PAPER 3 ISSUES & DEBATES PLC 

	
	Knowledge rating
	Independent study 
	Revised
	Tested

	Cultural Bias
	
	
	
	

	Define culture bias and know reasons why it is an issue in Psychology 
	
	
	
	

	Know what is meant by ethnocentrism, cultural relativism, emics, etics and imposed etics, individualistic and collectivist cultures
	
	
	
	

	Can give at least 3 examples of culturally biased research in Psychology
	
	
	
	

	Discuss the issue of cultural bias – there are some universal behs, CC challenges assumptions, issues with conducting research, positive impact on mental health and SSR/ damaging consequences of culture bias
	
	
	
	

	Gender Bias
	
	
	
	

	Define gender bias and know reasons why it is an issue – refer to universality
	
	
	
	

	Describe types of gender bias – androcentrism, leading to beta, alpha biases
	
	
	
	

	Can give at least 1 example of each type of gender bias 
	
	
	
	

	Discuss issue of gender bias – SSR/ wider implications for society, gender bias in research process, biological vs social explanations, positive consequences of recognising bias
	
	
	
	

	Ethical Implications
	
	
	
	

	Know what is meant by SSR 
	
	
	
	

	Understand the 4 ways research can become SSR: research Q methodology used, institutional context, interpretation and application of findings
	
	
	
	

	Can give at least 3 examples of SSR
	
	
	
	

	Discuss the value of SSR – benefits, inadequate guidelines, damaging consequences in terms of social control, RWA challenging assumptions, SSR hard to predict prior to study
	
	
	
	

	Determinism vs Free Will
	
	
	
	

	Explain what is meant by the free will vs determinism debate and define these terms
	
	
	
	

	Able to distinguish different types of det – hard, soft, bio, environmental and psychic 
	
	
	
	

	Can explain why determinism fits the scientific emphasis on causal explanations.
	
	
	
	

	Can give examples of approaches/ explanations that are determinist or support free will
	
	
	
	

	Can give arguments for both sides e.g. RWA: therapies and positive impact on mental health, SSR (implications for legal system), intuitively correct, research e.g. Soon et al., scientific/ testability
	
	
	
	

	Reductionism vs holism
	
	
	
	

	Explain what is meant by reductionism vs holism debate and can define these terms
	
	
	
	

	Can distinguish types of red. (environmental and biological) and levels of explanation
	
	
	
	

	Can explain why reductionism fits the scientific explanation and research approach
	
	
	
	

	Can give examples of research and explanations that are reductionist or holistic
	
	
	
	

	Can give arguments for both sides e.g. scientific/ testability, RWA in therapies, oversimplify, practicalities
	
	
	
	

	Nature Nurture Debate
	
	
	
	

	Explain what is meant by nature vs nurture debate (referring to nativism vs empiricism)
	
	
	
	

	Able to explain how the debate is investigated by researchers on both sides (methods)
	
	
	
	

	Can explain why an interactionist approach has emerged
	
	
	
	

	Can give examples of approaches and studies that support each side of the debate 
	
	
	
	

	Can give arguments for and against both sides of the debate e.g. RWA: therapies, cannot isolate either side to test, implications, link to reductionism/ determinism, support for epigenetics
	
	
	
	

	Idiographic vs Nomothetic approaches
	
	
	
	

	Explain what is meant by idiographic and nomothetic approaches in Psychology
	
	
	
	

	Able to distinguish methods used by each approach and can justify why they use them
	
	
	
	

	Can give examples of approaches/ explanations/ studies that advocate each side 
	
	
	
	

	Can give arguments for and against both sides of the debate e.g. understanding individuals, scientific, predictability, RWA e.g. mental health education
	
	
	
	

	Comparison of approaches
	
	
	
	

	Able to compare the 5 main approaches on the basis of issues and debates
	
	
	
	


PAPER 3 FORENSICS PLC CHECKLIST
	Objective



	Knowledge rating
	Independent Study
	Revised 
	Tested

	Offender profiling: the top-down approach, including organised and disorganised types of offender; the bottom-up approach, including investigative psychology; geographical profiling.

