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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 7: Applications of Forensic and Criminal Psychology (20151K)

Level 3
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Grade Unclassified

Boundary Mark 0 8 17 27 37
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Introduction to the Overall Performance of the Unit

The learners’ answers exhibited a range of abilities with most students showing
an inconsistent standard across the whole paper.

Some learners had misinterpreted some of the questions, particularly 3a, this
possibly reflects a misinterpretation of the requirements for this question.

The majority of the learners showed a competent literacy skill - the overall quality
of written communication was good and subsequently only a minority of
responses were difficult to read. There were very few cases of poor handwriting
for markers to follow, which was very positive.

Some responses indicated excellent preparation of candidates by centres; good
understanding of the questions; good interpretation of case studies and a high
degree of literacy. This is particularly pleasing to see on a first presentation.
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Individual Questions

Activity 1. Discuss two different psychological approaches which you could use to
explain Lee’s behaviour. In your answer you must make reference to:

e one biological approach which could help explain Lee's behaviour.

e one non-biological approach which could be used to explain Lee’s behaviour.
e atleast two named psychological studies

e case study 1 and table 1 to help (20 marks)

Learners were generally able to link an appropriate biological and non-biological
explanation to the case study. Less able students provided a generic response,
where they described approaches, typically appropriate, without linking explicitly
to the case study. Generally, these candidates provided a fully generic response,
or one with limited application throughout all traits on the question. This limited
them to the bottom band.

Most candidates provided at least some logical links to the case study and
provided at least one named study. Centres had taken on board the information
provided as part of Sample Marked Learner Work and had used a range of
appropriate studies to prepare candidates above and beyond those identified on
the specification. Less able candidates confused studies or talked about a theory
instead of a study, for example, Bowlby’'s Theory of Attachment rather than his '44
Juvenile Thieves' study. Stronger candidates were able to use the studies to
develop their argument for the approach they were discussing, with
comprehensive links made to the case study. This synthesis of understanding in
the highest performing candidates was pleasing in a first presentation.

A large number of candidates found it difficult to integrate the material provided
by the table into their answers. This element of the question is harder for
candidates to prepare for. It would be helpful for centres to provide candidates
with a range of examples of different data to integrate into their responses. This
meant that few candidates were able to access Band 4, 16-20 marks, in this first
presentation. The stronger candidates who were able to access this band
provided a more convincing, detailed interpretation of data, typically linking it to
the twins’ experience of foster care and the impact on attachment. These
candidates tended to also integrate this information with a named study either
from Social Learning Theory or Attachment Theory.

In the response shown below the candidate has demonstrated an accurate and
more than isolated knowledge of both approaches linked to the case study. They
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did try to cover multiple explanations which means none have been done to the
depth required to meet comprehensive (Band 4). Unfortunately, they have only
used one study (limiting them to Band 1 - Limited or ), Bandura, it is accurate with
some detail, for example, results. They have made no appropriate use of the data
from the table and, whilst they have provided some synthesis of information, this
is not complete and the answer is not fully coherent. On balance, this answer is
Band 2, at the bottom, gaining 6 marks.
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High scoring candidates demonstrated comprehensive and accurate knowledge
and understanding of psychological approaches and made sustained and
comprehensive links to the case study. They were able to make judgements using
the named studies and provided a detailed interpretation of the data/information
provided, using this as supporting evidence. They showed an ability to develop an
argument that synthesised their understanding.
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The response below has discussed a non-biological and biological approach to
explain Lee’s behaviour, linking back to the case study consistently. The candidate
has used 2 named studies and has provided fully supported judgements. The
candidate’s arguments are well-developed and with clear and logical synthesis of
information. The candidate has shown excellent analysis of the table, which they
used to support their judgements, and an ability to evaluate throughout their
response. Whilst it would have been good to see a little more depth on the
biological approach, given time constraints, it would be unreasonable to expect
more for 20 marks.
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Activity 2. Recommend and justify a treatment programme which could be used
with Lee to try and change his behaviour. In your answer you should make
reference to:

e casestudy 1
e atleast one named psychological study
¢ the likely effectiveness of the treatment for Lee (20 marks)

Learners were generally able to provide one appropriate treatment for Lee, with
most students able to provide an appropriate named study. Higher performing
candidates were able to consider the effectiveness of this treatment and
prioritised their recommendations.

