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Examiner tips


Advice from the examiner on key points in the text to help you learn and recall unit content, avoid pitfalls, and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.
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Knowledge check


Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content guidance section to check your understanding.
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Knowledge check answers


Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.
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Summary




•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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Questions & Answers


[image: ]





About this book



This is a guide to two applications within Unit 3 of the Edexcel A2 specification: Criminological Psychology and Child Psychology.


This guide:




•  is not a textbook — there is no substitute for reading the required material and taking notes


•  does not tell you the actual questions on your paper, or give you the answers!





Aims of the guide


The aim of this guide is to provide you with a clear understanding of the requirements of Unit 3 of the A2 specification — focusing on two applications, as necessary for the unit — and to advise you on how best to meet these requirements.


This guide will look at:




•  the psychology you need to know about


•  what you need to be able to do and what skills you need


•  what is being examined


•  what you should expect in the examination for each application


•  how you could tackle the different styles of exam question


•  the format of the exam, including what questions might look like


•  how questions are marked, including examples of answers, with examiner’s comments





How to use this guide


A good way to use this guide is to read it through in the order in which it is presented. Alternatively, you can consider each topic in the Content Guidance section, and then turn to the relevant question in the Questions & Answers section. Whichever way you use the guide, try some of the questions yourself to test your learning. The more you work on what is needed, the better. Have other textbooks available too — you will need access to all the relevant information.


Learning and revision strategies


This section gives suggestions for effective learning and revision.


How to learn the material




•  Make notes, be concise and use your own notes for final revision.


•  Have a separate sheet of paper for each application.


•  For each application, note down the five headings (definitions, methodology, content, studies in detail and key issue/practical) and use them as a guide. Leave room to fit your notes in under each heading.


•  Read through each section, then make notes as needed (very briefly).


•  Be sure to make notes on evaluation points.


•  Finally, note down briefly three things about a key issue that describe the issue, and six ‘facts’ linking concepts to the issue.





Another useful method is to use cards for each topic. Have the topic heading on one side of the card and brief notes on the other. Remember to note down equal amounts of knowledge and evaluation.


Differences between AS and A2


Although a lot of what is true for AS still applies to A2 — for example, the AO1, AO2 and AO3 assessment objectives — the A2 exams require higher-level skills.


At A2, more marks are given for AO2 (evaluation and comment) than for AO1 (knowledge and understanding). It means you need to comment, evaluate, assess, consider strengths, and so on, more than you need to give information. When you are making notes and preparing answers to exam questions, remember to concentrate on criticisms.


Greater depth is also required in your answers at A2. For example, you could be asked about two ways that one developmental issue might affect a child’s development. The specification does not say that you need studies and evidence, but they could be useful. Remember to refer to the assessment objectives outlined in the specification and later in this guide (see pages 61–64). The specification might not ask you specifically to learn studies of child-rearing styles in different cultures (though you are asked to describe and evaluate cross-cultural issues regarding child-rearing styles), but you will need to refer to relevant evidence to support your answers (AO2). Psychology is built on evidence from studies, so when revising it is useful to have a list of names of studies and a brief outline of what each is about. Note also that Unit 3 is about applications of psychology, so be ready to apply your knowledge.


Content Guidance


The Content Guidance section provides an overview of what you need to learn for the Criminological Psychology and Child Psychology applications of Unit 3. Each application is divided into the following areas:




•  Definition of the application


•  Methodology/how science works


•  Content


•  Studies in detail


•  Evidence in practice: key issue and practical





Note that choices are made for you in this guide, in order to limit the material. However, if you have studied a different choice it is probably better to revise that, rather than learn something new at this stage.


Note also that when studying your two applications you must include one summary of articles and one content analysis. In this guide, the Criminological Psychology application has the summary of articles and the Child Psychology application has the content analysis.





Content Guidance


Criminological psychology


Definition of the application


This section looks at what criminological psychology is about and at some of the key terms.


Criminological psychology is about crime and antisocial behaviour.




•  Crime (a key term) is defined as an act against the law and implies a punishment or treatment to avoid someone re-offending. For example, stealing, murder and fraud are crimes that are against the law and carry with them a punishment. They are against social norms too. Crime is said to be socially constructed because it represents what a particular culture thinks is wrong, and so what is considered a crime differs across societies.


