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Chair’s report

	Chair
	Steve Smith

	Date
	6/12/10

	Venue
	Llandudno – Venue Cymru

	Sector subject area
	1st tier
Preparation for Life and Work
	2nd tier
Foundations for Learning and Life - Induction

	Unit codes
	HC41WE010
HC41CY001

HC4EWS006

HC41WS004
	

	Centres in attendance
	Coleg Menai
Coleg Llandrilllo

NACRO

CHWEA

Yale College
	


	Section 1
	Unit(s)


1 Are the units fit for purpose?

	Yes. All four units were fit for purpose. They were at E3 and L1 and were appropriate for students starting the course(s). Credit values for correct. 
The common problem of assessment criteria running over was present, so that 1.2 would be a continuation of 1.1. This is annoying and makes reading the unit specification difficult. This problem was noted at the Art standardisation.



	Section 2
	Assessment


1 How effective is the assessment?

	This varied
HC4EWS005

Assignments were not always clear in a slightly fussy layout. There had been a real effort to make the tasks appropriate for entry level students, but they tended to be lost in the text. However, it was difficult to assess the context in which the unit was delivered. On assignment (2.1) was unclear as to what was expected of the student.
HC41WN003

Tasks were very clear. The assessment criteria were the tasks, word for word. This tended to make the induction booklet fairly mechanistic and there was little variety in the nature of the tasks. The majority appeared to be a case of locating information in a course handbook and transferring the information to the response sheets. So they were directly related and cross referenced (on the assessment checklist) but not inspiring. However, as one panel member commented ‘they were fit for purpose as they ensured students were aware of the content of the handbook’.

HC41WS004

Assignments clear and concise. Cross referenced to assessment criteria. It was apparent the tasks were completed in the first 2 days of the course and some assignments could have been usefully delayed for a little longer to ensure there was, for example, greater evidence of planning a student’s time by having a week’s plan. The chart was not accurate.

HC41WE010
There were no assessment tasks. The student was merely asked to tick a box as evidence s/he understood the question. There was no way they ‘clearly measured the knowledge, understanding and or skills that are set out in the learning outcomes’. The panel was very concerned that credit could be awarded when there was no match between the assessment criteria and the work produced. Ticking a box is not evidence of understanding.

A general observation was that the assessment tasks could be more imaginative in assessing students knowledge of the induction process. Student logs, Campus maps, witness statements etc. Also, it was of concern that there was no reference in the four units to web based or college network based information which must be a vital element of induction in 2010.


	Section 3
	Assessor feedback


1 How effective is assessor feedback to learners?

	Generally, feedback was good. Work was marked by tutors and, where appropriate, constructive criticism was made. It would have been useful to include a summative feedback to students, making an overall comment on the students work.



	Section 4
	Internal verification


1 How effective is internal verification?

	Some of the work had not been internally verified as it was early in the academic year. Where IV’ing had taken place it was correct and fit for purpose. There was discussion around Unit HC41WE010 – is the role of the IV to state that the assessment tasks were not testing the assessment criteria. It was pointed out that the assignments could not have been internally verified when they were set.



	Section 5
	Evidence – learners’ work


1 How well does the learners’ work meet requirements?

	HC4EWS005
No problem. This was an entry level unit and there would have been support from the tutor, but it was clearly the student s work and for an entry level unit the tasks were challenging. It was a good example of students being encouraged to produce work of a good standard.
HC41WN003

This was clearly work of Access to HE students. The level of written work was high. There were some anxieties as to how much cut and paste had taken place, but the written comments from the tutor indicated s/he was verbally cross checking students understanding. It was Level 1 work from a Level 3 student. 

HC41WS004

Work was very clearly that of the student.  There was some debate on sufficiency, but overall it was adequate.

HC41WE010

It did not. There was no evidence that student had achieved the assessment criteria. Evidence was non-existent. No detail and no sufficiency.



	Section 6
	Good practice


	Please identify examples of good practice

Three of the units showed
· Good documentation

· Cross referencing of tasks to assessment criteria

· Internal verification

· Learner feedback

· Tasks signed off

· Challenging tasks in one unit



	Section 7
	Shortcomings


	Please identify examples of shortcomings

· Some units had very one dimensional tasks – text based and locating information from a single source of evidence
· Lack of referral to web/college network based information

· Difficult sometime to identify level of tutor support
There was major shortcomings in HC41WE010 – see below



	Section 8
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	Immediate investigation of Unit HC41WE010. Current takes do not meet assessment criteria and there would be no validity in the award of credit. 
There was considerable discussion around Induction units at level 2 and 3. Practice amongst centres was varied. One centre had abandoned attempting to deliver L2 induction units as the nature of the work makes it difficult to achieve at this level. If a student had achieved at L1 earlier in their college career, they may repeat the induction unit but would not receive funding for this. Another College delivers L2 and L3 Induction units to match the Level of the students main course. But there were major problems with this as there were major reservations as to whether the evidence produced by the students was at L3. There was little evidence of analysis, interpretation, etc which are the key features of L3 work. It posed the question as to whether Induction, which is primarily about locating and identifying information, was appropriate to level 3 work. 

Attendees would reflect on the above as appropriate. The Chair would also follow this up.







































