examiner Tip
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Question A3
Candidates generally performed well on A3 which was focussed on SLT and a comparison 
with alternate theories for Nicole's behaviour in the scenario. The AO1 description was done 
better than the AO2 comparisons and most were linked to Nicole's behaviour in at least the 
description. The best responses used more than attention, retention, reproduction, 
motivation for the AO1 and went on to explain why a role model may be copied and how this 
behaviour may continue in the future. They gave a range of comparisons with some in detail 
and some gave two theories to compare with SLT. Weaker responses tended either to 
evaluate SLT or give AO1 description of an alternate theory, rather than explicitly comparing 
the two theories. The most common alternate theory was self-fulfilling prophecy, followed by 
Eysenck's biological theory.
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This response achieved Level 2.

The AO1 was judged as basic – more about the different elements of SLT was 
needed to judge this as good/very good. There is an attempt at AO2, but there 
is only one relevant comparison made (a range needed for Level 3 or above). 
Therefore, the essay was awarded Level 2 overall because both elements (AO1 
and AO2) were fit into the Level 2 descriptor.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved Level 4.

The AO1 was judged as very good (Level 
4) which is all in context with key terms 
and depth and breadth. The AO2 was also 
considered very good with a range of well 
explained comparisons. Both elements (AO1 
and AO2) satisfy the criteria in the descriptors 
for Level 4 and therefore this response was 
awarded Level 4 overall.

Examiner Comments

Candidates are reminded that where there 
are two injunctions (command words) 
they focus on what is being asked and 
only give information relevant to these 
injunctions. There were some candidates 
who did not read this question carefully 
and only described and evaluated SLT – the 
question did not ask to do this, therefore the 
candidate performance was limited when  
this happened.

Examiner Tip
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Question B1 (a)
Candidates performed very well on B1a, usually achieving at least two of the available 
marks. The best responses gave a clear definition of each term and gave examples for each, 
to demonstrate their knowledge and understanding of the term through elaboration. Weaker 
responses tended to give brief statements to one or both term to be defined, which may 
have led to a single mark. Candidates performed better on the 'separation anxiety' term but 
a minority gave tautological statements, which earned no credit.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first was for the 
emotional, deep bond with child and primary caregiver. The 
second for distress felt by a child for separation anxiety, and 
a third mark was awarded for the example of crying.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 2 marks. One mark for definition of 
attachment and a second mark for the example of crying for 
separation anxiety. There were no further creditable marks, 
here, to gain the final mark.

Examiner Comments
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Question B1 (b)
Marks for this question covered the range available for B1b. The best responses cited a 
strength and fully explained its relevance with a direct, explicit link to Bowlby's theory. Most 
commonly, candidates used Bowlby's study or the application of hospital visiting times as 
their strength with varying degrees of success. Weaker responses tended to cite a research 
study such as Bowlby but then either not give any specific findings or gain a single mark 
with a relevant finding. Candidates must ensure that they link the findings back to the 
theory to explain why it is a strength, for the second available mark. The weakest responses 
usually gave a list of studies but no findings or evidence to support their strength, thus 
gaining no credit.

This response achieved 1 mark. One mark 
for the appropriate application of the theory. 
A second mark could have been awarded, 
had the response elaborated on where 
this application came from or why it was 
important.

Examiner Comments

When a candidate is asked for 'one strength', 
for two marks elaboration will be necessary to 
gain the 2nd mark. Here, the candidate needs 
to do more for the 2nd mark.

Examiner Tip

This response achieved 2 marks. One mark for the finding, which supports the theory, and 
a second elaboration mark was awarded because the candidate links their initial finding to 
the theory and explains why it is a strength of the theory in an appropriate way.