•  Recidivism (a key term) involves someone repeating a crime or behaviour for which they have been punished or treated (that is, returning to their criminal activities). For example, if someone convicted of burglary and punished is freed after the appropriate length of time and then steals again, this will increase recidivism figures.


•  Antisocial behaviour (a key term) is behaviour that is not necessarily against the law but that the majority of people do not like and do not approve of. It is behaviour that affects people negatively; the term is often used for aggressive behaviour. Antisocial behaviour can turn into or can be crime. Recently in the UK, ASBOs (antisocial behaviour orders) have been created to help prevent such behaviour.


•  Criminological psychology looks at explanations and causes of crime, features of crime and antisocial behaviour, and also treatments for crime and antisocial behaviour. Forensic psychologists (as ‘criminal psychologists’ are usually termed) are also concerned with identifying criminals, the processes involved in court procedures, and rehabilitation (to avoid recidivism).
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Examiner tips


A good way to extend a definition when there are 3 marks available is to add an example.


Questions can be asked about criminological psychology itself and what it is, so be ready for such questions.
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Other key terms you might be asked about are defined in this content section as they arise: modelling (page 13), stereotyping (page 19), eyewitness testimony (page 22) and token economy (page 27).
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Knowledge check 1


What does ‘criminological psychology’ mean?
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Methodology/how science works


This section looks at laboratory and field experiments, giving description and evaluation.


Laboratory experiments


Laboratory experiments can be described as:




•  having an independent variable (IV) manipulated by the researcher and a dependent variable (DV) measured to observe the changes brought about by the IV manipulation


•  following scientific method, where a hypothesis is derived from a theory, there is testing of some sort and then the hypothesis is accepted or rejected


•  taking place in a controlled and artificial environment


•  involving careful controls of extraneous variables, such as participant variables (things about the participants, such as hunger and age) and situational variables (things about the situation, such as noise and time of day)


•  having careful controls so that cause-and-effect conclusions can be drawn (because, if only the IV is changed, only the IV can cause change in the DV)
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Examiner tip


An example can help the description of a research method, but only give one example and make sure it is relevant and contains just enough detail to demonstrate that it is an example of that research method (as is done here with Loftus and Palmer (1974)).
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For example, Loftus and Palmer (1974) showed that changing a verb in a question from ‘hit’ to ‘smashed’ (or another verb) can change the estimate of the speed of a car.


Laboratory experiments used to assess witness effectiveness


When applying psychology to the real world, for example to court proceedings, it is important that the information is solid and evidence-based. Laboratory experiments are as scientific and sound as it is possible to be in psychology. From them cause-and-effect conclusions can be drawn: if a psychologist can show, using laboratory experimental method, that leading questions give biased answers, for example, then the police and others can believe them. Elizabeth Loftus (with others) undertook many laboratory experiments to show that witnesses were not as effective as might be thought.


Loftus followed a basic method; the following points give brief information about some of her experiments.




•  She gathered students to be participants, showed them a film and asked them questions about what they had seen.


•  One example is Loftus and Palmer (1974), who showed that changing a verb in a question from ‘hit’ to ‘smashed’ (or another verb) can change the estimate of the speed of a car.


•  In another study (Loftus and Zanni 1975) the researchers asked either ‘Did you see the broken headlight?’ or ‘Did you see a broken headlight?’ to determine whether the use of ‘the’ or ‘a’ affected the witnesses’ accounts. It was found that the participants were more likely to say they saw a broken headlight (although there was none) if they were asked using ‘the’ than if asked using ‘a’.


•  In another study Loftus (1975) asked (after the participants had seen a film of a car accident) ‘How fast was the car going when it passed the barn?’. Later she asked participants whether they saw a barn or not (there was in fact no barn): 2.7% of the control group (who were not asked how fast the car was going when it passed the barn) said they saw a barn, compared with 17.3% of the participants who were asked the question about the speed of the car past the barn.