	

	Be able to clearly define Offender Profiling. 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and explain Top Down (US) approaches to profiling and application of general principles/constructing an FBI profile, e.g. Ted Bundy as an example of the typology approach.  Distinguish between organised and disorganised type of offender.
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the Top Down (US) approach, Inc. research from Canter et al, Godwin (2002), Meketa (2017), Alison et al (2002), Mischel (1968). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and explain the Bottom Up (UK) approach to profiling, investigative psychology and geographical profiling, e,g, Canter & Larkin (1993)’s Circle Theory.
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the usefulness of offender profiling using research evidence, e.g. Canter & Heritage, (1990), Lunfdrigan & Canter (2001). Experimental research into profiling, e.g. Copson (1995) & Kocsis et al (2002). Including an understanding for discussion of the Rachel Nickell case. 
	
	
	
	

	Biological explanations of offender behaviour: a historical approach (atavistic form); genetics and neural explanations. 

	Describe and evaluate the role of twin and adoption studies for genetic explanations including research to support e.g.  Twin studies - Lange (1930) and Christiansen (1977). Adoption studies- Crowe (1972). 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and evaluate research into candidate genes (MAOA/CDH13) and the diathesis stress model under the genetic explanation - e.g. Tiihonen et al (2015) & Mednick, 1984. 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and evaluate neural explanations e.g. APD & Pre-frontal cortex e.g. Raine et al (2000), frontal lobe (Kandal & Freed, (1989) and the role of Mirror neurons e.g. Keysers et al (2011)
	
	
	
	

	Psychological explanations of offending behaviour: Eysenck’s theory of the criminal personality; cognitive explanations; level of moral reasoning and cognitive distortions, including hostile attribution bias and minimalisation; differential association theory; 

	Outline key features of Eysenck’s personality dimensions and the role of extraversion, neuroticism, inc. the role of psychoticism/PEN e.g. Eysneck & Eysneck (1977).
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate personality factors in explaining criminality, include research e.g.  Farrington et al. (1982),Digman’s (1990) Five Factor Model,  Bartol & Holanchock (1979). Including, methodological limitations of research e.g. correlational research/self-reports of the EPI (Mischel, 1988). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the role of moral reasoning as proposed by Kohlberg, (1973) and the levels of moral reasoning effecting offending behaviour. 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the importance of cognitive distortions, including Hostile attribution bias (Schonenberg & Justye, 2014) and Minimilasation (Barbaree, 1991). 
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate Cognitive explanations of offending, (Palmer & Hollin, (1998), Gibb’s (1979), Thornton & Reid (1982), Krebs & Denton, 2005), Howitt & Sheldon (2007). 
	
	
	
	

	Outline and evaluate differential association theory inc, Sutherland (1939).
	
	
	
	

	Dealing with offending behaviour: the aims of custodial sentencing and the psychological effects of custodial sentencing. Recidivism. Behaviour modification in custody. Anger management and restorative justice programmes. 

	Outline and evaluate the aims and the psychological effects of custodial sentencing including research e.g Bartol (1995), Latessa and Lowenkamp (2006), Shirley (2019), 
	
	
	
	

	Outline the problems with recidivism and be able to have awareness of the Norwegian model as a comparison. (Yukhnenko et al, 2019)
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of behaviour modification in a custodial setting, inc. research e.g. Hobbs & Holt (1976), Bassett & Blanchard (1977)), Field et al (2004), Moya & Achtenberg (74).
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of anger management programmes, proposed by Novaco (1975). E.g. Keen et al (2000), Loza & Loza-Fanous (1999), Blackburn (1993) and Howells (2005). 
	
