
 

 

 

   

Alternative Certification Model 2020–21: 
National QA Exercise Key Messages 
Subject Childcare and Development 
Level 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 made effective use of the SQA 2021 NQ assessment resources. This includes the 
Higher Childcare and Development project and the Child Development (J205 76) Unit 
Assessment Support packs. Generally, the samples provided by centres were of sufficient 
volume to allow effective assessment decisions to be made. 

Where appropriate, candidates should be encouraged to compile individual case studies to 
support both the unit assessment and the project. A suggested word count for case studies 
would help to ensure consistency of approach. 

In most cases, the approach to assessment was in line with SQA’s guidance on gathering 
key evidence.  

In some centres, there was evidence of effective learning, with teachers and lecturers 
working hard to develop and encourage the skills, knowledge and understanding necessary 
for this course. In most cases, candidates were given constructive feedback on areas of 
strength and areas for future development. This is to be commended and encouraged. 

There was also evidence of internal moderation or verification procedures in all centres, with 
some centres being supported by local authority partners. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
In most cases assessment judgements were accurate. However, there were instances 
where marking instructions had been applied too leniently. This was apparent where there 
was a lack of analysis and evaluation in unit assessment evidence for J205 76  
(1.2 evaluation and 1.4 analysis), and some of the project evidence (prompts B and D 
analysis and prompt H evaluation). Centres should be aware of this when making their own 
assessment judgements. 

When using the SQA coursework assessment task, there were a few cases where the 
marking instructions had not been applied accurately and/or consistently. In the project, 
candidates were awarded marks for prompts E, F, G and H when they had inappropriately 
identified and discussed strategies, services, professionals and partnership working. In some 
cases, candidates identified the wrong professional in relation to the case study child or 
inappropriate strategies for the age of the case study child. This is something centres should 
reinforce with candidates, to ensure candidates can do this correctly.  

If centres use a unit assessment approach to gather evidence, they should ensure that there 
is sufficient evidence of evaluation and analysis to support assessment decisions and when 
making their assessment judgements. 

Evidence included assessors’ comments and other relevant supporting evidence, clearly 
showing on what basis the assessment judgements had been made. 

There was excellent evidence of some candidates’ engaging with learning and producing 
reports and unit assessment evidence to support this.  

Many centres provided detailed and supportive feedback to candidates. 

There was evidence to show that centres were following robust processes to ensure internal 
and external moderation or verification procedures, often in partnership with others. 

 