Despite clear articulation in the Sample Marked Learner Work, some candidates
provided only one treatment rather than providing more than one treatment to
meet the requirements of a treatment programme. This typically limited
candidates to Band 1 or 2, as they were also unable to prioritise their
recommendations. Similarly to Question 1, less able candidates provided a generic
response where they provided a treatment, typically appropriate, without linking
explicitly to the case study, or they provided a basic description of a treatment with
some links without considering the other aspects of the mark scheme. Generally,
these candidates provided a fully generic response, or one with limited application
throughout all traits on the question. This limited them to the bottom band.

Again, most candidates provided at least some links to the case study and
provided at least one named study. Centres had taken on board the information
provided as part of Sample Marked Learner Work and had used a range of
appropriate studies to prepare candidates above and beyond those identified on
the specification.

A significant proportion of candidates found it difficult to consider the
effectiveness of the treatment programme with links to the case study. All but the
highest performing candidates were unable to justify the treatment programme
selected, describe its effectiveness and prioritise the recommendations.

In the response shown below the candidate has shown some understanding of a
treatment, however, as discussed above, two or more treatments are required for
a treatment programme and the candidate’s recommendation of a single
treatment does not constitute a treatment programme. This also impacts on their
ability to justify an appropriate treatment programme and provide prioritisation.
There is no named study used and only a limited attempt to consider
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effectiveness with some minimal links back to the case study. On balance, this
answer is a Band 1 answer and gains 5 marks.
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High scoring candidates were able to demonstrate comprehensive and accurate
knowledge and understanding of principles behind the treatment programme
with detailed justification and consideration of effectiveness linked to the case
study and prioritised recommendations alongside using a named study to fully
support their statements.

This candidate has considered a range of treatments as part of a treatment
programme. They have provided knowledge and understanding of the treatments
and provided justification links to the case study. They have used a named study
and considered the effectiveness of the programme - they have applied this
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particularly well to the case study in parts e.g. motivation to change. The
candidate has shown some prioritisation. This candidate has scored the top of
Band 3 - 15 marks. To move into Band 4 they would have needed to show more
comprehensive knowledge and understanding of the treatments that they
recommend, and a clearer recommendation of which ones to use in conjunction
with each other as part of a treatment programme. This would be in the format of

a detailed justification and prioritisation.
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Activity 3a. Complete the offender profile template using the information given
in Case Study 2. Consider at least six features you would highlight as being
significant. (12 marks)

Learners were typically able to provide some relevant features with stronger
candidates able to provide 6 relevant features. Many students were unable to
access all bands on the mark scheme as they did not provide relevant features
consistently. Some candidates also did not have a clear understanding that top
down profiling is a profiling system so cannot be used as individual aspects e.g.
disorganised, organised offender. These features were also not relevant in this
case as the top down approach is only used for more serious crimes. Candidates
may, therefore, find it easier to apply bottom-up approach, also known as the
British model.

Less able candidates stated words such as ‘age’, 'sex’, as profiling features which
appeared to be quoted from the specification rather than appropriately
considering what would be included in an offender profile, for example, ‘the
offender is likely to be of childbearing age’ or ‘the offender is likely to have lived in
the local area’. Other candidates were selecting information from the case study,
for example, ‘brown hair’ or ‘5 foot 6 inches’ and identifying these as profiling
features when these are actually descriptions of the woman. Higher performing
candidates accessed the top of Band 2, however, very few candidates accessed
Band 3.