These three studies (which look at the effects of changing the verb in a question, changing ‘a’ to ‘the’ in a question, and asking about a non-existent barn) all show that witnesses are not very effective and eyewitness testimony is unreliable. Loftus was testing eyewitness memory, which involves how witnesses remember an event, and she thought that memory was not like a tape recorder but reconstructive, as Bartlett proposed, and that people use schemas. Therefore memory is unreliable. Such issues are returned to later. As Loftus used laboratory experiments, her findings were said to be scientific, reliable, objective and credible.
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Examiner tip


A method question in this application is likely to refer to the application, such as asking about laboratory experiments as used in eyewitness memory studies. When describing or evaluating with regard to such questions, relate your examples and your answer specifically to the application. Check your answer to make sure that it clearly links to the application in the question and is not ‘generic’.
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Laboratory features of Loftus and Palmer (1974)




•  The IV was the change of verb and the DV was the estimate of speed in miles per hour.


•  The hypothesis was that participants who were given a question with a ‘stronger’ verb (e.g. ‘smashed’ is stronger than ‘hit’) would give a higher estimate of speed than those with a less strong verb.


•  This is a directional (one-tailed) hypothesis in that the ‘stronger’ the verb, the higher the estimate of speed is predicted to be.


•  All participants watched the same filmed information, as a control.


•  All participants were asked the same questions except for the change in verb, as a control.


•  The study was carried out in artificial controlled conditions.


•  The procedure is well documented so that the study is replicable.
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Knowledge check 2


Describe one research method used to test witness effectiveness.
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Evaluation of laboratory experiments


Laboratory experiments can be evaluated by looking at reliability, objectivity, credibility, validity and generalisability. In general, they are said to be good with regard to all but validity. The following table summarises their strengths and weaknesses.


Strengths and weaknesses of laboratory experiments






	Strengths

	Weaknesses






	



•  Laboratory experiments are replicable because of strong controls, so they are testable for reliability


•  Laboratory experiments use scientific methodology, such as forming a hypothesis from a theory and controlling all aspects except the IV







	



•  Laboratory experiments are not ecologically valid, because they do not take place in the participant’s natural setting


•  Laboratory experiments might not be valid with regard to the task — for example, watching a car accident on film is not the same as watching it in real life
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Examiner tip


When writing out a strength or a weakness in an exam answer, make sure that when you use a term you always explain it. For example, saying that a laboratory experiment lacks ecological validity is a good start for a weakness but you must show your understanding, so add that this is because the setting is controlled and artificial and therefore real-life behaviour is not likely to be demonstrated.
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The usefulness of laboratory experiments in criminological psychology


Strengths




•  Laboratory experiments are scientific: they allow cause-and-effect conclusions to be drawn and the objectivity implies firm conclusions.


•  The careful design to control variables means that a study can be repeated and so the findings tend to be reliable.


•  Courts look for proof from the police, and witness testimony needs to be accurate if someone is to be convicted on the basis of it, so strong evidence from laboratory experiments is needed. Laboratory studies tend to be objective and reliable.
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Knowledge check 3


What is meant by ‘objectivity’ and ‘reliability’ when it comes to psychological research?
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Weaknesses




•  Laboratory experiments take place in a controlled artificial setting so are said to lack ecological validity.


•  In respect of court practices, if findings are to be of use they need to be valid and about real life. As laboratory experiments involve artificial situations, such as participants watching films, they are likely to be not valid with regard to the task.


•  If findings of a study are not valid or not about real life, they may not be generalisable. For example, asking students, as Loftus and Palmer (1974) did, might mean that findings are not generalisable to everyone of all ages, in all situations.
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Examiner tip


In this section, sometimes there is focus on the application and sometimes not. Check any question to see if there is specific focus, and if there is (e.g. about laboratory experiments as used in criminological psychology) make sure your answer is specific (such as using an example from the application).
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Reliability, validity and ethics with regard to laboratory experiments




•  Laboratory experiments tend to have reliable findings because they are scientifically set up and replicable.


•  They tend to have good ethics up to a point, because participants can be given the right to withdraw throughout and to an extent informed consent can be obtained, as the participants are recruited before the study and can be prepared as necessary. However, it is possible to criticise the ethics of individual laboratory experiments, for example because there is often a need for deception.


