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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
1 2948 15.9 3.8 24 66.2 99.9
2 2944 16.4 4.3 26 63.1 99.8
3 2453 9.3 2.2 15 62.1 83.2
4 1332 9.2 2.9 15 61.2 45.1
5 2072 8.6 2.7 15 57.6 70.2
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Sticky Note
Usually the question number

Sticky Note
The number of candidates attempting that question

Sticky Note
The mean score is calculated by adding up the individual candidate scores and dividing by the total number of candidates. If all candidates perform well on a particular item, the mean score will be close to the maximum mark. Conversely, if candidates as a whole perform poorly on the item there will be a large difference between the mean score and the maximum mark. A simple comparison of the mean marks will identify those items that contribute significantly to the overall performance of the candidates.However, because the maximum mark may not be the same for each item, a comparison of the means provides only a partial indication of candidate performance. Equal means does not necessarily imply equal performance. For questions with different maximum marks, the facility factor should be used to compare performance.

Sticky Note
The standard deviation measures the spread of the data about the mean score. The larger the standard deviation is, the more dispersed (or less consistent) the candidate performances are for that item. An increase in the standard deviation points to increased diversity amongst candidates, or to a more discriminating paper, as the marks are more dispersed about the centre. By contrast a decrease in the standard deviation would suggest more homogeneity amongst the candidates, or a less discriminating paper, as candidate marks are more clustered about the centre.

Sticky Note
This is the maximum mark for a particular question

Sticky Note
The facility factor for an item expresses the mean mark as a percentage of the maximum mark (Max. Mark) and is a measure of the accessibility of the item. If the mean mark obtained by candidates is close to the maximum mark, the facility factor will be close to 100 per cent and the item would be considered to be very accessible. If on the other hand the mean mark is low when compared with the maximum score, the facility factor will be small and the item considered less accessible to candidates.

Sticky Note
For each item the table shows the number (N) and percentage of candidates who attempted the question. When comparing items on this measure it is important to consider the order in which the items appear on the paper. If the total time available for a paper is limited, there is the possibility of some candidates running out of time. This may result in those items towards the end of the paper having a deflated figure on this measure. If the time allocated to the paper is not considered to be a significant factor, a low percentage may indicate issues of accessibility. Where candidates have a choice of question the statistics evidence candidate preferences, but will also be influenced by the teaching policy within centres.
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Sticky Note

Covers all 5 ethical issues, also gives relevant examples and why it was an issue. Also tries to justify this. 
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Q.4 Comment on ethical issues in the use of non-human animals in research in 
psychology.  [15] 


 
 Credit could be given for: 
 


 Arguments for and against the idea that there are less ethical issues than using 
humans. 


 Cannot compare non-humans to human behaviour. 


 Ethical issues relevant to specific research e.g. Brady (1958) - pain, suffering and 
eventual death of monkeys. 


 Non-human animals regarded as having less inherent value e.g. Singer’s 
proposition of the principle of quality and speciesism. 


 Relevant legislation and guidelines e.g. Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 
(1986), BPS Guideines Bateson’s cube. 


 Any other relevant application. 
 


Marks AO3 


12-15 


Discussion is appropriate and well detailed.  Material is used in an 
effective manner (evidence of coherent elaboration) and is thorough.  
Depth and range of knowledge is displayed, though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  Specialist terms are used throughout. 


8-11 
Discussion is reasonably appropriate but less detailed.  Material is used 
in an effective manner.  Depth or range of knowledge is displayed.  
Some specialist terms. 


4-7 
Discussion is basic; material is used in a relevant manner but is limited.  
Few specialist terms. 


1-3 
Discussion is superficial; material is muddled and/or incoherent.  
Specialist terms are either absent or are incorrect. 


