PROPOSAL 1

Q1. Do you welcome the intention to update all qualifications at Access, Higher and
Advanced Higher in line with Curriculum for Excellence? Please comment on any
implications to be considered.
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PROPOSAL 2

Q2. Early consultation has identified the 'best’' features of Standard Grade and
Intermediate qualifications as:

* the 'inclusive’ approach to certification contained in Standard Grade; and

* the 'unit based’ structure of Intermediate qualifications.

Are there any other features in the present Standard Grade and Intermediate
qualifications which should be included in the new qualification at SCQF levels 4
and 5?
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Q3. One of the proposals is to grade units. Do you agree that units should be graded
A-C rather than pass/fail?
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Q4. Do you want graded units to count towards the final award?
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Q5. Which option for introducing compensatory arrangements would you most
support? Please tick one option or suggest an alternative.

Option A Extend the range of grading in course awards to grade E.

Option B Recognise unit passes only.

Option C Compensatory award at the level of the course studied with no
gradeawarded.

\/ Option D Compensatory grade C award at the level of course below that
studied.

Option E Compensatory grade A award at the level of course below that
studied.

Explanation/other suggestion

looel A s Yoo l/wg(/\ to Fpoe w Ol
Crechanng Pupds ox o=l of Ko el oo |

Q6. The proposed name for the new award is General (SCQF 4) and Advanced
General (SCQF 5). Please indicate if you are content with this suggestion. If not

please offer an alternative and explain your choice.
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PROPOSAL 3

Q7. Do you agree with the proposal to offer literacy and numeracy awards at a
range of SCQF levels (3 to 5)? If not please offer an alternative.
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Q8. National Qualifications at Access 3 (SCQF level 3) do not have an external
examination. Do you agree that any new awards in literacy and numeracy at SCQF
level 3 should have an external examination?
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Q9. Should the weighting between the internal and external assessments for the
literacy and numeracy awards be equal? If not should more weight be attached to the
internal or external assessment? Please explain.

Equal weight

er0Lat | More weight to internal assessment
;1 | More weight to external assessment
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Q10. When should young people be assessed for literacy and numeracy awards?
Please tick one option.

Option A At the end of S3 as part of the summer diet of examinations.

Option B In the December of 54 as part of a winter diet of examinations.

Option C At the end of S4 as part of the summer diet of examinations.

Explanation
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PROPOSAL 4

Q11. Do you agree with the proposal to allow the study of Highers and Advanced
Highers over 12 months, 18 months and 2 years?

~

YES NO v

| 2ZimowAls v A Yrs
Sce kelovo
v

Explanation

Q12. Do you agree with the proposal to introduce a winter diet of examinations?
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Q13. If you agree with the proposal to introduce a winter diet of examinations, what
subjects and levels of qualifications might first be of fered?

Suggestions
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Q14. Would you agree with changes to the system which allowed the most able
students to bypass qualifications at lower levels and begin study for Highers from S4
onwards?
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Explanation

Q15. Do you have any other ideas for increasing flexibility within the senior phase
(54 to S6)?




TIMELINE

Q16. It is intended that planning for the new curriculum should commence in
2008/09, with approaches based on the new curriculum introduced from school year
2009/10. This suggests that the new and revised qualifications and any increased
flexibilities would be required from 2012/13 onwards to ensure smooth progression
between the curriculum and qualifications. Is this indicative timeline realistic? Please
comment on any implications to be considered.
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