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Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications 
 

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from Pearson, the world’s leading learning 
company. We provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, 
occupational and specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our 
qualifications website at http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/home.html for our 
BTEC qualifications. 

 

Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page at 
http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/contact-us.html 

 

If you have any subject specific questions about this specification that require the help 
of a subject specialist, you can speak directly to the subject team at Pearson. Their 
contact details can be found on this link:  
http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-for-you/teachers.html 

 

You can also use our online Ask the Expert service at https://www.edexcelonline.com 

You will need an Edexcel Online username and password to access this service. 

 

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere 

 

Our aim is to help everyone progress in their lives through education. We believe in 
every kind of learning, for all kinds of people, wherever they are in the world. We’ve 
been involved in education for over 150 years, and by working across 70 countries, in 
100 languages, we have built an international reputation for our commitment to high 
standards and raising achievement through innovation in education. Find out more 
about how we can help you and your learners at: www.pearson.com/uk 
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Grade Boundaries 

What is a grade boundary?  
A grade boundary is where we set the level of achievement required to obtain a certain 
grade for the externally assessed unit. We set grade boundaries for each grade, at 
Distinction, Merit and Pass.  

 

Setting grade boundaries  
When we set grade boundaries, we look at the performance of every learner who took 
the external assessment. When we can see the full picture of performance, our experts 
are then able to decide where best to place the grade boundaries – this means that 
they decide what the lowest possible mark is for a particular grade.  

When our experts set the grade boundaries, they make sure that learners receive 
grades which reflect their ability. Awarding grade boundaries is conducted to ensure 
learners achieve the grade they deserve to achieve, irrespective of variation in the 
external assessment.  

 

Variations in external assessments  
Each external assessment we set asks different questions and may assess different 
parts of the unit content outlined in the specification. It would be unfair to learners if 
we set the same grade boundaries for each assessment, because then it would not take 
accessibility into account. 

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, are on the website via this link: 

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

 
Unit 5: Applications of Criminology (20149K) 

Grade Unclassified 
Level 3 

N P M D 

 

Boundary Mark 

 

0 

 

8 17 27 38 

  

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

This is the first series of this Unit 5 paper in the BTEC Forensic and Criminal 
Investigation specification. A similar unit has previously appeared in BTEC Applied 
Science as an internally assessed unit. Overall, learners appear to have coped well 
with the external assessment, requiring them to read a case study and supporting 
material during timed conditions and apply their understanding of theory to the 
corresponding material. 

 

The examination is split into four extended response questions, each assessing part 
of the specification 1. the nature of crime (24 marks), 2. crime prevention and 
punishment (16 marks), 3. victims of crime (10 marks) and 4. media and crime (10 
marks). All four questions are marked using a levels-based approach where answers 
are awarded marks on a holistic basis, considering the overall quality of the answer. 

 

Throughout the four set questions there are both explicit and implicit areas for 
discussion. The explicit areas are those specifically asked in the question, whereas 
other areas for discussion will appear in the case study or data. These implicit 
discussion points may include types of crimes, types of data, theories of crime or 
judgements on reporting and impact of crime. It is important that learners take time 
to examine and use all the data and information provided in order to make use of the 
full range of marks available.  

 

There is an expectation in this unit that learners will demonstrate the ability to make 
links between theoretical knowledge, use of data, the case study and article (AO1, 
AO2). This application of knowledge and understanding provides a vocational 
emphasis that aims to provide a basis for future employment opportunities or study. 
In addition, learners are also expected to make reasoned decisions such as 
judgements on aims and forms of sentencing, and media as a contribution to the fear 
of crime (AO3). Learners should aim to interpret information and link theory to 
practical examples explained in the case study. 
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Introduction to the Overall Performance of the Unit 
 

This is a challenging paper, as learners are required to write in both breadth and 
depth throughout all four questions in order to access the full range of marks 
available. Learner performance highlighted a range of answers throughout the 
spectrum of marks and answered were polarised.  

 

Some learners demonstrated excellent levels of knowledge and the ability to 
demonstrate their understanding through application to the case study. Other 
learners provided an excellent understanding of theoretical concepts but failed to 
apply any knowledge to the case study, limiting their access to higher marking Bands. 
There were also a significant number of learners who used the case study well but 
failed to add enough specific detail of theoretical concepts.  

 

Indeed, this is a multifaceted paper with many opportunities to access high marks 
through demonstration of understanding of a breadth of concepts. Unfortunately, 
many questions throughout the paper were only partly answered. It is important that 
learners understand that Activity 1 relates to section A of the specification, including 
A1, as indicated below: 
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While learners often attempted to interpret the statistics, there was limited discussion 
regarding the type of data used and the impact this may have on the offender or 
victim. Furthermore, learners did not comment on their understanding of the type of 
crime, therefore this excludes them from accessing Band 5, a well-developed 
argument that consistently synthesises relevant understanding coherently. 

