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This report provides information on the performance of candidates. Teachers, lecturers 

and assessors may find it useful when preparing candidates for future assessment. The 

report 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. 

 

The statistics used in this report have been compiled before the completion of any Post 

Results Services.  



 2 

Section 1: comments on the assessment 

Summary of the course assessment 

Component 1: question paper 

Performance in the question paper was significantly better than 2017. The average mark 

was 35/60 which was considerably higher than last year. The paper was well received both 

by candidates and centres, who commented that questions were straightforward and 

accessible. Candidates answered most of the 10-mark questions very well across both the 

world religion and morality, and belief areas of study. Markers noted that many candidates 

deployed the skill phrases with more accuracy than previously. The 20-mark religious and 

philosophical questions are still performing as expected, with candidates displaying a wealth 

of knowledge on the topics, as well as demonstrating the ability to analyse the issues within 

each topic. For both the 10- and 20-mark questions, evaluation remains the least strong skill, 

although markers noted that candidates are making more credible attempts to evaluate, 

using the skills phrases they are taught and supporting their judgements with reasons.  

  

The breakdown for 10-mark questions is still 6 marks for knowledge and understanding and 

4 marks for applying the relevant skill. Where the candidate makes no attempt to apply either 

analysis or evaluation skills, marks are capped at 4 out of 10. The breakdown for 20-mark 

questions is still 10 marks for knowledge and understanding, 5 marks for analysis and 5 

marks for evaluation.  

 

Markers felt that the questions were fair. No correspondence was received in relation to the 

content, difficulty or validity of the question paper. 

 

As in previous years, some centres presented candidates who are not coping with the 

demands of the course. This is evident as these candidates made little or no attempt to 

answer any of the questions. 

 

Component 2: assignment 

The assignment performance remained similar to last year. The difficulties with the 

assignment remain the same as previous years: 

  

 Candidates receive varying levels of support from centre to centre. While the write-up 

must take place under exam conditions, candidates are entitled to reasonable assistance 

in choosing their question and carrying out their research. It was evident, especially 

when looking at the topics/wording of the questions, that some candidates are not 

receiving this guidance.  

 While candidates continue to include a wealth of knowledge and understanding in their 

assignments, this knowledge and understanding is not always relevant to the question 

and so it is not credited. Candidates must ensure that they sustain a clear focus on their 

question throughout the assignment.  

 Candidates continue to struggle with evaluative comments. While there is evidence of 

candidates making judgements, these judgements are often not supported with clear 

reasons. This means they are personal viewpoints and not evaluative comments.  
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The resource sheet is being used as a guide for the write-up and centres are largely 

ensuring that the word limit remains at 250. There were very few instances of the word count 

exceeding the 250 limit. Many candidates used their resource sheet as a plan or structure for 

their assignment. This is an example of good practice. 
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Section 2: comments on candidate performance 

Areas in which candidates performed well 

Component 1: question paper 

Candidates performed well in all three sections of the question paper. In world religion, the 

total average mark in Buddhism was 13/20, a notable increase on the previous year’s total 

average of 8.8/20. Candidates also performed well across both questions in Islam, with an 

average mark of 12.5/20 compared to 11.8/20 last year. Judaism continued to be the world 

religion in which candidates perform best. In terms of the questions, candidates performed 

better in the analysis question than in the evaluation question, as expected.  

 

Candidates performed well in the following questions: 1, 2, 6, 7 and 9.  

 

In morality and belief, candidates answered evaluation questions well, especially in 

‘environment and global issues’ and ‘medicine and the human body’. Candidates appeared 

to find the evaluation questions more accessible than last year, and were able to grasp what 

was being asked of them.  

 

Candidates performed well in the following questions: 15, 17, 18, 19 and 21.  

 

In religious, moral and philosophical questions, markers continued to see a wealth of 

knowledge and understanding throughout the parts. Analysis was also evident across all 

parts, with evaluation continuing to be the least strong skill. Candidates continue to perform 

best in ‘origins’ and ‘the problem of evil and suffering’.  

 

Candidates performed well in the following questions: 23, 25 and 26.  

 

Component 2: assignment 

The average mark for the assignment this year was 18.9, which is a slight increase on last 

year’s performance. The average mark for each skill is: 

 

SKU1 (Knowledge and Understanding) 8.58/12 

SKU2 (Analysis)    6.47/10 

SKU 3 (Evaluation)    3.57/8 

 

As in previous years, candidates showed strength in knowledge and understanding and 

analysis skills. Markers felt that candidates were more confident in their approaches to 

tackling their assignment. Markers were pleased to see that candidates used more 

Religious, Moral and Philosophical Studies topics, rather than writing essays in the style of 

English or Modern Studies. 

