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Chair’s report

	Chair
	Denver Davies

	Date
	15 April 2011

	Venue
	ESIS, Nantgarw

	Sector subject area
	1st tier
Teaching and lecturing
	2nd tier
Forest schools

	Unit codes & titles
	Unit 1 Forest School practical skills and woodland management GC93CY006

Unit 2 Establishment and delivery of a Forest School programme GC93CY002

Unit 3 Learning and development at Forest School GC93CY004


	Centres in attendance
	Forestry Commission Wales
Cambium

Merthyr Tydfil College
	Forest School Swansea Neath Port
Ystrad Mynach College

UWIC


	Section 1
	Protecting standards


	All tasks/assignments were considered to be inclusive.  

All tasks/assignments were considered to be manageable.  However it was noted that manageability was to an extent dependent on the learner’s educational background. The tasks/ assignments covered the assessment criteria reviewed at the standardisation event.

Tasks/assignment were clearly mapped to the assessment criteria. 

 Unit 1 – Forest school practical skills and woodland management
1.6 further guidance on what is expected for this criteria, in particular information on how felling is used as sustainability within woodland management would be welcomed by tutors.

Although there were some examples of good practice, generally there was a lack of clear referencing in learner work in several of the samples. There was also a tendency to ‘copy and paste’ from original sources. Although in some instances this was referenced, this was not considered appropriate. There were also examples within the samples where it was questionable whether the work was the learner’s own work. This had not been questioned by tutors in the samples reviewed.  Tutors need to be vigilant for instances of plagiarism and encourage learners to show how they have applied the learning to their own practice to personalise the work. 
Generally the samples met the assessment criteria, were considered to be of the appropriate standard and reflected up-to-date skills, knowledge and understanding. In two samples 1O and 1Q it was questioned whether the learner had met the assessment criteria and whether the skills reflected up to date knowledge and skills. 
Generally there was a lack of detailed, constructive feedback to the learner from the tutor.
Unit 2
Generally the work was considered to be of a good standard and reflecting up-to-date skills, knowledge and understanding. Assessment decisions were considered to be accurate.
Learners did not always clearly reference sources within their work, although there good examples where this had been done well. Some of the work for criteria 1.1 lacked original work by the learner and there was a reliance on quotes from other sources.

There was a lack of constructive feedback from tutors across several of the samples. Where learners could have improved their work, e.g. criteria 2.3 by including more detailed information on timescales and responsibilities, or background information on the site within the three year plan, this was not highlighted by the tutor.

Unit 3

There were some excellent examples of learner work showing good knowledge and understanding. There was evidence that learners had undertaken research to underpin their knowledge. There were good examples of learners critically reflecting on their own work and linking the work to real personal experiences. However some of the samples were not considered to fully meet the criteria e.g. 3M (2.3), 3P, 3V (3.2).

There was more positive feedback from assessors on this unit, however there remained examples of assessors not providing constructive and detailed feedback to the learner and not highlighting  shortcomings in the work.

Some of the sample work for criteria 3.2 did not compare two interventions and this was not highlighted by the assessor.  Further clarification/guidance on what is meant by ‘intervention’ would be helpful to tutors. One example 3V did not ‘discuss’ and made no reference to interventions, while reference to interventions in 3Q were not sufficiently clear. 

There was a lack of reference to holistic learning in some of the work and some further detail on the risk assessments was required in some cases.  

Sample 3M (2.3) in particular was not considered to have met the requirements of the criteria and the example provided by the learner was not considered to be appropriate. 

3.2 Some learner work did not ‘compare’ as required by the criteria. Tutors would appreciate further guidance on the expectations for this criteria. 


	Section 2
	Evaluating unit (s)


	There were no significant issues identified relating to the unit. However, tutors would benefit from some further guidance on what is expected for some criteria.



	Section 3
	Good practice


	Assignments/tasks are clear and are clearly mapped to the assessment criteria. 
There were some good examples of learner work showing good knowledge and understanding and research. 



	Section 4
	Shortcomings


	Generally there was a lack of detailed, constructive feedback provided by the assessor to the learner. Shortcomings in learners’ work was not always identified and fed back to the learner. 
Assessors should be vigilant for instances of plagiarism or unacknowledged sources within learner work. Learners should be advised on appropriate referencing conventions and the consequences of plagiarism.  Encouraging learners to reflect on their work and link the theory to their own work should help them personalise the evidence and show application of the knowledge.
Given that the samples available at the meeting related to specific criteria rather than whole portfolios, in some cases it proved difficult to make informed judgements without further supporting evidence. For future standardisation events if individual criteria are again selected, samples of learner work should be accompanied by assessor feedback/tracking sheets and guidance provided to the learner on completing the task.

Assessment is currently focused on extended written outcomes. It was agreed that there were other valid ways to assess and evidence some of the criteria which should be explored.
Tutors identified the need for further clarification and guidance on the expectations for some of the criteria. Learning and development 3.2, Practical skills and woodland management 1.6.



	Section 5
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	Ensure that samples requested for future standardisation events are accompanied by supporting documentation as noted in section 4. 


