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Scholarship

Subject: Psychology
Standard: 93405
Total score: 17
Q Score | Marker commentary
A comprehensive analysis of ethics, validity and biases, with
1 6 reasoned improvements given. However, the analysis of the
study’s purpose and design does not progress to the level of a
critical evaluation.
This candidate’s response has addressed all the requirements of
the question and used behavioural and social learning approaches
in the solutions. They have referred to theories and studies to
2 6 explain the effectiveness of working memory and are clear and
accurate in their response.
Each resource has been looked at in turn, rather than being
presented as an integrated response.
Comprehensive knowledge about current memory models is
3 5 shown. There is an analysis of theories, studies, and research

methods. However, the evaluation of the debates is not as strong.