Examiner Comments
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Question B1 (c)
Question B1c separated candidates effectively with the full range of marks being awarded. 
Only the stronger responses gained higher marks and weaker responses gained little or no 
credit. The most common study chosen by candidates was Bowlby, by some distance, with 
Belsky and Rovine, then Rutter, the least used. The best responses had a range of strengths 
and weaknesses that were well explained with specific detail from the study. The weaker 
responses tended to use generic evaluation that was not linked to the study in any way. 
Candidates are reminded to fully explain their strength/weakness in context to the study 
and say why it is a strength or weakness in a direct manner. A minority of candidates 
evaluated Bowlby's theory and thus gained little or no credit.

This response achieved 5 marks. The first mark was for the strength about using many methods, 
which increases reliability. The second mark was awarded for the study being in-depth and valid, 
but there was no credit for the idea about bias because this is not linked to Bowlby directly (he 
may have been biased, not the participants). A third mark was given for the point about the 
control group not being 'normal', and the fourth mark for the study being retrospective. A final 
mark was awarded for other possible factors with a relevant example.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 2 marks. The first mark is for the strength about longitudinal which is 
accurate. A second mark was awarded for the study being difficult to replicate. No credit was 
given to the point about the sample because it is inaccurate, and none was given for the last 
idea because it needed to mention something about orphanages or being re-homed for credit.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 5 marks. The first 
was for the strength about the study being 
standardised. A second was awarded for the 
weakness of the artificial setting. A third mark 
was given for generalisability, and a fourth 
mark for triangulation. The final mark was 
given for ethical distress for the children.

Examiner Comments

Each of the ideas presented by the candidate 
here are specific to the study in the question 
and are accurately and well-explained. A sixth, 
equally well-explained, idea would have given 
the candidate full marks for this question.

Examiner Tip
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Question B2 (a)
Candidates generally did well on B2a with the majority able to gain at least two of the marks 
available, with the majority achieving three marks. A lot of candidates gave generic, rote-
learned responses, which gained a maximum of 3 marks because they were not in any way 
linked to the context. Candidates must remember to contextualise their response in this 
examination wherever a scenario or stimulus material is presented. The vast majority of 
candidates gave both positive and negative effects of daycare, with the best responses citing 
specific research findings to support their claims. Weaker responses gave generic responses 
that had a variety of vague, sweeping conclusions about daycare and therefore achieved 
little or no credit.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first 
mark is for the first part about increased 
social skills. The second mark is for the Sylva 
findings and the third for the Belsky finding. 
A fourth and fifth mark could have been 
awarded for the subsequent two findings, but 
the candidate has not made any links to the 
scenario in the question and therefore was 
given the maximum three marks.

Examiner Comments

Where there is a scenario in a question 
candidates must contextualise their response 
to this stimulus. Here the candidate missed out 
on creditable ideas because they did not link 
their ideas and answer the question given but 
instead gave a generic response.

Examiner Tip



GCE Psychology 6PS03 01 27

Question B2 (a)
Candidates generally did well on B2a with the majority able to gain at least two of the marks 
available, with the majority achieving three marks. A lot of candidates gave generic, rote-
learned responses, which gained a maximum of 3 marks because they were not in any way 
linked to the context. Candidates must remember to contextualise their response in this 
examination wherever a scenario or stimulus material is presented. The vast majority of 
candidates gave both positive and negative effects of daycare, with the best responses citing 
specific research findings to support their claims. Weaker responses gave generic responses 
that had a variety of vague, sweeping conclusions about daycare and therefore achieved 
little or no credit.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first 
mark is for the first part about increased 
social skills. The second mark is for the Sylva 
findings and the third for the Belsky finding. 
A fourth and fifth mark could have been 
awarded for the subsequent two findings, but 
the candidate has not made any links to the 
scenario in the question and therefore was 
given the maximum three marks.

Examiner Comments

Where there is a scenario in a question 
candidates must contextualise their response 
to this stimulus. Here the candidate missed out 
on creditable ideas because they did not link 
their ideas and answer the question given but 
instead gave a generic response.