	
	
	

	Describe the use and evaluate the effectiveness of restorative justice programmes, e.g. Shapland et al, (2007), Wood & Suzuki (2016), Strang et al (2013), Gijseghem, (2003), Sen et al, 2018) . 
	
	
	
	


PAPER 3 RELATIONSHIPS PLC
	




	Knowledge rating
	Independent study 
	Revised
	Tested

	Factors affecting attraction in romantic relationships
	

	Know the difference between field of availables and field of desirables in filter theory
	
	
	
	

	Describe the 3 filter stages (+e.g.s) - demography, similarity in attitudes and complementarity.
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate filter theory, with reference to research studies (such as Kerckhoff & Davis), temporal validity, direction of causation, culture bias, not explaining all romantic relationship types
	
	
	
	

	Explain reasons why physical features are important in attraction e.g. symmetry, halo effect
	
	
	
	

	Describe the matching hypothesis explanation
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the matching hypothesis, with reference to research studies (such as Murstein, Walster), cultural differences, complex matching, preferences
	
	
	
	

	Describe what is meant by self-disclosure, including the two layers – breadth and depth and the importance of reciprocal SD
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the self-disclosure explanation with reference to research studies (such as Sprecher & Hendrick, Sprecher et al.), RWA, Mood, cultural and gender and personality
	
	
	
	

	Theories of romantic relationships
	

	Outline Social Exchange Theory with reference to minimax (profit), selfishness, interactions being expensive, comparison level and comparison level for alternatives
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate social exchange theory in terms of oversimplified (we can be unselfish), Kurdek’s study, RWA counselling, Clark & Mills’ suggestion that long term relationships are communal
	
	
	
	

	Outline Equity Theory with reference to balance, subjectivity, fairness, motivation to realign
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate equity theory including reference to studies (such as Utne), cultural, gender and individual diffs
	
	
	
	

	Describe Rusbult’s Investment model in relation to satisfaction, alternatives and investment
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate Rusbult’s model with reference to research support (Le and Agnew), correlation not causation, oversimplifying and explaining abusive relationships (e.g. Rusbult & Martz,)
	
	
	
	

	Describe the 4 stages of Duck’s original theory of relationship breakdown – intra-psychic, dyadic, social, grave-dressing
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate Duck’s theory of relationship breakdown in terms of RWA (counselling), Fatal attraction hypothesis, gender differences, cultural differences and being outdated 
	
	
	
	

	Online relationships
	

	Describe the conflicting positions of the reduced cues theory and hyperpersonal models of self-disclosure in online relationships
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the reduced cues and hyperpersonal models, including research support, different cues not absent, problems studying, oversimplifies 
	
	
	
	

	Explain how the absence of gating affects online relationships – give examples of gates, know what effect they have
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate research on the absence of gating, including reference to research studies (such as McKenna and Bargh), RWA, gender diffs, problems investigating
	
	
	
	

	Explain how deception is used in online relationships – give examples, describe Truth-Default Theory by Levine
	
	
	
	

	Quote conflicting and supporting evidence of TDT, explain role of personality variables and gender differences in use of deception
	
	
	
	

	Parasocial relationships
	

	Describe the 3 levels of CW and understand the differences between the levels 
	
	
	
	

	Able to give brief evaluation of the CAS in terms of explanatory power and Social Desirability 
	
	
	
	

	Describe the absorption addiction model of PSRs – two components (1) seeking fulfilment/ escapism and (2) sustaining contact/ links to poor mental health
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the absorption addiction model including reference to supporting studies (such as Maltby), RWA, negative view, not establishing a cause
	
	
	
	

	Describe the attachment theory of CW and attachment types likely to form PSRs
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the attachment theory including reference to supporting studies (such as Kienlen), problems measuring, universality, conflicting evidence (McCutcheon), 
	
	
	
	



PAPER 3 SCHIZOPHRENIA PLC 

	




	Knowledge rating
	Independent study 
	Revised
	Tested

	CLINICAL CHARACTERISTICS AND DIAGNOSIS
	
	
	
	

	Describe and give examples of positive symptoms of schizophrenia, including hallucinations and delusions, disorganised speech, disorganised/ catatonic behaviour. 
	
