	[image: image1.png]e®e Agored
O. ® Cymru

@  covomwstenn, guobwo eeddad Gy
[ ] Creating qualficaions,rewarding achievernent for Wales



ST1




Chair’s report

	Chair
	Steve Smith

	Date
	30th November 2011

	Venue
	ITACA, Abergele

	Sector subject area
	1st tier
Agriculture, Horticulture and Animal Care
	2nd tier
Environmental Conservation

	Unit codes & titles
	QA21CY005  Introduction to dry stone walling

SG4EWN002 Introduction to felling and clearing small woodland trees
	MA82CY001 Construction of a basic wooden shelter


	Centres in attendance
	Deeside College

	Coleg Harlech (WEA) 


	Section 1
	Protecting standards


	Validity

1. All tasks/assignments were considered to be inclusive. The units tended to emphasise team work and it would have been helpful to know who was in the team and the size of the team. One unit (Dry stone walling) seemed to assume some pre-acquired skills.
2. All tasks were manageable with the following reservations.
QA21CY005.  The dry stone walling unit suggested a one metre high wall could be raised in 5 hours (it is a one credit unit). This was not considered feasible. The unit generally assumed a lot of teamwork. Similarly, given the time available it would be difficult to show a consistent achievement of the assessment criteria as most tasks could only be performed once.
All units. There was an emphasis on the need for teamwork within all these units. Building a dry stone wall and constructing a shelter are not tasks that can under taken by an individual in the time allowed. 

3. MA82CY001.  The assignments meet the assessment criteria, the evidence does not. See following section on reliability

Reliability

1. SG4EWN002. It is not up to date practice to ‘dispose by burning’.  3.1 should read ‘Dispose by appropriate method’. Also, would students be allowed access to a chipper?
2. With all units, the classroom based element of the work clearly was the work of the individual learner. This was more difficult with the work in the field where the tutor is observing teams working.
4. MA82CY001. There is no evidence of observation by the tutor to ensure Learning Outcomes 3 and 4 have been met. There is a jump from the design of the shelter to the finished shelter. The only evidence to meet these assessment criteria are photographs and a short student account of the techniques used. There is no tutor observation sheet linking the student to the task.
QA21CY005. AC 3.1 Ensure wall is stock proof. Not possible in the time for a Credit 1 unit?

6. MA82CY001. The comments on the tracking sheet are a mixture of feedback for the student e.g. ‘Well done’ and a description of the evidence provided to meet the criteria.

7. MA82CY001. The Internal Verifier has commented in detail on the teaching strategies but not on whether there is sufficient evidence to meet the assessment criteria. The second IV sheet more directly comments on the evidence but the other two less so. This is making a lot of unnecessary work for the IV, who could be more succinct in his/her judgements.

QA21CY005 IV sheets are detailed and constructive.

SG4WN002  No evidence of IVing taking place

Comparability
The panel was happy on points 1-3, and was unable to make a judgement on 4 as we have no previous work to assess. 


	Section 2
	Evaluating unit (s)


	QA21CY005  AC 3.1 and 3.4  Inconsistent use of metre and meter. Unit is fit for purpose
MA82CY001  No issues with the unit.

SG4EWN002 No issues with the unit. 


	Section 3
	Good practice


	MA82CY001  Strong emphasis on health and safety and good classroom practice with comprehensive worksheets.
QA21CY005  Reasonable collection of evidence. 

SG4EWN002  Matching photos with the learner. Dates in the worksheet track through sequentially. 


	Section 4
	Shortcomings


	MA82CY001    Concern at the lack of tutor observation sheets for the key aspect of the unit which is the construction of the shelter. Would recommend a combination of tutor observation, student log detailing the work carried and, if possible, some video evidence.
QA21CY005.  Issue of stock proofing (see above). Also, the IV sheets are on the student portfolio. Is it feasible, given the likely location of the course, for the IV to observe the assessment process and, if not, is video evidence a useful means of IVing?

SG4EWN002.  The assessment criteria checklist is not signed off. 



	Section 5
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	Consider the validity of photographic evidence. This can be useful if supported by a student log and journal but otherwise is rarely related to the assessment criteria. 