Examiner Tip



28 GCE Psychology 6PS03 01

Question B2 (b)
Candidate performance for B2b was limited to one mark for a majority of candidates 
because either there was no application/reference to child psychology/development and/or 
there was insufficient elaboration to gain the second available mark. The best responses 
gave a relevant, appropriate direct comparison between the two types of observation, which 
was contextualised in terms of child psychology. Weaker responses tended to be more 
descriptive and sometimes just described both types of observation, rather than giving an 
explicit, direct comparison between them. Candidates should be reminded, when comparing, 
to do so like-for-like, using connectives as appropriate.

This response achieved 4 marks. The EPPE study gained two marks because there 
was the initial finding and then elaboration which was accurate and relevant. The third 
mark was given for the Belsky finding, with a final fourth mark awarded for the point 
about Clarke-Stewart.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 1 mark. The mark was awarded for the comparison about 
naturalistic not being manipulated but structured are. To achieve the second mark, 
the response would have needed elaboration regarding the structured observation.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 2 marks. This is a good example of an 
elaborated, well expressed difference between the two observations. 
The idea about natural being spontaneous, and structured being set 
up, is accurate, elaborated, and linked to child development so was 
awarded full marks.

Examiner Comments
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Question B3
The full mark range was awarded for B3 with the majority of candidates achieving level 2 or 
3 on this essay. The description of Genie's case study was generally done well, although 
some focussed a lot on after Genie was found with little focus on beforehand. Accuracy of 
the AO1 description enabled the best responses to be awarded higher marks in conjunction 
with a focussed AO2 evaluation on case studies in child psychology, rather than on Genie's 
study. A lot of the weaker responses tended to just describe and evaluate Genie's study with 
no focus on child development for the AO2 and other weaker responses had limited accuracy 
and depth in both AO1 and AO2. Candidates are reminded to read the question very 
carefully and only then to begin to write a considered response that is focussed on the 
demands of the question.

This response achieved Level 2.

The AO1 was considered good description with some information given 
about both before and after Genie was found. However, the AO2 was 
only attempted with little/no reference to child development therefore 
limited the essay to Level 2 overall.

Examiner Comments
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This response shows the importance of balance in an essay question. 
Balancing the demands of the injunctions (command words) is a critical 
component in the top two levels (L3 and L4) therefore candidates must 
ensure equal focus on all injunctions, to be eligible for the higher marks.

Examiner Tip
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This response achieved Level 4.

The AO1 description was judged as very good (L4) because it had breadth and 
depth and gave specific, accurate information about Genie both before and 
after she was found. The AO2 evaluation was also considered very good (L4) 
with explicit, engaged references to child development and accurate, detailed 
strengths and weaknesses. Because both elements (AO1 and AO2) satisfied the 
descriptor for Level 4, the essay was awarded Level 4.

Examiner Comments
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Question C1 (a)
The full range of marks were awarded for C1a but generally candidates either found it 
difficult to get any credit or gained at least 2 marks. The best responses were able to 
identify their chosen key issue appropriately, with the most common being 'how can drug 
addiction be treated?' and 'how can drug addiction be prevented?'. They were also able to 
give a range of benefits or costs to society which included specific figures (eg the cost of 
drug addiction to society or to the NHS specifically). The weaker responses tended not to 
be able to identify their chosen key issue appropriately and gave limited description of the 
key issue as relevant to today's society. A minority of candidates used their key issue from 
a different application (eg criminological) or tried to use a different part of the specification 
and their chosen key issue was therefore not described as a key issue for society and so 
gained no credit.
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This response achieved 1 mark. No ID mark was awarded because it was not expressed as  
a key issue (either as a question or as they are in the specification). The response has a brief 
description, which is not well expressed, and there are errors and inaccuracies.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 3 marks. ID mark was awarded for the first mark. Even without this the 
response would still have been awarded full marks as there are a range of well-expressed ideas, 
including cost, social, health implications.

