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Subject Design and Manufacture 
Level Advanced Higher 

 

This report provides information on themes emerging from the national quality assurance 
exercise, which is part of the Alternative Certification Model for National 5, Higher and 
Advanced Higher courses.  

A sample of candidates’ assessed work from selected centres was reviewed to determine 
whether assessment was in line with the national standard. The evidence submitted may 
have been partial or incomplete and is unlikely to have represented all of the evidence that 
will be gathered to allow the centre to determine a provisional result. 

The centres selected for review in this subject and at this level have been provided with 
specific feedback on the evidence that they submitted. The comments below highlight key 
points about the assessment approaches and instruments used and the sampled centres’ 
assessment judgements, for all centres delivering the subject at this level to reflect upon 
and make any appropriate adjustments. 
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Section 1: Comments on approach to assessment  
Centres submitted evidence to cover either the question paper or the course assignment.  
No centre submitted evidence for both components. 

Evidence submitted by centres for the question paper was partial, and was either based on 
part of the SQA 2021 paper or was a centre-generated assessment based on SQA papers. 
In both cases the level of demand of the questions was appropriate for AH level.  

Evidence submitted by centres for the assignment was based on the SQA assignment and 
was either partially or fully completed.  
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Centres’ assessment judgements were generally in line with national standards.  

Almost all judgements for the question paper were in line with national standards. There was 
a little evidence of slightly severe marking for a very small number of candidates in a few* 
centres. 

Centres had clearly applied the marking instructions and had carried out high levels of 
moderation within their centres. 

Almost all judgements for the assignment were in line with national standards. There was 
very little evidence of lenient marking. Again, centres had clearly applied the marking 
instructions and had carried out high levels of moderation within their centres. 

All centres provided details of their centre/regional moderation procedures, gave clear 
details of how they had arrived at their assessment judgements, and provided further 
information on the additional assessment evidence they were going to use to determine 
provisional results. 

There was clear evidence that teachers and lecturers are working hard to develop and to 
encourage the skills, knowledge and understanding necessary for this course.  
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