Mark Schemes (Annotated with my comments in red)
1. Design an alternative procedure to conduct the Baron-Cohen et al eyes test study using actors instead of pictures [10]  Marks will be allocated for specific details of the following.  Each paragraph (Full and detailed  = 3; Correct but minimal detail = 2; Partial = 1; Incorrect = 0)
a. Participants (numbers age race); recruitment (method); and allocation IV groups 

b. Explanation of the process of how the actors will be used to 

c. DV – measurement – precise details of how the DV will be measured.
d. Ethics or controls
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Common problems:  Recruit 118 Autistic people with an IQ of 120 – This is not very realistic.  You would only really be able to recruit autistic people and then pick all those with an IQ over 110 for example from those who apply.
Many people do not specify how the applicants will be recruited – you can’t just say ‘pick 100 people’ you need to specify how those 100 people are selected – e.g picked at random from those who responded to an advert.  You will get a maximum score of 8/10 if you do not specify this.
No effort made to standardize the expressions – best answers a panel of judges select only those which they agree on etc.

No clear explanation of how the participants respond.  You could say ‘circle one word on a piece of paper’ but it would be better to think of something different e.g. click on one of the words presented on a computer screen under a video of the actors facial expression embedded.

Not enough detail of precisely what instructions are being given to the actors or to the participants.

Too much muddling up of information about the participants, the actors, the procedure etc.  try to keep it separate
2. Evaluate the alternative design you have proposed in question 1 [10] Raise any four valid points, positive or negative: 1 mark for identification of the point and description; 1 mark for explaining its evaluative significance positive or negative; 1 mark for example.  Possible points
a. Reliability – reduced = more difficult to control variables, problem = introduce confounding variables which would cause the difference in the groups, rather than IV; actors less consistent in their expressions than a picture.  Difficult to standardize.
b. EV – Maybe Higher = more like real life; this means that the results obtained are more applicable to real world situations; can see all aspects of the face and expression, rather than just eyes

c. But EV – Maybe Lower: The expressions are not real expressions of emotions, but actors pretending to have emotions.  Maybe difficult for actors to consistently differentiate between very similar complex emtions.
d. Validity – May be lower = the test is too easy, too many other clues, mouth etc. may give the game away.
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Example of how to structure an evaluative paragraph (don’t include the numbers):

1. Identify the evaluative point. E.g. Reliability, Describe the example of the factor which is involved e.g. which affects the reliability

2. Explain how the named factor affects the reliability.

3. Link this to why it is a dis/advantage

E.g.
(1) Using actors may decrease the reliability.  It is very difficult for an actor to ensure that exactly the same facial expression is identical each time the procedure is repeated. (2) This lowers the reliability, as there is an extra confounding variable, differences in facial expressions, introduced.  (3)  Confounding variables mean that we cannot identify which variable causes the differences in the DV, the IV (groups) or the confounding variable (expressions) and therefore make the conclusions less useful.
If you wish to make a counterpoint – e.g. Firstly say that actors will increase EV, but then say that they might decrease it, put the counterpoint into another paragraph, make it a completely separate point.  Too many paragraphs of but this, however that, detract from the force of the point you should be making with each paragraph
3. Discuss the cognitive approach with respect to one of the following studies: Mann et al., Baron-Cohen et al., Held and Hein, Loftus and Pickrell [10]  Cognitive approach is about thought processes.  Identify four different thought processes and explain what the data from the study, or the conclusions from the study tell us.  E.g. for B-C
a. Looks at information processing: (B-C) Theory of mind – define, autistic vs normal. (Mann) Tells for lying behaviour.  (H&H) Visuospatial coordination.  Describe the information processing task.  Explains autism in terms of Information processing, also coping strategies for high functioning autistic adults, may use higher level brain activity, conscious thought to replace normal emotional processing

b. Goes beyond the behaviourist viewpoint to try to investigate thinking processes.  E.g Mann et al – Even though it are observing manifestations of behaviour, the factor which affects this behaviour, lying, is a cognitive process.
c. Uses computers as an analogy for brain function – e.g Input: Reading facial expressions as cues; processing steps as described by BC; memory of faces; output
d. Use of specialized procedures to study – AQ questionnaire, Eyes test, Lab test – visual cliff.

e. Experimental – reductionist: uses experiments to test specific hypotheses.  Determinist – allows for cause and effect to be determined.