Examiner Comments
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Question C1 (b)
Candidates were separated effectively for C1b with all marks across the range awarded 
almost in equal proportions. There was a number of candidates gaining no credit because 
they gave purely generic evaluation, evaluated the wrong study, evaluated in terms of ethics 
only, or described the study instead. The best responses gave a range of well explained 
strengths and weaknesses which used specific detail from Blattler et al's study, focussing 
their response on validity, reliability, and generalisability, with some also using application 
or supporting/refuting evidence. Weaker responses tended to give purely generic evaluation 
but may have had a point or two that was contextualised appropriately.
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This response achieved 5 marks. The first 
mark is for generalisability to other cultures. 
The second mark for reliability due to the 
standardised procedure, a third for ecological 
validity, and a fourth mark was awarded for 
the idea of extraneous variables. The final 
mark was given for generalisability to other 
drug users. Note that all points have specific 
detail from the study named in the question 
and that all points are clear and accurate.

Examiner Comments

This response shows how to evaluate using 
specific detail and in quite an efficient manner. 
The points have enough explanation yet do not 
waffle or give unnecessary details.

Examiner Tip
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Question C1 (c)
Candidate responses were spread across the mark range for C1c, but there was a number of 
candidates who left this blank or gave inappropriate suggestions sand therefore gained no 
credit. The best responses gave a relevant, appropriate improvement for Blattler et al and 
then explained fully how it would have benefitted the study. Weaker responses could 
sometimes suggest an appropriate improvement but then could not elaborate on its 
relevance, or how it may improve the study so may have just gained a single mark. The 
most common relevant suggestions included generalisability and reliability, and tended to 
focus on repetition of the study in other cultures or with a wider sample of participants  
or both.

This response achieved 3 marks. The first mark was awarded for ecological validity. 
A second mark was given for generalisability, with the final mark being awarded for 
the idea of extraneous variables with an appropriate example.

Examiner Comments

This response achieved 2 marks. The improvement regarding generalisability is 
relevant and elaborated well and is contextualised appropriately in terms of the study. 
There is an explicit effort by the candidate to highlight the use of participants from 
other cultures, such as the USA or China, could have improved generalisability.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 1 mark. This is an 
example of a relevant, brief improvement in 
terms of generalisability. If the candidate had 
elaborated in terms of other cultures or other 
types of drug addict, they could have been 
awarded a second mark.

Examiner Comments

Elaboration that is relevant and appropriate is 
critical when answering a question like this, 
where candidates are required to suggest 'one 
way' for two marks.

Examiner Tip
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Question C2 (a)
Candidates generally performed well on C2a, with the majority able to give at least one 
practical strength and one ethical strength of using animals in health psychology/drug 
research. The best responses gave at least two practical strengths and one or two ethical 
strengths, which were well explained and contextualised to drug research explicitly.  
Weaker responses tended to give generic strengths and/or were unable to qualify fully  
why it was a strength (eg it is cheaper, but not able to say why it is cheaper). The most 
common strengths included shorter gestation, generalisability, harm, and cost of animal 
research when investigating drugs. A minority of candidates gave weaknesses, which gained 
no credit.

This response achieved 4 marks. The first mark is for the practical strength of it being cheaper (which 
is qualified accurately). Note that cheaper without appropriate qualification would not have gained 
credit here. The second mark is for the similarity in the CNS between animals and humans. A third 
mark was awarded for the ethical strength of developing new drugs, which could also benefit animals, 
and a final mark was given for the idea of prospeciesism. All points here are contextualised in terms 
of drugs and are not generic.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 2 marks. The first part about cheaper was not credited as it was not 
appropriately qualified by the candidate. The first mark was awarded for quicker reproduction 
which enables effects of drugs over generations to be studied quicker, and the second mark 
was given for the last part about it being ethically advantageous to harm animals rather than 
humans (when justified to do so).