 

In addition, some incorrect material was often included in Activity 3, (victims of crime) 
that could stem from misinterpretation of the specification. Some learners, instead of 
referring to positive victimology as shown in the specification extract below, discussed 
the positive outcomes of being a victim.  

 

 
 

Furthermore, there were a significant number of learners that showed a good 
understanding of news values. Unfortunately, they did not relate the case study or 
their answer to news values included in the specification as outlined below: 
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Individual Questions 
 
Activity 1 
 

 
This question requires the learner to discuss the type of crime in the case study and 
interpret and analyse data provided, in terms of three theories of crime. 
 
Many answers provided a good explanation of the functionalist view of crime, 
including Durkheim’s and Merton’s theory. Some stronger answers were able to link 
well to the case study highlighting pickpockets as innovators. Weaker answers often 
failed to synthesise answers, providing few links from theory or data to the study. 
 
Some learners were able to demonstrate good links between the data provided and 
case study or theories of marginalisation/ myth of black criminality. However, the 
majority failed to draw conclusions about official statistics and how this may impact 
the perception of the offenders.  Weaker answers simply regurgitated data with basic 
links to case study. 
 
The implicit question of gender theory was not as well explained by most learners. 
There were some links made to theories such as the Chivalry thesis or sex role theory, 
however, most learners did not include theoretical concepts in this section. 
 
 
The answer below gained 16 marks 
 
This response identifies both Durkheim’s and Merton’s theories of crime. There is a 
clear link to the case study regarding Merton’s theory explaining that the offenders 
are innovators. 
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This answer also clearly links the data on ethinicity to the stop and search techniques 
of the case study. In addition, this is then linked to Gilroy’s Myth of Black Criminality 
and examples from society. 
 
The answer does include reference to gender and links the data to the concept of the 
Chivalry factor, however, this is a weak link with few links to the case study. Therefore, 
this answer is a low Band 4 answer as it does not meet the comprehensive and 
accurate knowledge and understanding of general and specific theories. As there 
is no reference to the type of crime or statistics, the answer was only able to meet 
Band 4 for synthesises mostly relevant understanding coherently. 
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The answer below gained 6 marks: 
 
This answer includes some good links from Functionalist theory to the case study, but 
this is not consistently applied through all aspects of the question.  
 
There is an attempt to link the data on ethnicity to the case study, however, this is not 
linked to any theoretical concepts as an explanation of crime. In addition, the data on 
gender is stated, but there is a very limited attempt to offer an explanation or a make 
links to the case study.  
 
Overall, this answer is low Band 2. 
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Activity 2 
 

 
 
This Activity requires the learner to discuss crime prevention and punishment 
methods, aim and type of sentencing in relation to the case study. 
 
Some learners attempted to incorporate the data provided for Activity 1 in this 
answer, for which there is no credit available. It is important that learners carefully 
read the question in order to ensure that they are including the relevant material in 
their answer. 
 
The right realist approach was generally well explained by learners. There were often 
clear links to zero-tolerance policing from the case study, and suggestions for target 
hardening were well linked. Some weaker answers discussed the theory of crime 
rather than prevention of crime, referring to Murray’s theory of the underclass rather 
than situational and environmental crime prevention stated in the specification. There 
was a similar pattern regarding the Marxist theory of punishment. A significant 
number of learners did not make a clear distinction between the Marxist theory of 
crime and the Marxist theory of punishment. Indeed, this section of the Activity was 
poorly answered, often missing links to the case study. 
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Stronger answers not only identified but also justified both aims and types of 
sentencing based on sound justification from the case study. However, weaker 
answers often failed to mention or simply listed aims in passing rather than 
synthesising and justifying with references to the case study. Types of sentences were 
again often listed but not justified in weaker answers. 
 
 
The answer below gained 13 marks. 
 
This is a low Band 4 answer. The learner has correctly discussed both situational 
crime prevention and environmental crime prevention in relation to the case study. 
This answer also incorporates broken windows theory, demonstrating a 
comprehensive knowledge of one aspect of the Activity. 
 
Discussion of the Marxist approach is weaker as there is some overlap with Marxist 
theory of crime. There is some attempt to link to the case study bit this appears more 
of an afterthought than an integration into the answer.  
 
The aim and types of sentencing offer a good detailed description, but there is some 
irrelevant material about youth sentencing that is not relevant to this case study. This 
cannot reach Band 4 for consistently justified through the application of relevant 
evidence for this trait. 
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The answer below gained 3 marks: 
 
This answer demonstrates an example of a learner who has discussed the right realist 
theory of crime rather than crime prevention. While there are some aspects and the 
answer that are creditable, this would remain in Band 1. 
 
