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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
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Level 3

N P M D

Grade Unclassified

Boundary Mark 0 19 33 47 61
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Introduction

This paper was offered after the cancellation of external exams in the summer on
2020.

This unit is mandatory for all sizes of qualification within the suite of qualifications for
the 2016 specification for Level 3 Children's Play Learning and Development.

This Lead Examiner report should be considered alongside the exam paper and mark
scheme, which can be found on the Pearson website.

The focus of the paper was on children's development, it covered a range of theories
of child development, together with selected factors which may affect children's
development.

The paper had 2 sections with 6 questions overall. Section A contained 4 questions,
each worth 16 marks; each question was based upon a separate case study. These
questions were then separated into 4 sub-questions, which range from multiple-
choice, short answer and extended questions, with a mark range of 1 to 8 marks.
Section B contained 2 questions which required an extended response, where learners
had to analyse or evaluate; these questions were worth 12 and 14 marks.
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Introduction to the Overall Performance of the Unit

There was a very small cohort of learners who took this paper and so the
performance details in this report is related to a much smaller pool of responses.

The overall performance on this paper was pleasing, with a range of overall marks
awarded.

Some learners were able to show good exam technique, but there were a number of
learners who did not attempt every question and so lost marks.

However, some of the 4-mark linked questions were not so well answered. This was
especially the case in those relating to Bronfenbrenner (Q1c) and Piaget (Q4c).

There was a marked improvement in the responses given for questions 5 and 6. In
general, learners showed they were able to analyse and evaluate, with logical details
and appropriate links to development. Learners who were also able to apply relevant
theories successfully were able to achieve marks in the top mark band.

Details of the responses to individual questions are given, with relevant examples, in
this report.
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Individual Questions

Question 1(a)-p 7
Question 1(b) - p. 7
Question 1(c) - p. 8
Question 1(d) - p. 8
Question 2(a) - p. 11
Question 2(b) - p. 11
Question 2(c) - p. 12
Question 2(d) - p. 13
Question 3(a) - p. 16
Question 3(b) - p. 16
Question 3(c) - p. 17
Question 3(d) - p. 18
Question 4(a) - p. 20
Question 4(b) - p. 20
Question 4(c) - p. 21
Question 4(d) - p. 21
Question 5 - p. 24
Question 6 - p. 29
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Individual Questions

Question 1(a)

This is a multiple-choice question and required the learner to identify which term
linked to ‘nature’, in the nature/nurture debate. A common error was to select
‘Lifestyle’ instead of ‘Genetic’, but most learners were able to select the correct
response.

U A Genetic

[0 B Economic
®  C Lifestyle

[(J D Experience

The response above gained 0 marks

Question 1(b) - 3 marks

This answer needed learners to look at the case study and list three examples of
evidence the child was meeting their social development milestones.

Most learners achieved two out of three marks on this question. The response
below shows a common mistake, which was to state ‘enjoys being with her key
person’. This links to social development but is not an age appropriate milestone.

The response above gained 2 marks

@ Pearson
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Question 1(c) - 4 marks

For this question learners had to give two responses which linked
Bronfenbrenner’s theory to the child’'s development.

Learners appeared to find this question particularly challenging and many did not
attempt an answer. Of those who did, the answers tended to be disjointed and
lacked clarity. The average mark for this question was 1, out of a possible 4.

The response below shows the learner has some understanding, but this has not
been fully developed.

1 Bronfenhrenner s theort g 15 sed to
understancl  Tomora's development...
through —mucrasysyeons, bronfenborenner’s. . .
jf et SKJISHJM OF “home ar nursert S&mgg\ecuw,
2 Bronpenbrenner’s theovry 1y aiso used”
Sl tealher- parent  Conamn Caion. o

Setngs In Bronfenbrenners mucroSy SEms.
and how they Moy e nflueanted- th

tle follouuir\9 Systenns such o ch(ossz

The response above gained 3 marks

Question 1(d) - 8 marks

This question required learners to discuss how Vygotsky's theory could be used to
support a child in developing their social skills.

In general, this question was well answered, with the learners able to describe the
theory and to apply it to the case study, with varying degrees of success.

In the first response, the learner has provided a logical answer, which includes
aspects of the theory applied throughout the response. If the learner had included
a little more detail about scaffolding, then this would have achieved full marks.