Examiner Comments
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Question C2 (b)
Candidates struggled with C2b with the majority of candidates finding it difficult to gain 
more than two marks. The best responses offered 3-4 explicit similarities or differences 
between their chosen methods which were contextualised to drug research/health 
psychology. Weaker responses tended to simply describe each method with perhaps one 
connective in the middle, or alternatively did not compare like-for-like between the methods. 
Many weaker responses also did not link any of their points to drugs/health psychology. 
Candidates were not well prepared for this question, which is strange, given that 
comparisons between theories/methods/studies have appeared numerous times on this 
examination before, but not always necessarily in health psychology. For future series' 
candidates should be prepared to compare any aspect of the specification where more than 
one is required to be covered (eg theories/studies/methods etc.).

This response achieved 2 marks. The first mark was for the comparison regarding the type of data 
with qualitative and quantitative data. No credit was given for the idea about surveys not being 
scientific because this was not accurately qualified, and the analysis of laboratory experiments 
depends on the type of data, and not laboratory experiments per se. The next part, about open and 
closed questions, was not relevant or accurate so gained no credit. The second mark was awarded 
for structured and standardised comparison at the end.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 2 marks. The first mark was awarded for the comparison 
regarding qualitative vs. quantitative data. There was no credit given to the point about 
subjectivity vs. objectivity because it is not accurate (PET scans do require analysis). A 
second mark was awarded for the validity difference between interviews and PET scans. 
Again, there was no credit for the last point as this is not a direct comparison.

Examiner Comments
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Question C3
Candidates generally did well on C3 with the full range of marks being awarded, but the 
majority around the middle of the levels as would be expected for an extended writing 
response. The most common theories used were SLT and dopamine reward pathway but 
genetics and operant conditioning were also fairly frequently used. The best responses gave 
equal focus to both theories and were able to use their time effectively to give both AO1 and 
AO2 of both theories applied to Kanza's friend. They were able to go beyond attention, 
retention, reproduction, motivation for SLT and offered vicarious reinforcement and 
characteristics of a role model as well as how the behaviour was continued. The biological 
explanation had specific detail of the mode of action of heroin and how tolerance and 
withdrawal contributed to addiction. Stronger evaluation included a range of strengths and 
weaknesses including research findings, methodological points, and comparisons between 
the theories. Weaker responses tended to spend most of their time on one theory so could 
only offer an imbalanced response and usually lacked the depth and/or breadth that was 
present in the stronger responses. Evaluation was also limited to a single research study (eg 
Bandura) and may have missed out evaluation of their second theory completely. Candidates 
are reminded that balance is very important in essays and that where more elements are 
required (AO1 x 2 theories, AO2 x 2 theories), it is more effective to give less ideas but 
enable all elements to be present than attempting to write two whole essays in the time 
allowed (which was not the expectation here).
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This response achieved Level 2.

The AO1 description for learning and biological was considered good (Level 3) and both are 
linked to Kanza's friend. The AO2 evaluation for biological was judged as good but the learning 
evaluation was only considered limited. Therefore, the AO2 limited this response at the top of 
Level 2 because it satisfied the descriptor in Level 2 but not all of the criteria in Level 3.

Examiner Comments

There were four elements to this essay (AO1 & AO2 theory 1, AO1 & AO2 theory 2) so less detail 
and breadth was needed than where there would be only two elements (AO1 theory 1, AO2 
theory 1). The levels-based mark scheme gave candidates the opportunity to push into a higher 
level if there was not complete balance (see levels in mark scheme).

Examiner Tip
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This response achieved Level 3.

The AO1 description for both the biological and learning theories was considered good 
(Level 3). Greater depth would have been needed for Level 4. The AO2 evaluation 
for both theories was also judged to be good (Level 3) with a range of points. Again, 
greater depth would have been required for Level 4, although the AO2 was almost 
Level 4 and stronger than the AO1, so this moved the essay to the top of Level 3.

Examiner Comments
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Question D1 (a) (b)
Candidates performed very well on D1a with a majority able to give at least two accurate 
procedural points about their chosen study. The best responses gave three clear points 
which had specific detail from the study (eg the sample size and profile). Weaker responses 
did not offer three separate points and/or gave vague or inaccurate statements about their 
chosen study. The most popular study chosen was Koivula, followed by Cottrell et al, with 
very few Craft et al ...

