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	Standardisation Tier:
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	Agored Cymru  FORMCHECKBOX 
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	Date of standardisation:
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                   HE62CY002       NH21CY014
                  NH32WE004       HD61WE005

                   QA9E1CY004    NP4EWN003

                   BZP896              HB7EWN017


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:

There was some excellent evidence of practical tasks carried out. 

The evidence of achievement varied because of the amount of support given.

In some cases it was not clear what the assessment task was therefore it was difficult to ascertain whether the assessment task was appropriate. 
Some centres are looking for materials that show skills development, others just present final summative assessment task.



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










Yes/No/Partially

	Comments:

Need a clearer definition of entry level. Some portfolios presented evidence at a particular unit of e1, e2 and e3 tasks with varying amounts of support provided . Consequently there needs to be much clearer guidelines for the specific levels.



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

	Comments:

No national qualifications present for this level to measure consistency of practice



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

	Comments:

QA9E1CY004 should be retained as it was seen by all present and was considered to be appropriate for entry level 1.



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

	Comments:




6. Chair's Comment 

	Main Discussion Points:

· Some centres feel that there needs to be clear guidelines about what is required in portfolio

· Some confusion between entry levels. Too many different units present to allow for proper standardization

· Discussion regarding the fact that assessment tasks were in English but answers in Welsh- due to the fact that it takes a long time to get assessment tasks translated to Welsh

· Some centres not clear that they are delivering ILS. Should we expect to see units at level 1 and 2?

· Sample report form needs to be much clearer.

Recommendations:

· Clearer guidelines about what should be sent to moderation – IV docs etc

· Clearer definition of entry levels

· Make clear what units are expected at standardization

· Centres anonymise and bring along two copies of unit to prevent mix up in photocopying and excessive paper use




7. Authorisation

	
Signed: ______________________________________                  Date: _____________

Print name: ____________________________________
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