
 

 

 

   

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

Subject Modern Studies 

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  
The approach to assessment from almost all centres was in accordance with SQA’s 

guidance on gathering key evidence.  

Assessments varied greatly in terms of course coverage, with some centres undertaking 

assessments covering the entire course, while others submitted assessments that covered 

one section. Most centres made effective use of the SQA 2021 NQ assessment resources, 

although some centres created their own assessments which replicated the approach, level 

of demand and structure of SQA assessments. These assessments were largely devised 

using SQA past papers and/or commercially produced assessments.  

A small number of centres used centre-devised questions within assessments. However, 

centres should ensure when doing so that these questions are valid, reliable and of a 

suitable standard. Where assessments are considered to be of greater or of lesser demand, 

then this should be taken into account if they are being used as part of the evidence base on 

which to determine provisional results. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Most centres’ assessment judgements were consistently in line with national standards. In 

general, they were valid, reliable and clearly recorded against individual aspects of 

candidate performance.  

However, there was evidence of clear inconsistencies within centres of the understanding of 

the national standard. There were instances of candidates being marked leniently as well as 

severely and this was true of both knowledge and understanding and source-based 

questions. It would be useful for centres to ensure that teachers and lecturers are familiar 

with all Understanding Standards materials on the SQA website as well as the general 

marking principles at the beginning of each SQA devised marking instruction. 

In relation to knowledge and understanding, particular attention should be paid to the 

difference between ‘describe’ and ‘explain’ questions and over-crediting candidates for 

responses that do not address the question. Centres should further acknowledge how marks 

are allocated within ‘describe’ and ‘explain’ questions, with a ‘describe’ question being 

awarded up to three marks for one valid point and ‘explain’ answers being awarded up to 

four marks for a single, well developed point. Centres should also avoid crediting anecdotal 

examples within the candidates’ response to knowledge and understanding questions. 

In relation to the source-based skills questions, centres should specifically revisit the general 

marking principles of the ‘conclusions’ and ‘decision-making’ questions. In ‘conclusions’ 

questions, centres should be fully aware of the need to provide evaluative comments to 

secure the third mark in each bullet point. With reference to the ‘decision-making’ question, 

centres should note that candidates should not be awarded credit for providing a personal 

opinion for rejecting the other option. Rather, it should be based on the evidence provided in 

the sources. 

In general, centres should also ensure that when assessing the source-based questions, 

candidates are not over-credited for evaluation/analysis that is simply repetition of an earlier 

point, especially in the ’conclusions’ question.  

A few centres provided evidence that clearly demonstrated a sense of engagement from 

candidates and feedback by the assessors that was detailed, helpful and supportive. Most 

centres submitted evidence and quality assurance materials that indicated the basis on 

which assessment judgements had been made. Some centres also included clear evidence 

of both internal and local authority moderation processes, which were clearly helpful for 

assessors coming to valid assessment judgements.   

 

 