Candidates had a little difficulty with question D1b with the majority achieving 1-2 of the 
available marks. The best responses gave a range of strengths and weaknesses for their 
chosen study, which were well explained and used specific detail from the study. Weaker 
responses tended to give generic evaluation points that were sometimes vague and/or 
inaccurate. Candidates are reminded with evaluation of a study/theory to give specific detail 
and use evaluative terms and explain their ideas fully.
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This response achieved 3 marks for part (a). The first mark was for the sample, the second for 
the use of the BSRI, and the final mark for the DV (7 point scale inc sex role ratings). 

This response achieved 3 marks for part (b). The first mark was for the strength about the filler 
questions. The second mark was for generalisability, and the final mark was awarded for the 
point about social desirability

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 3 marks for part (a). The first was for the sample and what they were 
asked to do. The second was for the competitive vs. non-competitive with the task, and the final 
mark was awarded for the follow-up study.

This response achieved 2 marks for part (b). The first was for the weakness about deception 
and the second was for generalisability. Note that the other evaluative points did not gain credit 
because they were either generic (ethics), were not specific to this study (ecological validity), or 
not evaluative (the last point about the audience).

Examiner Comments
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Question D1 (c)
Candidates found D1c difficult, with the majority gaining a single mark of the three 
available. The best responses gave three separate points of which at least two were research 
findings from relevant psychological research. Candidates seemed poorly prepared for this 
question and, as such, they need to ensure they are prepared in future to give psychological 
research findings to support/refute studies and/or theories. Weaker responses gave 
descriptive answers that did not meet the demands of the question and/or gave 
methodological weaknesses of the procedures employed by psychological research. As a 
result, sometimes they gained a single mark, which was the maximum given, considering 
the question.

This response achieved 2 marks. This candidate has read the question carefully 
and has offered findings from two psychological research studies – both of 
which gain credit. Had they included a third point about either more findings or 
alternatively a methodolpgical weakness or alternative to the studies already 
presented, they could have been awarded full marks.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 0 marks. The response 
is purely descriptive and does not focus on the 
demands of the question. The question asks 
for psychological research and how that can 
be used to evaluate the role of personality 
as an explanation of individual differences 
in sporting performance. Unfortunately, the 
response does not do this, and therefore gains 
no credit.

Examiner Comments

Candidates are reminded to read the question 
carefully and only give what the question is 
specifically asking for. It is a waste of time to 
give lots of information that is not relevant to 
the AO being assessed.

Examiner Tip
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Question D2 (a) (b) (c)
Candidate performance varied across the mark range on D2a with the strongest responses 
achieving the higher marks and weaker responses achieving lower marks. The best 
responses included a range of procedural issues which were very well described with specific 
details to enable full replication to be possible. The sources were specifically named, how 
they were analysed was precise and detailed, and sampling decisions were fully justified. 
Weaker responses tended to give a vague overview of their practical with very few 
identifiable procedural issues.

Candidates did well on stating a relevant control for their practical for D2b. Identification 
of a suitable control was usually done successfully but then justification for this was found 
more challenging by candidates. The most common controls included keeping the coding 
categories the same and using the same website/newspaper for both article/content 
analysis. The best responses gave a relevant, suitable control then justified it fully and 
accurately.

Candidates also did well on D2c with a variety of valid suggestions on how to improve their 
practical. The best responses identified a relevant, suitable improvement and then explained 
fully how this would have improved their practical in an accurate way. The most common 
suggestions included getting another person to do the analysis, repeating the analysis with 
different sources, or improving the coding categories. Weaker responses gave an irrelevant, 
or inappropriate way to improve and/or gave inaccurate statements.
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This response achieved 4 marks for part (a). The description is detailed and clearly describes a 
range of well-explained procedural issues. Full replication is also possible, therefore the response 
was awarded full marks. 