•  Laboratory experiments tend to lack validity, because the setting is artificial and the task is often limited rather than resembling real life.
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Knowledge check 4


To what extent are laboratory experiments that are about eyewitness memory valid?
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Field experiments


Field experiments can be described as:




•  having an independent variable (IV) manipulated by the researcher and a dependent variable (DV) measured to observe the changes brought about by the IV manipulation


•  following scientific method, where a hypothesis is derived from a theory, there is testing of some sort and then the hypothesis is accepted or rejected, which supports the theory or does not


•  taking place in the participant’s natural setting in some way — in ‘the field’


•  involving careful controls of extraneous variables, such as participant variables (things about the participants, such as hunger and age) and situational variables (things about the situation, such as noise and time of day), in so far as is possible


•  having careful controls so that cause-and-effect conclusions can be drawn (because, if only the IV is changed, only the IV can cause change in the DV)
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Examiner tip


Note that points describing field experiments are to a great extent similar to those given when describing laboratory experiments. Make sure in any answer that you give something specific about ‘field’ experiments even if you also describe ‘experiments’ in general.
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For example, Maass and Köhnken (1989) found that students approached by a woman holding a syringe did less well in identifying her in a line-up later than those approached by the same woman when she was holding a pen.



Field experiments used to assess witness effectiveness


Field experiments are used to assess witness effectiveness because they have the controls and scientific value of laboratory experiments and yet are more valid because they take place in a natural setting.




•  Field experiments which look at witness reliability tend to follow a pattern, generally involving a researcher going up to someone (who then becomes the participant) in the street. The researcher then asks the participant something or demonstrates a characteristic. Afterwards another researcher stops the participant and asks them questions about the researcher who stopped them.


•  For example, Maass and Köhnken (1989) asked 86 students who were not studying psychology to take part in their study. In their own environment (in the field) each student was approached by a woman holding either a pen or a syringe. Sometimes she said she would give them an injection; sometimes she did not. Students then had to try to pick the woman out of a line-up and those in the ‘syringe’ condition performed less well than those in the ‘pen’ condition.


•  Yarmey (2004) carried out a study with a number of different conditions. A woman approached a participant in a public place and spoke to them. This study is described and evaluated later (pages 26–27).





Field experiment features of Maass and Köhnken (1989)




•  The IV is whether the woman has a pen or a syringe. Another IV is whether she says she will inject the participant or not. The DV is whether they identified the woman in a line-up or not.


•  The hypothesis is that the participants will identify the woman in a line-up less often if she is holding a syringe than if she is holding a pen.


•  This is a one-tailed hypothesis, because it is thought that the participants will not be able to identify the woman who approached them if their attention is focused on the syringe but they will identify the woman when she is holding the pen.


•  The study is in the natural environment of the participants.








[image: ]






Examiner tip


Note that Maass and Köhnken (1989) has the features of a laboratory experiment, including a lab-type set-up and it is only because the study is in the university and students are ‘in their own setting’ that it is called a field experiment. There is a fine line here when allocating a research method to a study.
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Evaluation of field experiments


The following table summarises the strengths and weaknesses of field experiments.


Strengths and weaknesses of field experiments






	Strengths

	Weaknesses






	



•  Field experiments are replicable to an extent because of strong controls, so they are testable for reliability


•  Field experiments are ecologically valid, because they take place in the participant’s natural setting







	



•  Field experiments might not allow enough control over variables to be reliable, because the setting is not controlled the same way that it is in a laboratory experiment


•  Field experiments might not be valid with regard to the task either — for example, a line-up that has been set up is not the same as trying to identify a real-life criminal
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Examiner tip


When giving strengths or weaknesses of a research method, it is a good idea not to be too categorical in your point. For example, avoid saying that ‘field experiments are less ethical because participants cannot be informed’ — perhaps say ‘getting informed consent can be more difficult because…’ instead.
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The usefulness of field experiments in criminological psychology


Strengths




•  Field experiments are scientific: they allow cause-and-effect conclusions to be drawn and the objectivity implies firm conclusions.


•  The careful design to control variables means that a study can be repeated and so the findings tend to be reliable. An IV is manipulated and a DV measured after as many extraneous variables as possible have been controlled.


•  Courts look for proof from the police, and witness testimony needs to be accurate if someone is to be convicted on the basis of it, so strong evidence from field experiments is needed. Field experiments tend to be objective and reliable and also take place in a natural setting so there is some validity.