@ Pearson
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The second response achieved marks at the bottom of the level 2 mark band. They
have demonstrated some knowledge of Vygotsky's theory and application has
been attempted, with suggestions given for how social skills could be improved
but these have not been fully developed into a discussion.

&ﬂ:ﬂ:‘&_.ﬂiz_.ﬂuﬁ can  untiocluce Vt.jgf;t..ﬁ'ﬁ.-.j L=
thecry of ' zone of proximal development
Zove of actual develcpment’ and ' Scaffoid (g
AS Tamard LS wnabie 0 Share and Decomes
Jealeus, Ozkan can Creake OCELVITLES on

Sl groups and . Create games. that  succoand
Sharing unci__..ac:-mau.smg- For exampie, Czrean

can put Y chudren n @ Groap, wcuding
lamaca, ancl pLoyy the ' shoppung _LL_St_'_..q.u.nxﬂ; he
can . St the growp. and. Supenvisie now  Tamara
Shares and tavesS tueag - Pn_} CZkas deung this..
Lt LS SUppart wng. e Zone of  proaumad dov eceprnen
(2p0); Hhus acoiviny cowid be (epeaxed 3 tumes

O weee for L woroks tund  Hhon CZkEOr  Can

Sie and. Supervise  from afar; f  Tamara s
able +C Share oord toko turng without Cikar
t:-f,mc].. cthere, then the wuuduvidiualr haos reackhaod
Vygetsky's zone of ackuai developmank,. .
mMeanung. She. can de a tase Correctiy ard
uxdﬂﬁtm:u.—_n:tl,y wikhout Gu'u._j adus it
encourogemant.

The response above gained 7 marks
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Ozran can wie Vygorskyt theory

OF ZOne OF proximar Oeveiopmen t
to Jupport her with her Jocial
Jerilly. Ozkan can 00 this by
providing her with F guidance
nhNen yne Jocialtises With fhe
Other chiitgdren. Once Qeokan had
provided ner with encugh Juppore
Tamara Jhoutd be abie to move
LO the Z20one Of actual! development,
Wnere yne sv abiC tO POrtray
Jociat vRillr mnithouc requiring any
Jugport: Ozkan can Qli50 uje
Vygorvkyr theory of Juitained
Unareo thinking, wWhith entarls
the Chitdren tecirnin through ofher
Chitdren Or adytf. s meani
thar O2kan Can tncovrGge Gnd
pltan g Jotabie enyironmen®@, Jo
tnat Tamara can Obrerve anmd
Learn through €veryone around
fHer.

The response above gained 4 marks
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Question 2(a) - 1 mark

This is the second multiple-choice question on the paper. The learners needed to
select the answer which stated the purpose of phonics. This was answered
correctly by the vast majority of learners.

L] A Tocompare quaniities

L B Towrite visual timetables

M € Todecode regular words

L D Todevelop a sense of marality

The response above gained 1 mark

Question 2(b) - 3 marks

For full marks in this question the learner had to list three activities from the case
study which were promoting the child’s fine motor skills.

The learners had no difficulty in answering this question to achieve full marks.

The response above gained 3 marks

11
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Question 2(c) - 4 marks

This question needed learners to describe how the key person could use
Chomsky's language development theory to support the child in the case study.

The learners needed to supply one detail about Chomsky's theory and then apply
it to how this could encourage the child’'s language development, for each of the
two-mark answers. If learners knew the theory, they were usually able to make a
link. However, there were many who did not know two different aspects of the
theory and so lost marks on this question.

In the first response, the learner has only written the initials ‘LAD’ instead of
Language Acquisition Device, therefore it cannot be credited. There is no
rewardable material in this response.

In the second response, the learner achieved a total of 3 marks, with 2 marks
awarded for ‘creating a language rich environment’ which was developed by
adding ‘labelling items around the classroom’. Then a further 1 mark for ‘Language
Acquisition Device'. This aspect was not developed further and so another mark
could not be given.