Students are likely to be require additional preparation by centres to enable them
to have a fuller understanding of offender profiling to enable them to identify
relevant features.

The response below has included some relevant features, although some are
vague, and others are descriptions only and are therefore incorrect. There is
occasional evidence from the scenario used to support the identification of the
features. However, on balance this is a top Band 1 answer and therefore gains 4
marks.
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Profiling Feature:
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Highest scoring candidates were able to provide relevant features and
consistently provided evidence from the case study showing an ability to
synthesise and integrate knowledge.

The response below has scored at the top of Band 2 - 8 marks. The candidate has
identified 4 relevant features and given evidenced for these. However, 2 of the
responses provided are not offender profiling features, they are descriptions of
the offender e.g. hair colour. This means the candidate has not provided ‘relevant
features’ and has not ‘consistently provided evidence’, so they are unable to
access Band 3.

Profiling Feature:

Evidence from the case study:
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Profiling Feature:

27



L3 Lead Examiner Report 1901

(Forensic and Criminal Investigation Unit 7)

Activity 3b. Assess the usefulness of using the offender profile you have created
in supporting the work of the police.
(8 marks)

Learners found this question particularly challenging. It was good to see that
centres had used the Sample Marked Learner Work to prepare candidates to
assess the usefulness of the offender profile they had created rather than
assessing usefulness of offender profiling generically. Most candidates did apply
to their offender profile. Less able candidates provided a generic assessment with
very isolated reference to their profile. Less able candidates evaluated their
features individually without considering their profile more holistically. Higher
performing candidates were accessing Band 2 and bottom of Band 3 with the
biggest differentiator being the ‘thorough’ knowledge and providing a ‘balanced
assessment’ required for Band 3. Very few candidates accessed Band 3. This band
required candidates to consider more the one element of the aim of profiling to
provide a balanced, well-developed and thorough answer. The majority of
candidates assessed the usefulness of offender profiling focusing on narrowing
down suspects.

Students are likely to require additional preparation by centres to enable them to
have a fuller understanding of the range of usefulness of offender profiling
considered in the specification to enable them to access all bands on this question.

In the response shown below the candidate has provided little evidence of
application between the offender profile they created and its usefulness to police.
It is instead a generic assessment of offender profiling. There is some
creditworthy information meaning that the candidate is able to score 2 marks, the
top of Band 1.
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Highest scoring candidates were able to assess their profile in relation to how it
had been useful and how it had not been useful. They were able to use this

assessment to make an overall judgement on its usefulness to police. They were
able to display a well-developed and balanced assessment that considered their
offender profile usefulness in relation to more than one of the aims of profiling.

The response below has scored top of Band 2 - 5 marks. The candidate has
thoroughly considered their profile’s usefulness (and where it is not useful) in
relation to narrowing down of suspects, and has provided a well-developed
assessment with judgements. If this candidate had considered more than one
element of the aim of profiling to the same standard, they would have been able
to access Band 3. Candidates should be prepared to consider the usefulness of
their offender profile in relation to:

e Narrowing down suspects
e Predicting future crimes
e Interviewing techniques
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Summary

Based on their performance of this paper, candidates should:

e Read the question carefully, including all the requirements, to ensure they
provide a response that means they are able to access all available marks

e Ensure they have adequate knowledge of a range of named studies linked to the
content outlined on the specification so that they are able to include them within
their responses

e Ensure that they have had practice of analysing data and integrating into essay-
based responses to enable them to access all available marks on Question 1

e Understand the difference between a description of an offender and profiling
features

e Ensure that they provide more than one treatment to enable them to meet the
requirements to describe a treatment programme on Question 2

e Have a clear understanding of the main 3 aims outlined in the specification of
offender profiling

e Manage their time effectively. The paper is worth 60 marks across 4 questions.
Candidates should be aware that the first half of the paper is worth two thirds of
these marks and should prioritise their time accordingly
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