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Please use this form to capture the key points of discussion raised by the participants, for feedback to all centres attending the standardisation event. 

1. Are assessment tasks, and is evidence of achievement, consistent?  
         









                            
                                                                                                      Yes/No/Partially
	Comments:

In some instances there did not appear to be evidence for particular assessment criteria. The quantity of evidence was bought into question. Should the evidence presented just be that which matches the assessment criteria or should evidence of the learning taken place to reach that stage also be presented? 
In one instance the evidence provided did not match the unit descriptor



2. Is there a clear difference between assessment tasks and evidence of achievement at different levels?










Yes/No/Partially
	Comments:

On the whole there was a clear difference between the levels. Some of the assessment tasks did not necessarily represent good practice. Seeing pages of sums at level 1 does not really demonstrate that the learner has the higher level application skills required for this level.



3. Is there consistency in practice between locally accredited awards and national qualifications across the sector/sub-sector where appropriate?
        
Yes/No/Partially

	Comments:

All units are mapped to the core curriculum and so this ensures that they are in line with national awards
In some instances where questions relate to parts of the computer, the evidence provided was not always as up to date as it might have been



4. Identify a small sample of evidence to be retained for national standardisation and give reasons for your choice.

	Comments:

The sample selected is HD2E2CY020. This was seen by all and most considered that it reflected e2 well apart from perhaps the CV produced.



5. With reference to Unit Plus detail any changes that need to be made to units sampled

	Comments:

Not all units had unit plus information to support them 



6. Chair's Comment 

	Main Discussion Points:

The standardisation began by the group all looking at the same unit. This was useful in that we knew that what each question was specifically asking. This can be a little harrowing for the provider who presented the file so a recommendation for the future would be to present a neutral sample (not belonging to anyone present).
The range of units presented made it quite hard to standardise the level accurately

Very few units actually came with IV documentation. If this is going to be examined then we need to make sure that it is specifically requested. 

Some conflicting views on what constitutes sufficiency. If the portfolio just shows a summative assessment task, this does not always reflect the number of learning hours involved.

Recommendations:

Produce a sample file for examination or present one from a previous standardization
An completed sample report form presented as an exemplar would be particularly useful centres new to standardisation




7. Authorisation
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