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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.  



 

 

Section 1: comments on the assessment 

Summary of the course assessment 

Following changes to the format of course assessment, this was the first diet with the revised 

qualification. Overall, there has been a change in the balance between the two components, 

with relatively more marks lying with component 1, the question paper. Candidates have 

responded well to the changes.  

 

Component 1: question paper 

This component changed from previous years due to the revision of qualifications at this 

level. The question paper is now worth 70 marks. All the changes were outlined well in 

advance and illustrated in the specimen question paper.  

 

The 2018 question paper performed as expected. All questions were accessible to 

candidates, and the full range of marks was attainable in every question and part thereof. 

The questions provided candidates with opportunities to display their knowledge and to 

apply their understanding. The range of question types allowed discrimination between 

candidates of different abilities. 

 

Feedback from markers indicated that the question paper provided appropriate challenge for 

which most candidates were suitably prepared. Candidates appeared to be ready for a 

qualification at this level and there were many who could clearly go on to do well at a higher 

level. 

 

Questions which candidates found more challenging included those which asked for specific 

recall of mandatory research studies. Centres are reminded that there can be questions 

specific to the mandatory studies, and also on studies other than those that are mandatory.  

Some candidates were not prepared for a question on the role of research in sociology, 

which was asked for the first time this year, although most candidates tackled it well. 

 

Markers highlighted the use of sociological language and meaningful examples as very 

positive. The vast majority of candidates were able to complete the question paper within the 

time allocated, even though it is now a longer assessment. 

 

Component 2: assignment 

Compared to the question paper, the assignment was largely unchanged from previous 

years. While the number of marks available was the same, the distribution of marks within 

the assignment had changed slightly. There were a couple of other changes, including not 

permitting the mandatory studies from the course to be used in the assignment. 

 

Candidate performance in the assignment was in line with performance in previous years.  

  



 

 

All sections of the assignment were accessible to candidates, although section E continues 

to provide a challenge for many candidates. The distribution of marks for the assignment 

overall was as expected. 

 

Virtually no candidates exceeded the word limit. Very few candidates included findings from 

one of the mandatory studies, which is now not allowed. 

 

 

Section 2: comments on candidate performance  

Areas in which candidates performed well 

 

Component 1: question paper 

Candidates performed well in most questions, in particular some of the shorter response 

questions in the human society section. Generally, candidates handled the questions on 

research methods well. Candidates were able to demonstrate their understanding by writing 

about both named and unnamed research methods. In the culture and identity section 

candidates wrote fluently about socialisation, a key concept in sociology. Most candidates 

were able to link this to the formation of identity when required. It was particularly pleasing to 

see that most candidates answered the diversity question in the culture and identity section 

well, as this has not always been the case. 

 

Throughout the question paper, candidates were able to use sociological language which 

helps to demonstrate understanding. Many candidates also integrated their knowledge of 

sociological theory into answers, which greatly enhanced the quality of their responses. 

Markers welcomed the use of sociological language and the integration of sociological 

theory. It shows candidates who are well prepared to answer questions even if they have not 

anticipated them.  

 

Component 2: assignment 

Candidates handled the introductory section A better and more consistently than was the 

case with many candidates previously. While candidates are required to set the scene for 

the assignment and illustrate the sociological issue, they should not dwell on it unnecessarily 

as only 2 marks are available for this. Candidates are now more likely to make their 

common-sense examples relevant to the topic of their assignment in section B. Most 

candidates are able to obtain both of the marks in section C by referencing their research. 

Assignments this year were well focused on topics of interest within sociology, and there 

was some good use of sociological theory to examine topics. 

 

  



 

 

Areas which candidates found demanding 

Component 1: question paper 

In the human society section, a number of candidates were unclear on structural and action 

theories. They either seemed unaware of the concepts of structural and action perspectives, 

or they could only answer using specific theories. There was a lack of awareness that the 

tenets of a particular theory within the perspective are not all true for all theories in that 

perspective. Overall, however, most candidates coped well with these questions. 

 

In the social issues section, a number of candidates were not prepared for a question which 

asked specifically about the Kingdon and Cassen study. Some candidates could not answer 

it at all and others confused the findings of the study with those of the other mandatory study 

for this section, Pygmalion in the Classroom.  

 

Some candidates did not perform well in the question of the role of research within 

sociology, with a few not attempting it at all. It appeared that some candidates were not 

prepared to answer this question. 

 

Component 2: assignment 

No areas of the assignment caused particular difficulty, but many candidates scored less 

well in some parts. In particular, some candidates did not perform well in the last part of 

section D, which calls for interpretation of the basic sociological meaning of the main points 

of information from the research.  

 

Section E overall is still the part of the assignment that candidates find most challenging.  

Of the 6 marks available for explaining the topic, 2 are for explanations with reference to 

information from the sources. Some candidates overlap this with section D responses. The 

other 4 available marks are for explaining the topic using sociological terminology, 

knowledge and understanding, including using sociological theory. The final marks in section 

E are for showing how the evidence supports or challenges the common-sense view of the 

topic. Some candidates did not attempt this. 

 



 

 

Section 3: advice for the preparation of future 
candidates 

Component 1: question paper 

While most candidates were presented at the correct level, and were well-prepared for the 

assessment, it is clear that some centres could help candidates with some aspects in order 

for them to be better prepared.  

 

Centres should ensure that candidates are able to answer questions specifically on the 

mandatory studies and on other studies where these are required. Candidates should refer 

to research evidence when explaining social issues; this includes the Kingdon and Cassen 

and the Rosenthal and Jacobson studies. In addition, candidates must be prepared to do 

this with two other research studies which relate to their other social issue.  

 

Centres are reminded that candidates must be able to discuss the role of research within 

sociology. 

 

Component 2: assignment 

With most of the changes last year affecting the question paper, some centres may have 

devoted a little less time to preparing candidates for their assignment. The assignment is 

important for overall performance and centres must devote sufficient time to it. In particular, 

candidates should be able to attempt all parts of section E of the assignment. Centres 

should remind candidates to refer back to the common-sense views discussed in section B 

so that they can assess whether their research supports or challenges these views. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Grade boundary and statistical information: 
 
Statistical information: update on courses  

     

Number of resulted entries in 2017 242 
     

Number of resulted entries in 2018 206 
     

     

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 26.7% 26.7% 55 70 

B 20.9% 47.6% 43 60 

C 18.4% 66.0% 38 50 

D 13.6% 79.6% 28 40 

No award 20.4% - 42 - 

 

  



 

 

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.  

 

 


