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Local Authority Decision Making 

Our teaching staff and parents were against the reduction of S4 subject choices in 2013 
(from 8, initially 7 and then to 6, the current position) when this was first muted.  But it was 
enforced by the local authority who did not want any of the secondaries deviating from the 
"norm".  Arguably this goes totally against one of the key tenets of CFE, relating to 
personalisation and choice. This is purely based on timetabling reasons and not academic 
choices.  Previously you would have had fourth years doing Standard Grade, and fifth years 
doing a similar course at Intermediate 2 level.  By combining you have "timetabling 
efficiencies" and larger class sizes - less teachers are needed to teach a combined cohort, 
saving staff and ultimately money. 

Changes to the SQA Exams 

The introduction of ghastly assignments has reinforced this reduction of subjects.  As well 
as being open to abuse and rampant cheating and offering no real academic value (children 
go away and learn a script and reproduce it under exam conditions); their introduction has 
been used to reinforce a reduction in subjects studied in S4.  For instance, in social 
subjects a pupil at N5 now has to do a 2-hour 20 min exam and a one-hour assignment 
write up, whereas previously they would just have sat a 2-hour Credit or 2 hour Int 2 paper.  
This equates to a 67% increase. This huge increase of formal assessments is used as an 
excuse to deny a return to 7 or 8 subjects in S4 - due to the burden on pupils.  The 
assignments need scrapped.  They are worthless, rote learning tasks which add no value 
whatsoever. 

Increase in Some Subjects 

Uptake in PE and technical subjects (woodwork, metalwork) have increased at N5 level.  
This is hardly surprising as there is no final exam. Schools put more pupils through for 
these subjects as there is a 99% pass rate! There is no level playing field across secondary 
subjects in Scotland.  

Breadth in Learning? 

The 6/6/6 model which our authority follows (where all S4, S5 and S6 pupils are timetabled 
together choosing 6 subjects) actually means a reduction in time at Higher subjects (from 6 
to 5 periods) and many were forced to choose an additional National 5 subject so they 
could fill up their timetable. This diluted success at higher - 5 Highers is more than enough 
for any pupil in fifth year.   

It also means you can have a 17-year-old pupil (an older S6) in the same class as a 14-
year-old S4 - where there is a huge difference in not just ability, but social skills and 
maturity. Yet teachers are expected to manage all these differences.  

Other issues that the committee should be aware of include: 

• The expectation that teachers can deliver a Higher and a National 5 in the same room at 
the same time is becoming increasingly common. However, this is virtually impossible.  
These are classed as "bi-level" courses which is a complete misnomer, as they are 



 

actually "bi-course" classes.  Before 2013, you would never have put a Standard Grade 
and a Higher class in the same section and expect decent attainment, so what has 
changed with the creation of these new CFE courses? These are totally unrealistic 
demands being put on teachers, adding to workload, stress and pupil and parent 
dissatisfaction.  Some schools actually have N4, N5, H and AH in the same classroom.  
It’s a disgrace. 

• S4 pupils are now commonly getting several double periods in a week, which they have 
never been used to. Does a 14-year-old have the maturity and concentration span to 
come with 1 hours 40 minutes in the same class, when perhaps they may only have had 
2 single periods in that same subject in S3? 

• The creation of the junior and senior phase is one of the biggest mistakes in secondary 
education in recent years. We had a system that worked well, it was called Standard 
Grade, where pupils were pushed and challenged from the start of S3, and had 2 years 
to prepare for the assessments in S4.  Whilst it needed revised, and the exams needed 
refreshed and modernised, throwing the baby out with the bathwater has proved to be 
rather idiotic.  All we have done is now made S3 BGE another year of "treading water" 
and dropped the "2 term dash" from S5 into S4 and burdened pupils with additional 
assessments with the horrendous assignment processes. 

• Pupils are now effectively picking their Higher options in S3, which is far too early and 
the number of subjects they can do is far too restrictive. The success of the Scottish 
education system was the breadth we offered up to S4. This system has been binned 
and there is no supporting evidence that what has replaced it is any better educationally. 
It's clearly not. 

• In many schools (not my own, but it is widespread), the S3 BGE is not even delivered by 
a subject (Geography) specialist.  How can this properly prepare students for the senior 
phase? 

The system is fundamentally broken. There is an urgent need to revert to a system where 
pupils can follow at least 8 subjects in S4, allowing them the personalisation and choice that 
CFE mandates. 
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