You can only use one study in your answer.  If you use two, the two sets of marks will be rated separately and the higher mark used.

Example of how to structure an approach paragraph

1. Identify one aspect of the approach – e.g. Cognitive – Information Processing

2. Explain what this process means

3. Use examples from the study to show how the study relates to this approach.

E.g.  The Cognitive approach looks at information processing functions in the brain.  One example of information processing might be theory of mind.  The brain matches eye expressions with a library of visual images and a lexicon of words for emotional states and by doing so attributes a mental state to another person.  B-C use the yes test to identify whether aperson is able to complete this task – those who lack the ability are identified as autistic.

In this case there are not a lot of aspects which apply to the Cognitive approach.  The question does not specifically instruct you to evaluate, although it is not incorrect to include evaluation poits as part of the discussion.  It does not answer the question very well to start you answer ‘One problem the cognitive approach is….’  You need to explain something about the cognitive approach first.  Don’t just talk about the study; this will earn very few marks.
4. Discuss two benefits of observational data using one of the following studies: Langlois et al., Milgram, Nelson [10]
a. High ecological validity AND low demand characteristics: Removal of bias, e.g. compared with e.g. self-reports [2 X 3 marks] 
b. Data:  allows both qualitative and quantitative data to be collected, then you can discuss the benefits of each type – quant: analysis, statistics; qual: thoughts and feelings.  E.g.

c. More valid.  More holistic less reductionist AND 
d. Reliability: Schedule with more than one rater
An important point here is that choice of study affects your possibility for answers.  Nelson was not really observational data, it was self report, so it does not really allow for good support.  Milgram did not use a schedule, so you can’t discuss the benefits of that.  Langlois is probably the best option.  None of the studies is perfect for answering this question, but we need to shape our answer to fit the choice.
You can only use one study in your answer.  If you use two, the two sets of marks will be rated separately and the higher mark used.

No marks for just regurgitating the details of the study; it must be linked to a specific evaluation point.

Benefits like it is cheap, or fast, or easy are weak answers and we should only use them as a last resort.  Better to use something more technical which will get us more marks.

The question is about observational data, not about the named study.  The study should be used after you have made a point about the data to help explain that point.

Example of how to get two points into one benefit:

Observational data has the advantage that it is possible to collect both quantitative and qualitative data.  Quantitative data can be generated by using a schedule for observation. Being composed of numbers, it allows for direct comparison of the conditions, this in turn allows for statistical analysis to test whether the hypothesis is supported by the data.  In Milgram’s experiment, the highest voltage delivered by each participants, maximum 300V, gives a specific numerical value which can thenbe used to generate an average which allows comparison between groups.

Moreover, because Milgram also collected qualitative data, he was able to obtain the benefits of this type of data.  Qualitative data allows for more detail to be included and does not limit what we can observe as a schedule does.  In Milgram’s experiment the behaviours of the teacher were observed, showing nervousness, nail biting, laughing which gave us a clear insight into their state of mind, i.e. that they were not happy about having to obey.
5. What problems may psychologists have when they study children?  Use one or all of the studies from the following list in your answer: Bandura et al, Freud, Nelson [10] Raise any four valid points, positive or negative: 1 mark for identification of the point and description; 1 mark for explaining its evaluative significance as negative; 1 mark for example.  Possible points
a. Ethics – Consent, Debriefing – not represent the rights of the individual Freud – Hans father
b. Ethics – Harm – Bandura, learn to be aggressive
c. Validity – Understanding the procedure, is it really measuring what they thought –e.g. Nelson

d. Sample – Many parents may not allow children to participate
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Example of an answer

One problem associated with using children in research relates to the generalisability of the sample.  Many parents may not wish to allow their children to get involved in the studies, because they fear that there is some possible harm or risk.  This in turn means that the children who often get involved are children of people who work in universities or volunteer to join groups.  Bandura’s children were taken from the nursery school of .  This means there may be bias, as not every member 
