
 

 

 

   

Alternative Certification Model 2020–21: 
National QA Exercise Key Messages 
Subject Latin 
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  
The approaches to assessment were valid and in line with national standards. Centres 
submitted partial evidence that clearly demonstrated they had engaged with, and were 
responding to, the subject-specific guidance relating to key pieces of evidence.  

The partial evidence took a variety of forms and covered one or two of the course 
components. However, it was clear from their supporting documents that centres intended to 
base their final judgements on evidence drawn from all three of the course components: 
literary appreciation, translating and the project-dissertation. If centres had not yet used the 
SQA NQ assessments for 2020–21, it was clear that they intended to do so, and that this 
evidence would inform their final judgements.  

Project-dissertation  
Centres used the SQA coursework assessment task, which was in line with national 
standards.  

Translating  
Centres made effective use of either the SQA NQ assessments for 2020–21 or SQA 
translating UASPs, which were in line with national standards.  

Literary appreciation 
Centre-devised assessments made effective use of a selection of SQA past paper questions 
and questions devised by the centres themselves. In line with good practice, the source of 
each SQA question was clearly identified. Centre-devised assessments had clearly been 
discussed and internally moderated prior to the assessment taking place.  

In the design of the assessments, there were further examples of good practice, where both 
questions and marking instructions were closely modelled on the format of SQA 
examinations and achieved the same standard in terms of course coverage, question types, 
accessibility and challenge.  

Course coverage was good, and candidates were provided with a varied range of question 
types that tested their skills of analysis and evaluation, as well as their knowledge and 
understanding. Questions were clearly worded so as to be accessible, and the level of 
challenge and demand was consistently in line with national standards. In particular, there 
were plenty of opportunities for candidates of all abilities to develop an extended personal 
and critical response to the texts, as appropriate to their level of skill.  
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Assessment judgements were in line with national standards and supported by evidence of 
effective moderation and robust quality assurance processes. There were plenty of 
examples of good practice, where centres included helpful commentaries explaining how 
assessment judgements had been reached.  

Effective moderation, both internal and external, was clearly evident, and if judgements 
differed, useful notes were provided, detailing the follow-up discussions and subsequent 
action, in line with national standards. Centres are to be commended for the reciprocal 
arrangements they were able to establish with each other, which ensured that the 
moderation process was thorough, supportive and fair.  

Project –dissertation  
The marking instructions were applied in accordance with national standards. The evidence 
submitted was complete as far as this component was concerned and represented a range 
of attainment levels.  

Candidates were assessed accurately and fairly, and assessment judgements consistently 
exemplified good practice. Helpful commentaries were included explaining how assessment 
judgements had been reached, with additional notes to indicate how any issues arising from 
the cross-marking process had been resolved. The candidate evidence showed a high 
degree of engagement both with the topics and the research process.  

Translating  
Marking instructions were applied in a careful and considered way, so that candidates were 
assessed accurately and fairly, in accordance with national standards. There were several 
examples of good practice. Amendments to the marking instructions were clearly indicated, 
and scripts were carefully annotated to show where and why marks had been awarded.  

Centres provided helpful notes detailing any discussions between assessor and moderator 
and explaining any amendments that had been made in the course of the marking process. 
It was particularly pleasing to see good use being made of the block review process.  

Literary appreciation  
Assessment judgements were reliable and consistently in line with national standards. The 
marking instructions were applied in a fair and accurate way, and candidates’ skills were 
recognised and rewarded in a way that showed thorough familiarity with national standards.  

In terms of good practice, there were many examples of effective moderation and robust 
quality assurance procedures. Feedback from both assessors and moderators was very 
effective in elucidating the assessment process and explaining how judgements had been 
reached and agreed.  
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