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All Candidates' performance across questions

Question Title N Mean S D Max Mark F F Attempt %
A1 2064 11.8 4.6 25 47.3 62
A2 1238 9.4 4.7 25 37.7 37.2
B3 1672 10.5 5.7 25 42.1 50.2
B4 1378 11.4 5.3 25 45.7 41.4
B5 151 10.4 6.4 25 41.7 4.5
B6 138 8.7 4.9 25 34.6 4.2
B7 836 11.4 5.2 25 45.7 25.1
C8 159 10.6 5.7 25 42.6 4.8
C9 85 5.7 4.7 25 22.8 2.5

C10 2290 11.4 5 25 45.7 68.8
C11 44 11.8 6 25 47.2 1.3
C12 2858 12.6 4.8 25 50.4 85.8
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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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Q.4 Using psychological knowledge and research findings, discuss explanations for the 
dissolution of relationships. [25] 


 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Official vs real reasons for break-up (e.g. Duck 2011).  


 Other factors in dissolution (e.g. gender differences, duration of relationships). 


 Models of dissolution (e.g. Rollie & Duck 2006, Lee 1984). 


 Other types of dissolution (e.g. bereavement). 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO1 


8 - 10 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is accurate and well detailed.  
Depth and range of knowledge are displayed though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  The use of language including grammar punctuation and 
spelling is relevant, well structured, coherent and accurate. 


6 - 7 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is reasonably accurate, and 
less detailed.  Depth or range of knowledge is displayed.  The use of 
language including grammar, punctuation and spelling is accurate, 
structured and clear. 


4 - 5 
Knowledge and understanding of evidence is appropriate, but basic in 
detail.  The use of language may show some inaccuracies in grammar, 
punctuation and spelling. 


1 - 3 
Knowledge and understanding is superficial and/or muddled. 
Written expression has errors in the use of language, including grammar, 
punctuation and spelling. 


0 No relevant knowledge or understanding displayed. 


 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Evaluation of Duck’s precipitating factors (e.g. supporting evidence, over-
generalisation) 


 Evidence relating to other factors in dissolution (e.g. Akert 1998 on post-break up 
behaviours, Fincham 2004 on attributional styles). 


 Evaluation of models of dissolution (e.g. sample bias in most research, over-
generalisation). 


 General evaluation (e.g. ethnocentrism, comparison of models applied to 
dissolution of relationships). 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO2 


12 - 15 


Evaluation is relevant, clearly structured and thorough.  There is 
evidence of coherent elaboration in the material presented.  Depth and 
range of evaluation is displayed though not necessarily in equal 
measure. 


8 - 11 
Evaluation is relevant, structured and shows some coherence in the 
material presented.  Depth or range of evaluation is displayed. 


4 - 7 Evaluation shows some relevance but is basic and limited in detail. 


1 - 3 Some very limited, relevant evaluation is present. 


0 No relevant evaluation. 


 
  












Sticky Note

Solid elaboration.



Sticky Note

AO1 knowledge is accurate but not always detailed. Top point of 6-7 band is appropriate.AO2 is relevant, structured, shows slight elaboration, but also has generalist elements. Top point of 8-11 given appropriately.



Sticky Note

Good solid introduction.



Sticky Note

This is enough AO1 if there are other items to cover.







Sticky Note

Description of Arthur Shawcross case. All case descriptions are normally counted as AO1 unless very specifically used AS PART OF an AO2 evaluation - NOT credited highly as ONLY piece of evidence.



Sticky Note

Again, misuse of 'reductionist'; the term used should be 'over-simplistic'.



Sticky Note

Two totally different characters conflated. the description is of Canter's work.







Sticky Note

AO1 hovers on edge of top band, and although it is limited in range, examiner felt it was deep enough to credit at bottom of top band.AO2 is relevant and structured, but often limited and lacking in other studies. The appropriate band is 8-11, and weaknesses place it in the lower half of that band.












12. Critically consider two treatments for unipolar depression. [25]





























Sticky Note

A definition and an example are present. It gets 2/3 but doesn't get 3/3 because more detailed reference to genetic factors is expected, e.g. role of evolution



Sticky Note

Good introduction, taking the 'approaches'  method. This is a systematic method but tend to yield limited answers.



Sticky Note

Good solid account of psychodynamic approach



Sticky Note

Standard evaluation of approach. Much more could be said, e.g. role of genes not understood in Freud's time.