•  It is possible that field experiments are more useful than laboratory experiments with regard to applying their findings to court and police procedures, because laboratory experiments tend to lack validity (they take place in a controlled artificial setting) whereas field experiments are more valid (they take place ‘in the field’).
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Knowledge check 5


Outline two ways in which, with regard to studying witness effectiveness, field experiments are better than laboratory experiments (focusing on the research method, not on specific studies).
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Examiner tip


Be ready to evaluate both field and lab experiments with regard to their use in criminological psychology. For each point you make, give an example relevant to the application so that your points relate to the question.
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Weaknesses




•  Field experiments take place in a controlled setting up to a point, because any extraneous variables that can be controlled are controlled. However, in ‘the field’ there are likely to be variables that cannot be controlled, such as the weather or people’s experiences of the setting.


•  Participants for field experiments are often people who happen to be there on the day. So the sampling is ‘volunteer’ to an extent and generalising might be limited because of bias in the sample.


•  Field experiments use specific procedures (such as asking a participant to pick out of a line-up someone who has approached them once to ask a simple question), whereas real incidents may be more complex and/or have other features. Therefore findings might not be generalisable (for example to other witness situations), and it might not be appropriate to apply such findings to court proceedings and police procedures.
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Examiner tip


For specification material that you have to know, be ready to use your knowledge and understanding in ways you might not expect, such as when stimulus material is used. It is useful practice to compare theories, studies, key terms and methods because in order to compare, you will need to fully understand.
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Reliability, validity and ethics with regard to field experiments




•  Field experiments can be reliable because the scientific procedures tend to mean they are replicable. However, the lack of controls over certain circumstances, because the study is in a natural setting, means that replication of studies might not be exact.


•  Field experiments can also be ethical because, as with laboratory studies, it is known beforehand what the procedures will be so participants can be asked for consent. However, if the setting is to be natural it often means that the participants are not informed beforehand that they are taking part.


•  Field experiments tend to have validity in the sense that they take part in a natural setting. This means they have ecological validity. However, the task is still artificial as the IV is manipulated, so there might be a lack of validity to that extent.
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Knowledge check 6


With regard to ethics, make two points that show that field experiments are more ethical than laboratory experiments and two points that show lab is better than field.
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Summary




•  Both laboratory and field experiments are used to assess witness effectiveness.


•  Both involve controls of variables, manipulation of an independent variable and careful measurement of a dependent variable.


•  However, where they differ is that field experiments are in a natural setting and laboratory experiments are in a controlled setting.


•  Lab experiments to look at eyewitness accounts involve control over everything except some manipulation around the use of words when questioning or the use of questions about features that were not seen by the eyewitness.


•  Field experiments to look at eyewitness accounts involve setting up a situation where a participant is involved in a scenario that they can then be questioned about. Sometimes there are questions about the person they have encountered in the scenario, sometimes line-ups are used to look at identification issues.


•  Laboratory experiments tend to be criticised as lacking validity but tend to be praised for reliability.


•  Field experiments have more validity but there is still likely to be an artificial scenario. They are also reasonably replicable so reliability can be claimed. However, being in a natural environment, controlling variables is harder than in a lab setting.


•  Field experiments are in a way more ethical than laboratory experiments because the participant is not taken to an unfamiliar environment so might be less distressed if studied in their natural environment.


•  However, lab experiments can be said to be more ethical because getting informed consent at least to some extent is more possible as the participants are taken into a set-up situation. Right to withdraw might be easier to give as well in a set-up situation.







OEBPS/OEBPS/images/yellow.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/blue.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/title.jpg
STUDENT UNIT GUIDE

NEW EDITION

Edexcel A2 Psychology Unit 3
Criminological and Child Psychology

Christine Brain

" PHILIP ALLAN





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
NEW EDITION

&y PHILIP ALLAN





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/red.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/page-template.xpgt
 

   
    
		 
    
  
     
		 
		 
    

     
		 
    

     
		 
		 
    

     
		 
    

     
		 
		 
    

     
         
             
             
             
             
             
             
        
    

  

   
     
  





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/4-1.jpg
Exam-style questions Criminological psychology Examiner commentary
on sample student

Qenton 1 Do ofsh ppiaion

e e answers
e S o Find out how many marks
on the questions g e s each answer would be

Tips on what you
need to do to gain full
marks, indicated by the

icon (<.

awarded in the exam and
then read the examiner
comments (preceded by
the icon () following
each student answer.

sample student
answers

Practise the questions,
then look at the student

answers that follow ot

each set of questions. =






