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The statistics used in this report are pre-appeal.
This report provides information on the performance of candidates which it is
hoped will be useful to teachers/lecturers in their preparation of candidates for
future examinations. It is intended to be constructive and informative and to
promote better understanding. It would be helpful to read this report in conjunction
with the published question papers and marking instructions for the Examination.

Comments on candidate performance
General comments
The overall performance of candidates was very good. Candidates seem to have coped very well with the
revised structure of the papers. Where a number of points were specified in a question, candidates generally
adhered to the instruction to provide the number of points specified. This led to well structured answers from
many centres. Performance in Paper 2 appears to have been better than in Paper 1. Some concerns were
expressed about Question 2 in Christianity. Performance was analysed and was as expected. Candidates coped
well with the question using themes of social action rather than individual action.
There was a significant increase in the number of candidates presented this year. The popular options chosen
by candidates in Paper 1 were Gender, Crime and Punishment and Medical Ethics. In Paper 2 the popular
options were Buddhism and Christianity.

Areas in which candidates performed well
Responses to the Belief and Science questions drew praise from the markers. None of the questions appeared
to present any significant difficulties and candidates appear to have benefitted from the separation of KU and
AE. The depth in candidate responses was commendable. In both papers the analysis and evaluation was
strong although a few candidates disadvantaged themselves by using single word bullet points for knowledge
and understanding. At Higher level it is expected that points such as this have some expansion.

Areas which candidates found demanding
Some markers commented that there were still too many candidates being presented at an inappropriate level
and these candidates found the whole paper demanding. The Religion and Moral Values section continues to
present difficulties with candidates answering the questions very poorly or missing out the section completely.
Some candidates appeared to have no knowledge of Virtue Ethics for example. Questions presenting difficulty
for candidates included question 3(c) in Crime and Punishment where candidates confused retribution with
reformation. Question 1(c) in Judaism was also answered poorly with candidates failing to show an
understanding of religious identity for Jews. No other notable issues were reported.

Advice to centres for preparation of future candidates
Centres should ensure that the moral values are covered in Paper 1. There is sufficient evidence to suggest that
candidates are not preparing thoroughly enough for this area of the Course. Centres should also pay particular
attention to the Outcomes for each Unit which are prescribed in the National Unit Specifications to ensure that
candidates are aware of the range of approaches that can be taken to questions. Furthermore, it is the
responsibility of centres to be satisfied that support notes and textbooks cover all aspects of the Course
adequately.
Centres should also advise candidates that each section of the paper should be written in separate booklets
which assist in the administration of the marking. However, a small number of candidates had clearly been
instructed to re-write their answers for Paper 1 in separate booklets when they had accidently written the whole
paper in one booklet. It would benefit candidates if this practice was discouraged. The burden on the
candidate being instructed to do this far outweighs the burden on those who are marking the paper.
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Statistical information: update on Courses
Number of resulted entries in 2008

2103

Number of resulted entries in 2009

2573

Statistical information: Performance of candidates
Distribution of Course awards including grade boundaries
Distribution of Course
awards
Maximum Mark - 120
A
B
C
D
No award

%

Cum. %

Number of candidates

Lowest
mark

52.5%
21.8%
13.2%

52.5%
74.3%
87.4%

1350
561
339

84
72
60

3.7%
8.8%

91.2%
100.0%

96
227

54

-

General commentary on grade boundaries
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•

•
•
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While SQA aims to set examinations and create marking instructions which will allow a
competent candidate to score a minimum of 50% of the available marks (the notional C boundary)
and a well prepared, very competent candidate to score at least 70% of the available marks (the
notional A boundary), it is very challenging to get the standard on target every year, in every
subject at every level.
Each year SQA therefore holds a grade boundary meeting for each subject at each level where it
brings together all the information available (statistical and judgemental). The Principal Assessor
and SQA Qualifications Manager meet with the relevant SQA Business Manager and Statistician
to discuss the evidence and make decisions. The meetings are chaired by members of the
management team at SQA.
The grade boundaries can be adjusted downwards if there is evidence that the exam is more
challenging than usual, allowing the pass rate to be unaffected by this circumstance.
The grade boundaries can be adjusted upwards if there is evidence that the exam is less
challenging than usual, allowing the pass rate to be unaffected by this circumstance.
Where standards are comparable to previous years, similar grade boundaries are maintained.
An exam paper at a particular level in a subject in one year tends to have a marginally different
set of grade boundaries from exam papers in that subject at that level in other years. This is
because the particular questions, and the mix of questions are different. This is also the case for
exams set in centres. If SQA has already altered a boundary in a particular year in say Higher
Chemistry this does not mean that centres should necessarily alter boundaries in their prelim
exam in Higher Chemistry. The two are not that closely related as they do not contain identical
questions.
SQA’s main aim is to be fair to candidates across all subjects and all levels and maintain
comparable standards across the years, even as arrangements evolve and change.
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