	[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
	24th April 2012

	Venue
	ITACA, Abergele

	Sector subject area
	1st tier
Education and Training
	2nd tier
Environmental Conservation

	Unit codes & titles
	GB73CY001    Training the Trainer
GB7ECY001    Peer Mentoring   
	GB83WE007    Trainer the Trainer



	Centres in attendance
	Coleg Harlech
Hafan Cymru
	CIC Training



	Section 1
	Protecting standards


	GB73CY001    Training the Trainer
It was appropriate to use a witness statement to confirm that the assessment criteria was met, but some of the witness statements did not relate to the particular assessment criteria. For example, a.c 2.2 ‘analyse own learning style was accompanied by a witness statement, yet there was no reference to discussion/activity in the assessment brief.

The witness statements gave a generalised record of the learners response, but a more detailed observational checklist would have been more informative. The ‘record of feedback 4.3,4.4 was much more detailed.

Some of the responses were not sufficiently analytical to justify level 3 achievement. For example, assessment task 1.1 tended to be descriptive, outlining what happens rather than why it happens.
This is a credit 3 Level 3 unit. The word count for this unit is in excess of what would be expected for a 3 credit unit.

There was little evidence of tutor feedback to the learner on the marked work. 

No evidence of internal verification
GB7ECY001    Peer Mentoring   

Feedback was positive and supportive, but did not advise on how to improve. There were no grammatical corrections. It may be counter-productive to correct every mistake as this may affect student self esteem, yet key responses should have some corrections.
Assessment tasks did not match the assessment criteria e.g. 2.1 did not elicit an answer as to what are the problems a new student faces.

There is no evidence of internal verification 

External Verifier has commented ‘Good Work’. Is this appropriate?

Witness statement (4.1) should be more detailed and identify the specific skills shown by the learner.
The photographic evidence, as is usually the case, does not provide evidence of the student meeting the assessment criteria. In the context of peer mentoring only video evidence can do this.
GB83WE007    Trainer the Trainer

No tracking sheet
No unit criteria

The word processed responses needed at the least authenticity statements. If the work is at level 3, one would expect to see tutor observation sheets confirming the student’s contribution to discussions. 
The responses all seemed theoretical and little evidence of practice in a unit titled ‘Training the trainer’. As this is the case, it is difficult for the tutor to make the assertion the learner will ‘make a great trainer’. 
Some contradiction between the learners statement that her/his ‘spelling and grammar is weak’ and the word processed work they presented. 


	Section 2
	Evaluating unit (s)


	


	Section 3
	Good practice


	GB73CY001    Training the Trainer
Learner has produced substantial and detailed written work, possibly in excess of that required for a 3 credit unit. Cross referencing is adequate
GB7ECY001    Peer Mentoring   

Learner has responded well to the demands of the unit. Assessment tasks follow the unit criteria carefully
GB83WE007    Trainer the Trainer

Supportive tutor comments (although acceptance of poor grammar in 6.1 not appropriate) 

	Section 4
	Shortcomings


	Unit criteria should always be present with the samples of work
Tracking sheets should always be present.

Some assessment tasks did not match the assessment criteria, especially the L3 units where there was insufficient evidence of analysis.

No evidence of internal verification

Tutor feedback needs to be more constructively critical, advising the student how to improve.

Use of photographic evidence. 



	Section 5
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	Be more prescriptive as to what is required at standardisation. It was felt there may be evidence missing e.g Individual Learning Plans, reflective journals. 


