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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  
Most centres submitted candidate evidence for both the Literary Appreciation and 
Translating question paper components. Most centres supplied at least two examples of 
each. One centre provided four examples of each, but another centre only provided one 
example of one component.  

Evidence generally comprised instruments of assessment with marking instructions and 
marked candidate responses. The assessments were a mixture of past papers, centre-
devised assessments and the 2021 SQA assessment materials, all of which had been 
administered under timed, invigilated and controlled conditions. 

Centres made efforts to ensure the integrity of the assessment by producing Literary 
Appreciation papers from a mixture of past papers, and by re-typing and labelling the 
document as a centre-devised assessment.  

Most assessments met the national standard in terms of level of demand and marking 
methodology and achieved validity through a spread of skills and content.  

To ensure the correct level of demand, centres should ensure that assessments and 
marking instructions match and that they meet current Higher requirements. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Most centres made assessment judgements broadly in line with national standards. There 
were occasional instances of inconsistency, leniency and severity in marking. Most centres, 
however, had established robust systems of quality assurance and identified inconsistency, 
leniency or severity through cross-marking or moderation.  

Good practice in this area was exemplified by centres that provided a commentary, showing 
the rationale for the assessor’s original marks and the rationale for the moderator’s 
observations and areas of disagreement. This gave a clear understanding of the assessment 
judgements. 

Other good practice included post-assessment standardisation and finalisation of marking 
instructions in the light of worked responses. This made it possible to easily identify the 
rationale for awarding marks where a response was not covered by the original marking 
instructions.  

Post-assessment review of marking instructions and cross-marking or moderation with a 
clear narrative of quality assurance procedures were the most common recommendations. 
These were also the most prominent areas of good practice identified. 
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