
 

 

 

   

Alternative Certification Model 2020–21: 
National QA Exercise Key Messages 
Subject Practical Metalworking 
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 supplied evidence based on SQA’s subject specific guidance on gathering key 
evidence for National Courses in session 2020–21. This demonstrated a valid approach to 
assessment within those centres. 
 
All centres supplied evidence for five candidates at National 5 level. The wide range of 
evidence included the 2020–21 SQA practical activity task, the 2020–21 SQA question 
paper assessment resource, the centre-devised practical activity task and the centre-devised 
theory-based assessments. 
 
We commend most centres for their submitted evidence for each candidate and their record 
keeping, which included: 
 
♦ Candidate Assessment Record—practical activity 
♦ detailed assessor commentary 
♦ Assessment Record—functional dimensions 
♦ candidate log book 
♦ images and/or photographs of practical activity candidate evidence 
♦ theory-based assessments 
♦ assessor and internal moderator marks in these areas 
♦ assessment instruments used for the submitted candidate evidence 
♦ record of school quality assurance and moderation activity 
♦ details of schools and/or local authority ACM procedures 

Most centres made effective use of SQA 2021 NQ assessment resource(s) and their 
associated marking instructions for both practical activities and theory-based assessment 
evidence. 
 
Some centres had devised their own practical activity assessments and effectively applied 
the marking instructions from the SQA 2020–21 practical activity assessment resource, 
ensuring a National 5 standard of approach to assessment throughout.  
 
It was clear that most centres had reviewed current materials available on the SQA 
Understanding Standards website for Practical Metalworking and applied them in their 
approach to assessment. 
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Section 2: Comments on assessment judgements  
 

The evidence provided by most centres shows a real sense of engagement from candidates 
and the feedback provided by assessors is detailed, helpful and supportive. Teachers are 
working hard to develop and encourage the skills, knowledge and understanding necessary 
for this course. 
 
Most centres’ assessment judgements were accurate, especially in the practical activity 
component of the course. However, there were instances where marking instructions had 
been applied too leniently and this was apparent in the theory-based assessments. Centres 
should be aware of this when making their own assessment judgements. 
 
Most centres provided detailed assessor commentary for the practical activity component of 
the course, explaining why they awarded marks to sections and specific areas. This type of 
evidence is essential when making assessment judgements and all centres presenting the 
Practical Metalworking course should ensure this in their marking procedures.  
 
Where centres submitted assessment evidence for safe working procedures, most 
candidates received full or almost full marks. It is very pleasing to note that candidates are 
adhering to safe working procedures without any need for reminders or interventions. This 
will assist candidates as they move into further education or the world of work, and help 
prevent injury to themselves or others. 
 
Centres using evidence from the functional dimensions area of the overall assembly section 
of the practical activity marking instructions should ensure that they are consistent for all 
candidates within the group and that candidates are aware of them before starting the 
practical activity. 
 
It was clear that most centres had reviewed the materials available on the SQA 
Understanding Standards website for Practical Metalworking and applied them to their 
assessment judgements. These SQA resources ensure that all assessment judgements are 
consistent and in line with national standards. 
 
Most centres submitted evidence of thorough, detailed and highly effective quality assurance 
processes. However, a minority of centres did not submit details of any quality assurance 
processes. All centres offering SQA qualifications must have an effective internal quality 
assurance system in place to ensure that all candidates are assessed accurately, fairly and 
consistently to national standards. Centres should refer to the Internal Verification Toolkit to 
ensure that quality assurance procedures are implemented before determining final 
candidate grades. 
 

http://www.sqa.org.uk/IVtoolkit
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