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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 used good-quality instruments of assessment. Most centres used one or both of the 
SQA 2021 question papers, sometimes amending a few questions, and provided appropriate 
marking instructions. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Centres’ assessment judgements were very impressive.  

Centres clearly showed that they had reflected on the marking instructions for the specimen 
question paper and the 2019 past paper. They had also used the 2020–21 Understanding 
Standards resources.  

All centres followed moderation processes at centre and local level. Most centres showed 
the ways they had resolved disagreements during cross-marking. 

All centres marked 8-mark questions very well. A few issues arose for some centres in other 
areas: 

♦ In marking essays, it should be clear how judgements in each component of the essay 
are reached. Using multiple ticks without making it clear whether they are assigned to 
knowledge or to analysis and evaluation can be confusing to moderators and candidates. 
Some centres made short comments at the end of the essay, describing candidate 
performance in relation to the marking instructions, which is good practice (for example 
‘5/8 awarded for analysis and evaluation — good arguments and clear explanations, but 
the candidate only made one differing interpretation’).  

♦ In 10-mark questions, candidates should not be credited for using the same information 
more than once in relation to the source. For example, showing Oedipus is a good leader 
because he solved the riddle of the sphinx should be credited only once; candidates 
would need to find other examples of good leadership to gain further marks. 

♦ In 12-mark extended responses, some centres were not making clear when they were 
crediting knowledge and when they were crediting analysis. Knowledge should be 
assessed holistically between 0 and 3 marks at the end of each aspect that the 
candidate discusses. 

Centres should refer to the following resources to support their assessment judgements:  

♦ Higher Classical Studies subject page, which contains subject-specific guidance, the 
course specification and webinars 

♦ Understanding Standards website 
 

https://www.sqa.org.uk/sqa/47921.html
https://www.understandingstandards.org.uk/Subjects/ClassicalStudies/higher
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