Sticky Note

This is simple recycling of AS and is often the way it is taught - the mirror evaluations of various approaches.



Sticky Note

Again a standard description of approach and the example used is also AS.



Sticky Note

XYY introduced with no explanation, nor explaining that it was almost immediately disproved. Very limited and an ill-phrased.







Sticky Note

Why Lombroso? C19 material in the 21st century. Overused and well out of date.



Sticky Note

This is an unsupported item, just thrown in as AO2. Why not use more modern forensic material (which must have been taught)?



Sticky Note

Undeveloped and relatively simplistic.



Sticky Note

Simple conclusion.



Sticky Note

Several items of AO2 and a semblance of structure, so just allowable as bottom of 4-5 band.While most of AO3 material is basic, it is structured and conflicting viewpoints are presented, hence bottom of 8-11 band.
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GCE Psychology - PY4 
 


 
Q.1 (a) Describe what is meant by ‘a genetic influence on human behaviour’. [3] 
 
  Credit could be given for: 


 Evolutionary factors in human behaviour. 


 Conditions or tendencies established at conception (e.g. sex, aspects of 
mental disorder). 


 Any other relevant description. 
   


Marks AO1 


3 
A full and accurate description is given with clear reference to 
psychology. 


2 
A full and accurate description is given but no clear reference to 
psychology OR Basic description with some reference to 
psychology. 


1 A basic and limited description is given. 


0 No relevant description. 


 
  







© WJEC CBAC Ltd. 


32 


(b) Using psychological knowledge and research findings, discuss the balance of genetic 
and environmental influences on human behaviour.  [22] 


 
  Credit could be given for: 


 Interaction between genetic and environmental influences (e.g. diathesis-
stress theory, parenting and temperament, nutrition and behaviour).  


 Critical analysis of research.  


 Any other relevant material.  
   


Marks AO2 


6 - 7 
Evaluation is relevant, clearly structured and thorough.  There is 
evidence of coherent elaboration in the material presented. 


4 - 5 
Evaluation is relevant, structured and shows some coherence in 
the material presented. Depth or range of evaluation is 
displayed. 


2 - 3 
Evaluation shows some relevance but is basic and limited in 
detail. 


1 Some very limited, relevant, evaluation is present. 


0 No relevant evaluation. 
 


 
  Credit could be given for: 


 Discussion of principal genetic influences (e.g. evolutionary, proximal 
influences on disorder, intelligence). 


 Discussion of principal environmental influences (e.g. culture, peers, 
parents). 


 Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO3 


12 - 15 


Evidence is clearly interpreted and analysed.  Conflicting 
arguments are presented in a structured manner that accurately 
addresses the question and reaches a reasoned conclusion.  
Range and depth of evidence are displayed though not in equal 
measure. 


8 - 11 


Evidence is interpreted and analysed.  Conflicting arguments are 
presented effectively and address the question.  There are 
limitations in either the range or depth of evidence presented or 
in the structure of the argument or in the overall conclusion.  
Some appropriate terms are used. 


4 - 7 
Evidence is basic.  The material is used in a relevant manner to 
address the question but the structure of the answer and the 
conclusion are limited.  Few appropriate terms are identifiable. 


1 - 3 
There is little evidence relating to the question.  The answer is 
confused and/or severely limited in scope.  
Appropriate terms are either not used or are used incorrectly. 


0 No material relevant to the question. 


 
  












4. Using psychological knowledge and research findings discuss explanations for the dissolution
of relationships. [25]












Sticky Note

Good description.







Sticky Note

Three very solid critical points, but presented without elaboration.



Sticky Note

Expected a contrast of theories - this belongs with the previous theory and misuses the term 'reductionist'.
This student has usse these terms as portable critical points and often no further explanation is given; here the student DOES elaborate briefly.



Sticky Note

Reasonable shorthand version - all that is needed when the student has several theories to cover.







Sticky Note

Generalist evaluation again.



Sticky Note

A little too brief 







Sticky Note

Solid elaboration.



Sticky Note

AO1 knowledge is accurate but not always detailed. Top point of 6-7 band is appropriate.AO2 is relevant, structured, shows slight elaboration, but also has generalist elements. Top point of 8-11 given appropriately.
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Q.12 Critically consider two treatments for unipolar depression. [25] 
 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Biologically based treatments (e.g. MAOIs, SSRIs, tricyclic anti-depressant 
medication, ECT, exercise). 