This response achieved 2 marks for part (b). The response clearly identifies a relevant control and 
then goes on to offer an appropriate explanation of its purpose.

This response achieved 2 marks for part (c). There is identification of relevant suggestion and 
appropriate explanation of how it would improve the practical.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved 3 marks for part (a). The description clearly describes how the practical 
was conducted with a range of procedural issues. Partial replication is possible, therefore overall  
3 marks were awarded.

This response achieved 1 mark for part (b). There is identification of a relevant control but it 
lacks appropriate justification and therefore does not gain the second mark.

This response achieved 0 marks for part (c). There is no appropriate improvement suggested, 
therefore there is no credit given here.

Examiner Comments
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Question D03
Candidates generally performed well on D3 with marks awarded across the full range. The 
strongest part of the majority of the essays was the AO1 where candidates clearly enjoyed 
relating the theory to the context and scenario, which they usually did very effectively. The 
part that let down some of the responses was the AO2 evaluation, and imbalance restricts 
the mark that can be awarded on these 12-mark questions. The best responses gave a 
detailed overview of achievement motivation theory, which was embedded with the scenario 
of David's football team, in an effective manner. The evaluation used a range of detailed 
strengths and weaknesses, usually with a mix of research evidence and methodological 
points and was overall balanced well between the description and evaluation. Weaker 
responses focussed on the AO1 and gave some links to David's team but very few, with 
their description of the theory also being quite vague. There was very little or no relevant 
AO2 evaluation with these responses and thus the imbalance and inaccuracies in the AO1 
severely limited the level and therefore mark that could be awarded.



62 GCE Psychology 6PS03 01



GCE Psychology 6PS03 01 63

This response achieved level 2.

The AO1 description of achievement motivation theory was considered good (L3) and has reference 
to David's football team. The AO2 evaluation was only judged as basic though and needed a 
greater range of ideas and depth for L3/L4. The response is limited to Level 2, due to the AO2, but 
the AO1 is stronger and therefore it was pushed to the top of Level 2 overall.

Examiner Comments
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This response achieved Level 4.

The AO1 description of achievement motivation theory was considered very good (L4) and has 
accurate ideas which are in detail. There is engaged reference to David's football team throughout. 
The AO2 description was also judged as very good (L4) with both breadth and depth of strengths and 
weaknesses of the theory. Because both the AO1 and AO2 satisfied the descriptor for Level 4, the 
response was given Level 4 overall.

Examiner Comments
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

•	 When evaluating a study, candidates should give specific detail from the study itself, 
such as the sample size or profile, when discussing generalisability. Without specific 
detail the point is generic and will limit the credit candidates could be awarded. 

•	 It is recommended that candidates use two succinct sentences when giving a strength or 
weakness – the first will give some specific detail for the study and identify the strength/
weakness, and the second sentence will explain why it is a strength or weakness, linking 
back to the study being evaluated.

•	 Centres are encouraged to continue to prepare candidates for comparative questions, 
which have appeared as both short and extended open response questions in this 
examination. There have been signs of improvement but some candidates are still 
finding this skill difficult, so use of connectives and like-for-like similarities and 
differences are the key to enabling these candidates better to access these questions.

•	 Reading the question carefully and following the instructions to give only what the 
question is asking, is important for candidates. There are still candidates that 'describe 
and evaluate' when the question specifically asks to 'describe and compare' and, as 
such, their performance is limited on these questions. Highlighting and underlining the 
injunctions (command words) can help candidates gain focus under pressure. They are 
encouraged to check back to the question when composing their response, to ensure 
they are still focussing on the requirements of the question being asked.

•	 Application to the context or scenario is critical for candidates to be able to access all of 
the marks available on this paper. This examination assesses applications of psychology 
and generic ethical points or methodological points will be limited in the credit they 
will be awarded. Candidates should apply each and every point to the application being 
assessed, where possible, to ensure they gain maximum credit for all questions.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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