 

Candidates did not appear to struggle with the conditions of the assignment. Almost all 

assignments were complete, and resource sheets were in line with assessment conditions. 

 

 

 

 

 



 5 

Areas which candidates found demanding 

Component 1: question paper 

Markers felt that candidates were generally able to tackle all the questions, which were 

straightforward and accessible. Markers did not raise any concerns about particular 

questions being overly demanding. In world religion there was, as expected, greater level of 

demand in the evaluation question. However, candidates tackled it well across most parts, 

with the exception of Islam and Sikhism, which were answered less well.  

 

In morality and belief, candidates answered the justice part less well than in previous years, 

with an average mark of 10.7/20. Markers agreed that the questions were straightforward, 

but candidates’ approaches varied. Some candidates seemed unfamiliar with the term ‘UK 

responses to crime’ and, instead, talked about purposes of punishment. Evaluation also 

proved demanding, as candidates tended to evaluate their own view of the issue, instead of 

religious responses as specified in the question. This highlights the importance of centres 

using the course specification and the terminology within it when delivering course content, 

and encouraging candidates to read the questions carefully before answering.  

 

In religious and philosophical questions, candidates struggled with the ‘existence of God’ 

part, and its focus on the teleological argument. While some candidates focused on the 

cosmological argument instead, others struggled to include enough content on the 

teleological argument for a 20-mark question. Again, this highlights the importance of using 

the course documentation in preparing candidates for assessment.  

  

Component 2: assignment 

Candidates continued to find evaluation demanding. Many candidates were able to draw 

their assignments to a conclusion and make a judgement on their overall 

question/topic/issue, but many still did not deploy evaluative judgements/comments 

throughout their essay. Candidates must use evaluative language for it to be credited for 

evaluation; simply summing up is not sufficient. Relevant, accurate and detailed evaluative 

comments should permeate the assignment in order to gain top marks. Markers noted that 

an example of good practice which shows evaluation is where the candidate makes a 

judgement with reference to their question at the end of quotations/viewpoints, and also at 

the end of each paragraph. 
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Section 3: advice for the preparation of future 
candidates 

Component 1: question paper 

As this is the last year of the current Higher, it is important that centres become fully 

conversant with the new course documentation, particularly the course specification.  

 

Centres should:  

 

 deliver content specified in the course specification and not go beyond this  

 teach candidates how to write essays 

 teach their candidates robust structures for 10- and 20-mark essays 

 use the Revised National Qualifications specimen question paper as a guide for 

developing their own questions which reflect the new exam structure 

  

Component 2: assignment 

Centres should:  

 

 provide reasonable guidance to candidates in terms of the topic or issue being selected 

 pay attention to the new course assessment task documentation, with a particular focus 

on the marking instructions and the changes in mark allocation 

 provide reasonable support for the research stages of the assignment 

 ensure that candidates are aware of the importance of maintaining a clear focus on their 

chosen question throughout the assignment, and are confident in applying the skills of 

relevant analysis and supported evaluation before embarking on their assignment 

 encourage candidates to use their resource sheet properly and to its full word limit, 

including paragraph plans and sources/quotations 

 

Teachers and lecturers should ensure that candidates know how to use and submit resource 

sheet(s). The resource sheet is not assessed formally; however, it is reviewed during the 

marking process. Candidates should use the resource sheet to generate the evidence under 

controlled conditions and must submit the resource sheet with their evidence.  
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Grade boundary and statistical information: 
 
 
Statistical information: update on courses  

     

Number of resulted entries in 2017 3782 
     

Number of resulted entries in 2018 3658 
     

     

Statistical information: performance of candidates  

     

Distribution of course awards including grade boundaries  

     

Distribution of course 

awards 
Percentage 

Cumulative 

% 
Number of candidates 

Lowest 

mark 

Maximum mark          

A 31.3% 31.3% 1146 63 

B 22.1% 53.4% 809 54 

C 19.3% 72.8% 707 45 

D 7.9% 80.7% 289 40 

No award 19.3% - 707 - 

 

  



 8 

General commentary on grade boundaries 

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. 

 

SQA aims to set examinations and create marking instructions which 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.  

 

Therefore SQA holds a grade boundary meeting every year for each subject at each level to 

bring 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 SQA’s management team.  

 

 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. 

 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.  

 

Grade boundaries from exam papers in the same subject at the same level tend to be 

marginally different year to year. This is because the particular questions, and the mix of 

questions, are different. This is also the case for exams set by centres. If SQA alters a 

boundary, this does not mean that centres should necessarily alter their boundary in the 

corresponding practice exam paper.  

 

 


