
 

 

 

   

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

Subject Practical Woodworking 

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  
Most centres made effective use of the SQA 2021 NQ assessment resources (practical 

activity and question paper). Some centres created their own assessment instruments which 

typically replicated the approach, level of demand and structure of SQA assessments. 

Centres should refer to the course specification to ensure that their own assessment 

instruments are appropriate and valid. Sampling should be exclusively from the course 

content. 

Centres’ approaches to assessment followed SQA’s guidance on gathering key evidence. 

This evidence included: completed assessment records for practical activities, question 

papers, log books and internal moderation policies. 

It is important to note that centres must consider evidence of practical skills when 

determining provisional results (as noted in the subject-specific guidance) for Practical 

Woodworking as this normally accounts for 70% of the course assessment marks. While 

some centres did not provide evidence of practical work for moderation, they did confirm that 

their holistic judgements to determine provisional results will include evidence of practical 

work. 

SQA moderators were unable to offer feedback on assessment judgements where evidence 

for practical work was not provided. However, SQA Understanding Standards materials 

(practical activity videos) are available to support centres in making these assessment 

judgements.  

There was clear evidence that in some centres, moderation processes were thoroughly 

planned, detailed and highly effective. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
Most centres’ assessment judgements were accurate and in line with national standards. 

However, there were some instances where marking instructions had been applied 

inconsistently or leniently (for example, giving marks for vague responses, or responses that 

lacked the required depth). Centres should refer to the SQA Understanding Standards 

materials to inform their assessment judgements. 

Most centres provided detailed commentary to support their judgements relating to the 

assessment of practical skills. These are invaluable to both internal and external moderation 

activity as they support and clarify the decision-making process. However, there were some 

centres where the commentary lacked descriptive detail and specificity. In these cases, SQA 

moderators were unable to provide supportive feedback because they were unsure of the 

rationale used to make assessment judgements. Centres are encouraged to keep clear 

records of their decision-making processes. 

Where provided, evidence of internal moderation was effective and showed collaborative 

discussion had taken place (for example where marks were disputed between the assessor 

and the cross-marker, a commentary explaining marking decisions was included as part of 

the evidence). 

There was clear evidence of effective learning from the candidates sampled and that 

teachers and lecturers are working hard to develop and to encourage the skills, knowledge 

and understanding necessary for this course. 

Centres are reminded that although the determination of provisional results is holistic, it must 

be based on demonstrated attainment, and not inferred attainment. 