1. Clhomsiy.. . pelieved ol Chndren. hove o LAD and
....... Lot Chaldeen <o leacr.. Fr‘ﬁmm ot chuns &V

LOr. ....h&i—.:—:ﬂ;mol ........... o o TO =N 12.::;33 ...... Bt = o B TR I <Y o
H\Q radqa\(g:;rrnnc_j ______ o bsyen o

2 m({kr\(‘_\“ ________ m.aq.ht... _Ccommounicale ol \haone
bacquaae_c;g) ............ Hra, . chall cu.f% ....... v O CaoAch

VSe oo Ye.

The response above gained 0 marks

12
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1. Creaxing. o lo.r\%uo.;ae (T envisontient wsing displaugs on .
fhe Lol as wel s ..\Qbem‘.(\g Arems auound  the
classwom

2 Undaistonding the Language Aequsinen Device and
CXeOLING BpFSHY. NUMEOLS GPPOMNNES for Nawy Nanay 1o
leaun, \ANQuOGe €:G.by AiSpiaying videes o feading Srofies.

The response above gained 3 marks

Question 2(d) - 8 marks

This question required learners to discuss how Skinner’s theory could be used to
support the child’'s language development.

Most learners were able to describe positive reinforcement in brief and the more
able went on to apply it to the case study and then expand it further.

In the first response, the learner showed some understanding of Skinner’s positive
reinforcement. However, the work is repetitive and so stayed at the bottom of
level-2 mark band.

In the second response, the learner achieved full marks. They have written clearly
about Skinner’'s positive reinforcement, supporting this with links to the case
study. They have also mentioned negative reinforcement in the correct context.

13
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(:M:\ﬁr (eon mﬂulTkesziﬁ EDL;J\ g

(Wit ..Qﬁfﬁnhxmn.ﬁ.,:_,hmpﬁh (€
Gt PunSnenc, Wi MANEC. Selamnse

Witk (Cas “Ewefed:»r 'R?E:ﬁae can JADE‘—'“'"‘*
,me:j Aevepmenc . sing. s Ved-or
Cor

SOMRKR. 0Ch &) uﬁﬂiﬁkﬂ.;
O ners C,;:&rdk or Jf:ﬁi\&_ on

%cﬁm Qieo S Can . howe O
aeEev : A_Q\‘R;k]l@ O Selce
Cae Yo buld up o an even
@L&‘Dt& ona Ol Hee  SHd@r .
{fiféd Wocee., W\ LEIEH
SE UG ‘un Wik v ool

\.cem; S o0 Loord. Ldfi)r‘
Lioen | Langin hx, Coccacey
Wone. . Give he,r _fecodd Qx

do ‘M{iul' _AEOChara . O tirﬂ{: mjm

Lo (_,{ o [ne . UE S
With.. Hir mﬁjﬂ

The response above gained 4 marks
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2(d): As Nancy's key person, Rose must be considering different theory's that will
help her to support Mancy's language development. Skinner's theory would ba cne
that Rose could use by making sure that when Nancy improves on a specific area or
shows independence in learning language, she is giving her praise and showing her
that what she has done or said is positive. Skinner's theory involves the concept of
rewarding postive behaviour to encourage the child to do it again making the child
feel a sense of achivemant. He camied out an experiment with a rat where he put a
piece of cheese in a small cage but when the rat stepped inside the cage, he would
get an electric shock and the rat kept doing this for a while. Once the rat had realised
how he could get the cheese without stepping on the part that gave him an electric
shock, he would be rewarded with the cheese. This is how Skinner discovered that
once a child is shown praise or a positive attitude towards something they have done
wall, they are more likely to do it again because they want that same response, Rose
could use this theory by giving Nancy a sticker every fime she gets a word correct in
phonics or shows that she is trying hard. This will give the impression that Nancy is
diing well and she will feel motivated to carry on building on her language
development rather than feeling disheartenad if something hasn't gone as welll as it
could of. Skinner also said that you shouldn't give children harsh punishment if they
don't do something correctly or show negative behaviour because this will encourage

them to retaliate in a negative way and they may carry on doing it because they

know they will get a reaction.

The response above gained 8 marks
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Question 3(a) - 2 marks

In this question the learners had to identify two examples of verbal
communication from the case study.

Most learners were able to achieve full marks for this question. The only error
which occurred was usually in selecting a non-verbal example from the case study,
as in the first response below.

1 llll“;'\ BLALLE Y.

2 he. rnane I'f“-J-‘tb]._'.r:.-L} sounCly

The response above gained 1 mark

1€ ma peg baboiing joundj.

