
 

 

 

 

   

Alternative Certification Model 2020–21: 
National QA Exercise Key Messages 

Subject Engineering Science 

Level National 5 

 

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  
All the selected centres submitted evidence for five candidates based on a single 

assessment instrument. 

Most evidence consisted of a marked and internally moderated question paper, often split 

into several shorter assessments, either compiled from a range of SQA past papers or else 

based on the SQA 2021 NQ assessment resource (question paper). All centres indicated 

that they intended to use the SQA 2021 NQ assessment resource (question paper) to 

determine their provisional results. 

Almost all assessment instruments reviewed were valid, and appropriately sampled the 

course content. However, it was noted that splitting a question paper into several shorter 

assessments may impact the overall level of demand. 

One centre submitted evidence based on the SQA 2020 assignment, but because this 

assessment is in the public domain this approach is invalid. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Most centres’ assessment judgements were consistently in line with national standards. 

The assessment judgements in one centre were not in line with national standards as the 

marking was consistently lenient and contained several clerical errors. 

The marking commentary provided by centres to support their assessment decisions was of 

high quality and centres are commended for this. Also evident was the extent and 

effectiveness of internal moderation procedures, where most assessment discrepancies 

between an assessor and moderator were resolved appropriately and clearly communicated. 

Centres are reminded that the best quality evidence for provisional results can be generated 

using the SQA 2021 NQ resource (question paper). 

If your centre’s circumstances require a question paper to be split into several smaller 

assessments, then you should consider the impact of this on the relative level of demand 

when determining provisional results. 

Centres are reminded that provisional results must be based on the holistic judgement of 

demonstrated attainment, and not on inferred attainment. 