 Psychologically based treatments (e.g. cognitive based therapies, 
psychodynamic therapies, social support networks). 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO1 


8 - 10 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is accurate and well detailed.   
Depth and range of knowledge are displayed though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  Language (including  
grammar, punctuation and spelling) is relevant, well structured and 
accurate. 


6 - 7 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is reasonably accurate, and 
less detailed.  Depth or range of knowledge is displayed. Language 
(including grammar, punctuation and spelling) is accurate, structured and 
clear. 


4 - 5 
Knowledge and understanding of evidence is appropriate but basic in 
detail.  Language (including grammar, punctuation and spelling) shows 
some inaccuracies. 


1 - 3 
Knowledge and understanding is superficial and/or muddled.  Language 
(including grammar, punctuation and spelling) has errors. 


0 No relevant knowledge or understanding displayed. 


 
 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Evaluation using research evidence. 


 Compare and contrast types of treatment (e.g. efficacy, validity of use, side 
effects). 


 Historical changes in treatment. 


 Overall evaluation of nature of depression and its treatment. 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO2 


12 -15 


Evaluation is relevant, clearly structured and thorough.  There is 
evidence of coherent elaboration in the material presented.  Depth and 
range of evaluation is displayed though not necessarily in equal 
measure. 


8 - 11 
Evaluation is relevant, structured and shows some coherence in the 
material presented.   Depth or range of evaluation is displayed. 


4 - 7 Evaluation shows some relevance but is basic and limited in detail. 


1 - 3 Some very limited, relevant evaluation is present. 


0 No relevant evaluation. 


 
 
 
 


















































10. Describe and evaluate approaches to profiling. [25]












Sticky Note

The question is about treatment, so this Intro paragraph is not relevant. 







Sticky Note

Simple accurate description.



Sticky Note

good additional AO1



Sticky Note

Standard basic evaluations







Sticky Note

Good AO2 includes studies.



Sticky Note

'Reductionist' again, and just as inappropriate.







Sticky Note

A very solid set of items in description of CBT.



Sticky Note

Reductionist.....







Sticky Note

Good solid series of evaluations.



Sticky Note

AO1 has accurate and reasonably well-detailed aspects, hence bottom of 8-10 band.AO2 is extensive, accurate in the main. elaborated in places, therefore in top band, but to the lower end.
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Q.10 Describe and evaluate approaches to profiling. [25] 
 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Description of the main approaches in profiling (e.g. FBI, geographical). 


 Description of relevant case material. 


 Description of psychological assumptions underpinning approaches to profiling 
(e.g. offender consistency). 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO1 


8 - 10 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is accurate and well detailed. 
Depth and range of knowledge are displayed though not necessarily in 
equal measure.  The use of language including grammar punctuation and 
spelling is relevant, well structured, coherent and accurate. 


6 - 7 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is reasonably accurate, and 
less detailed.  Depth or range of knowledge is displayed.  Language 
(including grammar, punctuation and spelling) is accurate, structured and 
clear. 


4 - 5 


Knowledge and understanding of evidence is appropriate but basic in 
detail.   
Language (including grammar, punctuation and spelling) shows some 
inaccuracies. 


1-3 
Knowledge and understanding is superficial and/or muddled.  Language 
(including grammar, punctuation and spelling) has errors.  


0 No relevant knowledge or understanding displayed. 


 
 
 Credit could be given for: 


 Evaluation of relevant case material. 


 Evaluation of the main approaches in profiling. 


 Evaluation of psychological assumptions underpinning profiling. 


 Evaluation of profiling as an activity in general (e.g. ethics, efficacy). 


  Any other relevant material. 
 


Marks AO2 


12 -15 


Evaluation is relevant, clearly structured and thorough.  There is 
evidence of coherent elaboration in the material presented.   Depth and 
range of evaluation is displayed though not necessarily in equal 
measure 


8 - 11 
Evaluation is relevant, structured and shows some coherence in the 
materials presented.  Depth and range of evaluation is displayed. 


4 - 7 Evaluation shows some relevance but is basic and limited in detail. 


1 - 3 Some very limited, relevant evaluation is present. 


0 No relevant evaluation. 


  












1. (a) Describe what is meant by ‘a genetic influence on human behaviour”. [3]


 (b) Using psychological knowledge and research findings discuss the balance of genetic and 
environmental influences on human behaviour. [22]