2 HE OO iWhen he manages co (Duch
Che raiwe .

The response above gained 2 marks

Question 3(b) - 2 marks

To gain full marks in this question the learners were required to show two
examples of where the child is meeting his physical development milestones.

This was successfully answered in most cases. There was the occasional incorrect
answer, as in the first response below. The answer needed was to reach for toys,
not just hold them.

1 t‘;"‘_?[":" :'*'d'. e i I"‘-:'Illrl o w.?-'r'n f.rrrnﬂ t'u-f.‘l‘--. E'C' j.l/?-'ﬂ- E’f

= L ] '] T -
2 {:;"P ._ll.-ﬁ e ¥ Cob st h.l:]j E-C‘?’f Wiln el et .r"|-'.*L.|=.'_._'.\iII

The response above gained 1 mark

@ Pearson

16



L3 Lead Examiner Report 2011

Unit 1 Children’s Development (31597HX)

The response above gained 2 marks

Question 3(c) - 4 marks

This question was related to Bowlby's theory of attachment, which the learners
had to apply to the child's emotional development.

Learner’'s appeared to find it challenging to select a relevant part of the theory and
then link this to the case study. The first response below clearly shows the
learner’s knowledge of Bowlby's theory and they have then developed this to show
their understanding and receive full marks. The second response was awarded
one mark because the learner was able to correctly identify that Bowlby's theory
was based on attachment, however, there was no other rewardable material.

1MEFa). can e Pondt? theorr o SwéFort fethiny
e tlonal  develofment. ol he Il a fécwce
attochment Wwith hif Mam as he becomers

b distresfea ivhen  She. laaves

2 MEFAN. coit wie Bowlbr!S  theorr b Sulferts
{-F"-EH"‘-.*‘. ] -!:"-*""fﬂ“ii"i_ﬂihﬂl develofirmen s o o jus
an w8 lmrt  pbtachmeal W/t MEsan o e

(rdes bl ras calile be disbrocled by hél.

The response above gained 4 marks

17



L3 Lead Examiner Report 2011

Unit 1 Children’s Development (31597HX)

T Me.qan L LA eoSecve C{E.’dn\n. e SNCC..
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Cj‘e,u(un T S
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i rm Ccan. S __olnoXx %\‘Qq&,,&\&s%&k O
e Boudey/ s Aaocd. e aathonenk ... e .

The response above gained 1 mark

Question 3(d) - 8 marks

This question asked learners to discuss how Bruner's modes of representation
theory could be used to support the child’s cognitive development.

This question was not answered well by the majority of learners. There were some
who were able to select the correct mode, which was enactive, but fewer who were
able to develop this into a discussion.

In the response below the learner correctly described enactive mode and started
to develop this by applying it to the case study. However, the learner then
continued writing about the other modes of representation, which are not relevant
to the child in question. If the learner had continued to focus on enactive mode,
then they could have achieved a higher mark.

18
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MEY it can wic Brong T medel or refiefeninta)
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MEFan  Lowld S EEtal  Flebude book S and
feint ke rhe didbécont Plebuces on bl Fases.
Mevain '_rg: Wil Braneg’ . medes ok refrefontntion
oears B fromgie  Geetain’ rotn bl ve  dfucisfiveal oJ
Brwnec  belicved  n Semlpi mede 1A il ch
Gethin tan. Mace {‘akf M _shiect  and whal
J(Lxé’:; A0 fuch s o Fen o Wit e o
%ﬂl ik ek b Keef i Lm:f%i\:?.

The response above gained 4 marks
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Question 4(a)

For this question the learners had to identify two activities in the case study which
would promote gross motor skills.

Most of the learners were able to do this, although some incorrectly selected the
role play area. The case study states that the child is sitting in a cardboard box, so
this would not promote gross motor skills, as in the first response below.

The response above gained 1 mark

v He rider a Jed e
2 He crapwis EhrOvgh tuanneif.

The response above gained 2 marks

Question 4(b) - 2 marks

For this question the learners had to identify two activities in the case study which
would promote creativity.

This question was answered correctly by the vast majority of learners, which was
pleasing to see.