	
	
	

	Describe and give examples of Negative symptoms of schizophrenia, including speech poverty (alogia), affective flattening and avolition.
	
	
	
	

	Explain what diagnostic reliability is and what the evidence suggests about it in terms of SZ
	
	
	
	

	Explain what comorbidity is, give examples and how to prevents a valid diagnosis being made
	
	
	
	

	Explain what Symptom overlap is, give examples and how to prevents a valid diagnosis of SZ
	
	
	
	

	Explain why culture and gender bias occurs and how to affects validity in the diagnosis of SZ
	
	
	
	

	BIOLOGICAL EXPLANATIONS
	
	
	
	

	Outline / describe the role of genetics in schizophrenia.
	
	
	
	

	Describe family/ twin/adoption studies e.g. Gottesman (1991), Joseph (2004), Tienari et al (2000) and their concordances
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate family, twin and adoption studies in terms of common rearing practices, unequal environments, recent blind studies
	
	
	
	

	Describe the dopamine hypothesis, in terms of the original and updated versions
	
	
	
	

	Explain supporting evidence from effects of amphetamines, L-dopa, antipsychotic drugs
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the Dopamine Hypothesis incl. arguments that other neurotransmitters are involved, slow reaction/ recovery time, correlational evidence
	
	
	
	

	Explain what neural correlates are - enlarged ventricles
	
	
	
	

	Present evidence of enlarged ventricles e.g. Torrey (2002), Weyandt (2006), Cannon (2015)
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate evidence of brain abnormalities in Schizophrenics, in terms of improvement over time, medication damaging brain tissue, inconclusive evidence (cause and effect)
	
	
	
	

	PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLANATIONS
	
	
	
	

	Cognitive explanation: Describe Frith’s ideas of Meta Representation and central control
	
	
	
	

	Cognitive explanation: Describe Hemsley’s explanation of being unable to activate schema
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the Cognitive Theory of Schizophrenia. Including reference to supporting research (e.g. Stirling et al. using the stroop test), ability to explain + and - symptoms, reductionism, cause & effect, RWA
	
	
	
	

	Describe family dysfunction explanations of schizophrenia, including schizophrenogenic mother hyp, Double Bind Theory and Expressed Emotion
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the family dysfunction explanations in terms of support, poor evidence base, SSR, cause and effect, RWA to family therapy 
	
	
	
	

	BIOLOGICAL THERAPIES
	
	
	
	

	Describe how typical/ conventional and atypical anti-psychotics work differently
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the effectiveness of drug treatments (including support: Thornley et al. (2003), Meltzer et al. (2012) 
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate appropriateness of drug treatments - side effects, ethical issues, motivation, palliative treatment
	
	
	
	

	PSYCHOLOGICAL THERAPIES
	
	
	
	

	Outline the aims and processes involved in CBTp (ICT) including reality testing and normalisation
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate CBT in terms of its effectiveness and appropriateness, including empowering sufferers, supporting evidence, not suitable for all, not providing a cure for SZ
	
	
	
	

	Outline family therapy aims, stages, techniques and understand how it prevents relapse/ EE
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate family therapy in terms of effectiveness and appropriateness with reference to studies such as Pharoah and McFarlane, NICE review showing cost savings to NHS, SSR/ reliance on willing family, improved quality of life
	
	
	
	

	INTERACTIONIST APPROACH
	
	
	
	

	Able to explain the Meehl’s original model of diathesis-stress
	
	
	
	

	Can explain the modern view of both diathesis and stress
	
	
	
	

	Evaluate the interactionist approach in terms of RWA combined treatments, research support for D-S, Evidence for modern stressors, we don’t know exactly how they interact 
	
	
	
	