0 
No relevant knowledge or understanding of relevant material is 
demonstrated. 
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Sticky Note

Discussion is basic. Answer is quite brief2 points made Debrief and Presumptive. 2nd passage doesn't totally make sense- Not saying which issue dealt with. Last point refers to guidelines. Overall basic. 
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williro

Sticky Note

Several ways of dealing with ethical issues listed with relevant examples but no elaboration of how successful or not the method was a little elaboration of Milgram and his use of presumptive consent but not enough to push it into the top band












© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 


28 


  
SECTION C 


 
 


Q.3 Consider ethical issues in the use of human participants in psychological research. 
   [15] 


 
 Credit could be given for the following: 
 


 Discussion of BPS guidelines; strengths of guidelines, e.g. increase in participant 
welfare.  Limitations of guidelines, e.g. ‘loop holes’ in deception/consent 
guidance, not all psychologists are BPS members; not legally binding. 


 Key ethical issues (e.g. deception , protection from harm, anonymity, 
confidentiality). 


 Discussion of ethical issues and their impact on the participants and the results of 
research, e.g. Milgram’s use of deception.  Zimbardo’s failure to release 
participants on request. 


 Involuntary participants e.g. the use of naïve participants in Piliavin, Rodin and 
Piliavin (1969) and Langer and Rodin (1976). 


 Intervention studies and the ethical issues they produce, e.g. Klein (1991) and 
Leyens et al (1975). 


 Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO2 


12-15 


Discussion is appropriate and well detailed.  Material is used in an 
effective manner (evidence of coherent elaboration) and is thorough.  
Depth and range of knowledge is displayed, though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  Specialist terms are used throughout. 


8-11 
Discussion is reasonably appropriate but less detailed.  Material is used 
in an effective manner.  Depth or range of knowledge is displayed.  
Some specialist terms. 


4-7 
Discussion is basic; material is used in a relevant manner but is limited.  
Few specialist terms. 


1-3 
Discussion is superficial; material is muddled and/or incoherent.  
Specialist terms are either absent or incorrect. 


0 
No relevant knowledge or understanding of relevant material is 
demonstrated. 
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williro

Sticky Note

A little short and list like discussion is reasonable and appropriate but less detailed points made and not followed up
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williro

Sticky Note

Basic issues discussion but limited use of Rosenhan research (Material is limited)
Refers to Rosenhan and Milgram superficially. 
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Sticky Note

Basic issues discussion but limited use of Rosenhan research (Material is limited)
Refers to Rosenhan and Milgram superficially. 
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Sticky Note

Several ways of dealing with ethical issues listed with relevant examples but no elaboration of how successful or not the method was a little elaboration of Milgram and his use of presumptive consent but not enough to push it into the top band
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5. Discuss ways of dealing with ethical issues in the use of human participants in psychological
research. [15]
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Q.5 Discuss ways of dealing with ethical issues in the use of human participants in 
 research in psychology. [15] 
 


 Use of presumptive consent and prior general consent as a means of dealing 
with lack of informed consent. 


 Use of role play as a means of dealing with deception. 


 Use of BPS ethical guidelines. 


 Use of ethical committees. 


 Replace with animals. 


 Any other relevant disadvantages. 
 


Marks AO3 


12-15 


Discussion is appropriate and well detailed.  Material is used in an 
effective manner (evidence of coherent elaboration) and is thorough.  
Depth and range of knowledge is displayed, though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  Specialist terms are used throughout. 


8-11 
Discussion is reasonably appropriate but less detailed.  Material is 
used in an effective manner.  Depth or range of knowledge is 
displayed.  Some specialist terms. 


4-7 
Discussion is basic; material is used in a relevant manner but is limited.  
Few specialist terms. 


1-3 
Discussion is superficial; material is muddled and/or incoherent.  
Specialist terms are either absent or are incorrect. 


0 
No relevant knowledge or understanding of relevant material is 
demonstrated. 


 
TOTAL 45 
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Sticky Note

Discussion is appropriate and several animal research referred to.
Arguments for and against using animals put forward with relevant names/Laws/studies. 
Only criticism it is a little list like and uses bullet points