In addition, there is no attempt to provide an aim of sentencing, such as reparation, 
only a type of sentencing (imprisonment) with very limited justification from the case 
study. Again, this trait would remain in Band 1. 
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Activity 3 
 

 
 
This Activity requires learners to comment in three areas victimisation: patterns, 
perspectives and impact. The learner is expected to highlight aspects of the case 
study that are relevant when discussing victims of crime.  
 
Stronger answers highlighted that Samuel was a repeat victim, quoting relevant 
statistics about repeat victimisation, ethnicity and age. Some good answers also 
highlighted that Samuel was not a typical victim by using evidence to support these 
statements. 
 
Many learners engaged in a general discussion around patterns of victimisation from 
the case study rather than linking the case study to theory or evidence. Some weaker 
answers focused on the sexuality of the victim with no evidence to suggest that this 
would increase his chances of being a victim of theft (rather than hate crime). 
 
Stronger answers linked perspectives of positive victimology such as victim proneness 
and victim precipitation, linking evidence from Wolfgang and Sparks to specific parts 
of the case study.  
 
Impact of victimisation was the area of the Activity that was answered particularly 
well. Most learners were able to identify areas of the case study that provided 
supporting evidence for the impact of the crime on Samuel. Many of the stronger 
answers also highlighted the concept of secondary victimisation in relation to Tom. 
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The answer below gained 10 marks: 
 
This answer gained full marks, top Band 4. There are clear links to the case study 
throughout the answer. The answer is well structured with evidence relating to repeat 
victimisation, positive victimology and secondary victimisation.  
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The answer below gained 3 marks: 
 

This answer is low Band 2. While there are some logical connections regarding 
impact of victimisation, there is limited understanding of theoretical concepts of 
patterns or perspectives. This answer draws on material that is not present in the 
case study, such the potential build of the victim, without justification or 
rationale. Where patterns of victimisation are discussed, they are not linked, nor 
are they relevant to the case study. 

Overall, this answer lacks understanding. 
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Activity 4 
 

 
 
This Activity requires learners to make a judgement on whether the media 
increases the fear of crime. Judgements are expected to be supported by both 
theoretical evidence and links to the case study. 

Strong answers made multiple judgements such as ‘the media will increase the 
fear of crime for the people of Kilbourne’. This judgement will then be supported 
with evidence. 

Evidence can come from either news values or labelling theory. Weaker answers 
did not include reference to any specific news values listed in the specification, 
nor did they refer to labelling theory or moral panics 

Stronger answers referred to specific news values while highlighting links from 
the case study. Furthermore, there were clear links to the media creating moral 
panics, and the deviancy amplification of the offender from a minority ethnic 
group. 

 

 

The answer below gained 9 marks: 
 

This answer demonstrates very clear links to specific news values of immediacy 
and personalisation in reference to the case study. This is linked clearly to 
several judgements about the media affecting an increase in the fear of crime. 

This answer shows highlights the second part of the Activity regarding labelling 
of the offenders. While there is some irrelevant material regarding football 
hooliganism, the answer shows both breadth (including all aspects of the Activity) 
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and depth of knowledge, in addition to making several supported judgements; 
therefore, accessing Band 4. 

 



 

34                
Version 1.0 

L3 Lead Examiner Report 1901  

(Forensic and Criminal Investigation Unit 5) 

 



 

35                
Version 1.0 

L3 Lead Examiner Report 1901  

(Forensic and Criminal Investigation Unit 5) 

 
 

The answer below gained 2 marks: 
 

While there is some attempt here to use the key aspects of the Activity, there is 
no evidence that there is a clear understanding of the terms. This response 
seems to have attempted to incorporate material from other theories and 
questions into this answer. Unfortunately, in addition to gaining no credit, this 
detracts from the structure of the essay. It is essential that learners answer the 
question stated in the Activity stated rather than attempting to draw links from 
other areas of the paper, or theories that are not being discussed. 

 

While there is an initial attempt to discuss news values and labelling, there is no 
attempt to make a judgement on the fear of crime. Overall, this answer is Band 
1. 
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Summary 
 
Based on the performance of this paper, candidates should: 
 

• Ensure that they are aware of how the specification links to each Activity. 
This will ensure that they are able to fully answer the question. 

• Carefully examine the data in Activity 1 to ascertain both explicit and 
implicit specific theories that are required. 

• Practise linking all points directly to the case study, and/or data sets. 
• Ensure that they have a clear understanding of the specification, such as 

positive and critical victimology. 
• Manage their time effectively. Many candidates appeared to run out of 

time towards the end of the paper. 
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