L} r ™ »
1 FPoan bonf

2 Lo]e — Flav  arean

The response above gained 2 marks

@ Pearson
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Question 4(c) - 4 marks

In this question the learners had to link Piaget's universal stages theory with how
it could be used to understand the child’s cognitive development.

This question was not answered well. Many learners chose to leave it blank and
some wrote about Piaget's schema theory, which gained them no marks as this
was not was requested in the question.

In the response below the learner has identified the correct stage (although it has
been spelled incorrectly, credit has still been given). They have also made an
attempt to develop their answer and apply it by describing the example of
symbolic play given in the case study.

1The  leatlnes fon Wfe  Flaasgky W oanlviea el
FL-U.E'C'.-"-_“" b nde T, viel L o, 9 E‘_ul IS toen el g

develsfment o5 mohamed L5 defPlasing fivas
Rf Pre-—cferant. as e 15 lmeginins the box ey

Eﬁﬂ:?r{:ﬁm chher_ reuwld —wie  Fl ageltys  wnl WV eria | i se
heor be Lo 2671 fanad *'h-i"‘"-v‘“"-‘ufn"lf; fﬁ’j’ﬂi e

de e pftment ot Vaesr ron hel@ so et Moo

Jo he remcln (onCecent—orerant inhere Le el
Wil andeS band  everYEhing whilch 1F vo0lias s

The response above gained 2 marks

Question 4(d) - 8 marks
In this question the learners had to discuss how Bandura'’s theory could be used
to develop the child’s social skills.

In the first answer below, the learner has shown an understanding of one aspect
of Bandura's theory, that of the teacher being a role model to support learning of
social skills, however, they have not developed it beyond this. Therefore the marks
remained in the level-1 mark band

21
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In the second answer below the learner has described a range of aspects of
Bandura’'s theory and applied these well to the case study. They have given clear
examples and so this answer received marks at the top of the level-2 mark band.

The  Leacher conld wfe fandarn’s Hiarv o
MafPart Moo med’s Soclal devefefment oo thes
(ondg b2 o cvle maded ;;ﬁf:;hmﬁn.mm e
e erack Wbl of 5 o0 £Xan L€
£ o
Maliamed and Hed encewssse  pHaee S o
Foin g wiFWw Melened ol FLAS il
enlonynsg them o lnlerocl w il
M{}lﬁ.ﬂhlm‘fdj MM E .

.i 1 7T 1
l."-'\f_.‘;f Cowmid  rzle  pa .:::gn“i_?'j AL ALY l i

’fi n £ éf-:?mr:lr.xé'-” CO0W r'a’l WS |0 o N u A b
thear s b Suflelt Mohamed as Haey
Cowld  rote _madel WwWhat meha M ed  coukd
Jag ol how he _conld InSe hig lnlecert)
and woblles 0 Stark o fhoal leiflh chidmen
Whe aight have St ilar inlerestr or
hobbies b him  at Ehe  Scheol

The response above gained 2 marks
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Bandura vier a Bobo doil tU ExEtasn
QJ part OF riJ rhHheory.- He Ulel 1€ 0
Citaborae€ 0On the idea Ehoar Chitdren
cmitQre gt things Chat they
Objerve in their Jurfoundingr. The
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Qpportunicer for Jowa! nteracnons
or éxamepw, in their iefrond Jhe
coutd plan for Qlor of Qroeve work
NNICh entouragey the chctdren to
JOUiQiise Gnd tGle (nith eath ather.
This meany that if Monamed /s
Jurrounded by a 10rge Gmount
of JowiQl _INTesCcn®nr and he
Qbgserver AL LAl marel around him
JoecaliJing . he witl be encouraged
0 to the Jame Ehéﬁ? Qﬂd LrnCQte
CRe/r acaons and bhenowviou-.

The response above gained 6 marks

23



L3 Lead Examiner Report 2011

Unit 1 Children’s Development (31597HX)

Question 5 - 12 marks

This is the first of the questions in Section B, where learners have the opportunity
to show their skills in an extended answer question. For this question the learners
had to analyse how providing primary children with a range of exercise
opportunities can promote their physical and cognitive development.

In general, this question was answered well, with most learners focusing on
physical and cognitive development. Some learners gave information on health
or growth, which wasn't required by the question. Most learners were able to
analyse impacts on physical development, with impacts on cognitive development
being the slightly weaker element.

