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The statistics used in this report have been compiled before the completion of any Post
Results Services.
This report provides information on the performance of candidates which it is hoped will be
useful to teachers, lecturers and assessors in their preparation of candidates for future
assessment. 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
assessment documents and marking instructions.

Section 1: Comments on the assessment
Summary of the Course assessment
Component 1: Question paper
In 2016 the Higher Politics course was presented by 63 centres, accounting for just over 760
candidates.
Candidate performance was slightly above expectations compared to previous years. This
was most apparent at the top range of marks.
The question paper was positively received, with only one query on the use of sources.
Centres should note that sources for the comparison and interpreting and evaluating
electoral data questions are not restricted to the mandatory content for the course, as this
question is assessing skills that should be applicable in any context. Centres should not
expect that these sources will necessarily align with content related to options they have
chosen from the course assessment specification. This is fully in line with previous questions
in both the current and previous Higher.
Feedback from centres and the extended marking team indicated a broad spread of
questions. Responses to questions did, however, indicate that some candidates provided
generic answers on a topic that did not address the specific issue identified in the question.
These responses were most apparent in section 3 of the question paper.

Component 2: Assignment
Candidate performance in this element of the course assessment was strong. Changes
made to the allocations of marks for the assignment (as identified in changes made to the
marking grid) have had the desired impact in terms of providing differentiation for the most
able candidates. As was the case last year, a very wide range of topics were chosen for the
assignment. There appears to be benefits of personalisation and choice for candidates in
terms of the quality of responses they have generated. However, some centres appeared to
encourage candidates to opt for a limited range of topics, and this seems to have a
detrimental impact on the quality of responses generated.
Candidates appeared to have performed strongly where they were aware of the success
criteria for the assignment.

Section 2: Comments on candidate performance
Areas in which candidates performed well
Component 1: Question paper
Candidate responses to the 20-mark essay were relatively stronger than those for other
types of questions. This may be reflective of the familiarity of this type of question for centres
who have presented Higher Politics previously.
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