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Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from Pearson, the world’s leading learning 

company. We provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, 

occupational and specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our 

qualifications website at http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/home.html for our 

BTEC qualifications. 

 

Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page at 

http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/contact-us.html 

 

If you have any subject specific questions about this specification that require the help 

of a subject specialist, you can speak directly to the subject team at Pearson. Their 

contact details can be found on this link:  

http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-for-you/teachers.html 

 

You can also use our online Ask the Expert service at https://www.edexcelonline.com 
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standards and raising achievement through innovation in education. Find out more 
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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 

 

Unit 1 Children’s Development (31597HX) 

Grade Unclassified 
Level 3 

N P M D 

 

Boundary Mark 

 

0 

 

19 33 47 61 

  

http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-boundaries.html
http://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-boundaries.html
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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. 

 

 

 

  

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/home.html
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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. 

 

  

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 
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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. 

 

 

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. 
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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.  

 

 

 

The response above gained 7 marks 
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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. 

 

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 
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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. 

 

 

The response above gained 0 marks 
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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. 
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The response above gained 4 marks 
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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. 

 

 

The response above gained 1 mark 

 

 

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. 

 

 

The response above gained 1 mark 
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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. 

 

 

The response above gained 4 marks 
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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. 
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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 

 

 

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. 

 

The response above gained 2 marks 
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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. 

] 

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 
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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 response above gained 2 marks 
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The response above gained 6 marks 
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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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The response above gained 13 marks – middle of level 3 mark band 
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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: 

 

• Learners should be able to differentiate between aspects relating to growth or 

health and those relating to physical development. 

 

• 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. 

 

• Learners need to practice writing different styles of answers, to accommodate 

the differing requirements of the c) and d) questions.  They should be able to 

do this for all the theorists. 

 

• 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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