In the first response below (10 marks) the learner achieved marks in the top level
of the mark scheme. The reasons for this are that they analysed by accurately
linking gross and fine motor skills, with specific examples being given to support
the points made. They then developed their answer to analyse the impact on
cognitive development, giving details covering a wide range of cognitive elements.
The conclusion is accurate and concisely summarises the answer.

In the second response below (5 marks), the learner has briefly described some
aspects of the impact of exercise on both the required areas of development.
Although these are accurate, they have not been expanded to provide an analysis
of the reasons given.

In the third response below (2 marks), there is very limited information with some
inaccurate statements. They have also linked the answer to health and emotional
development which is not needed.

It is important learners provide an analysis which remains focused on the required
areas of development and follows a logical progression to a precise conclusion.
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The response above gained 10 marks (middle of level 3 mark band)
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The response above gained 5 marks (bottom of level 2 mark band)
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The response above gained 2 marks (middle of level 1 mark band)
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Question 6 - 14 marks

Learners had to evaluate how being gifted could impact on the overall
development of a seven year old child.

This question has shown a marked improvement compared to previous series,
with the average mark being in the level 2 mark band. Learners were able to show
a good understanding of the impact on cognitive and social development,
although these were not always relevant to a seven year old child. The higher
scoring learners were also able to evaluate the impact on other areas of
development, showing the potential positives and negatives aspects.

Top answers were logical in their approach, applied the information accurately
and gave clear examples in their evaluations, as in the first two answers below,
which achieved 13 marks and 11 marks respectively. In the first response, the
learner has included a conclusion throughout their work, which is good to do.
They have used the information from the case study well. If they had included
some information covering social development, they may have scored top marks.
In the second response, the conclusion aspect is not so well written and so they
are at the bottom of the top mark band.

In the third response (8 marks), the learner has made a good attempt to describe
the impact with some links to different areas of development. There is some
evaluation but it is limited.
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Stewart being gifted could potentially impact his overall development
negatively because those around him could begin to form high expectations
for all other areas of development that he may not be as gifted in. For
example, teachers or practitioners could start to assume that he can deal with
his emotions well as his copes and reacts well to Maths and English when
actually, Stewart may find it extremley difficult to show and express his
emotions. Stewart may begin io feel pressure from those around him that he
has to excell at everything and this could impact his emotional development

as he becomes overwhelmed.

As he is gifted in Mathematics, this could impact his intellectual development
because it could stimulate his brain fo be able fo problem solve and think
about real life situations in a structured way. When approaching a situation
that needs more thought, this could impact him postively because he would
potentially take more time to solve the issue fo get the right result rather than
rushing into the situation which is what some other children would do because

they may not completely understand how to deal with what is infront of them.

Another point would be how being gifted at English will help him with his
language development becausa he will understand the meaning behind a
wider vocabulary of words and will be able to form more complex sentences
when having a conversation. Stewart will also be able to put together phrases
that are grammatically correct which would make sense in an everyday
conversation. For many children, this would not be the case at the age of

seven, they may still be getting certain elements of their grammar incorrect.

The response above gained 13 marks - middle of level 3 mark band

@ Pearson
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The response above gained 11 marks - bottom of level 3 mark band
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The response above gained 8 marks - middle of level 2 mark band
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Summary

Overall, the paper was successful, with the vast majority of learners achieving at
least a pass grade. It was agreeable to see the improvements in the learner
responses to the extended answer questions in Section B and it is hoped this will
be maintained in future papers. There was a decline in the standard of answers
in 4 mark questions and centres may want to focus on supporting the learners to
develop the skills they need to answer these questions, alongside continuing to
develop the extended answer techniques.

Lead Examiner recommendations are:

e Learners should be able to differentiate between aspects relating to growth or
health and those relating to physical development.

e Learners would benefit from practicing using case studies to identify relevant
theorists and then making one link. This would improve their chances in the
four-mark c) questions.

e Learners need to practice writing different styles of answers, to accommodate
the differing requirements of the ¢) and d) questions. They should be able to
do this for all the theorists.

e Theorists Bronfenbrenner, Piaget and Bruner continue to be a challenge for
learners and centres may wish to support learners with their understanding of
these, particularly around how to apply them to the information given in a case
study.
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