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HB1/E3/QQ/022 Recognising Own Skills for Personal Development
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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:

Assessment tasks where consistent and in each of the units included appropriately varied and graduated activities.  The tasks were structured to meet the needs of all learners. In each unit assessment was student centred and task orientated. In each unit a range of appropriate assessments were used and all assessments were structured to ensure that the evidence submitted was authentic. 

In general the assessments were mapped against the unit to ensure that all assessment criteria were covered.  Where the mapping was not evident discussion clarified that assessment criteria were shown on task front sheets and these had not been photocopied.



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









Yes/No/Partially

	Comments: 
The required assessment tasks and the evidence produced showed an appropriate distinction between requirements of Level 1 units and the Entry 3 units. At both levels tasks were transparent, valid and inclusive.  For units at both levels a range of tasks were used; for the Level 1 unit the assessment tasks were considerably more demanding.  The responses required more independence of thought and written and mathematical skills. The evidence produced in units at both Levels indicated that the level of unit chosen was appropriate to the individual learner.
.  




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

	Comments:

Practice in mapping of assessment criteria, standard of tutor feedback, variety of appropriate evidence is consistent between locally accredited units and national qualifications.



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

	Comments:




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

	Comments: 
It was felt that the credits attached to some locally accredited units and national qualifications were inappropriate.  Details of such units will be sent to Agored Cymru by the centres. 
The Assessment Tracking sheet attached to Agored Cymru units was considered to be of significant benefit.  Its absence from national qualifications was noted.



6. Chair's Comment 

	Main Discussion Points:
Good practice: 

Level E3: variety of appropriate and student friendly assessment tasks

Level 1: more challenging nature of the tasks.
Variety of evidence: A wide range of tasks and evidence was present in the student files.  It was agreed that while the tasks required must reflect the level they should also be appropriate to the student cohort.  Suitable evidence for achievement in IT units was discussed. Much good practice was identified and exchanged
Use of witness statements/observation sheets: it was considered that these were used appropriately in the units considered.  There were many examples of good practice with tutors identifying clearly all that the student had attempted and achieved.  Such good practice should be extended to all such evidence.
Use of photographs/video as evidence.  Photographs were in the main used appropriately but it was emphasised that the photographic evidence must be mapped specifically to the appropriate assessment criteria not be merely a record/diary of work done.  The EV observed that for a cohort all carrying out the same practical task to meet an assessment criterion, a photograph of each individual student could be taken, but this was not necessary if a tutor observation evidenced that each student had achieved the ac shown in the one photograph.

It was considered that if video evidence whether of an individual or a group was included the achievement of assessment criteria by each individual student must be clearly identified and mapped. IV observations of the task are of benefit.
Group exercises.  In a group exercise the achievement of relevant assessment criteria by each individual student must be clearly identified and mapped.  Difficulties attendant to this were identified and strategies discussed. Good practice was seen in the units considered. 
Difficulties in distinguishing student work from tutor produced sheets were discussed.

Recommendations:
The good practice identified in the mapping of evidence to assessment criteria must be extended to all units and files. This mapping assists the internal and external verifier but also aids the learner and tutor in identifying that all criteria have been satisfied. 
Witness statements and observation sheets should identify fully all that the student has attempted and achieved.  

In a group exercise the achievement of relevant assessment criteria by each individual student must be clearly identified and mapped

Student work submitted as evidence of assessment criteria achieved should be clearly identified and distinguished from support materials.
A Step Up providers group would allow for discussion and dissemination of good practice and provide support for new centres.
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