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Chair’s report

	Chair
	Steve Smith

	Date
	22/11/10

	Venue
	Venue Cymru, Llandudno

	Sector subject area
	1st tier

Arts, Media and Publishing
	2nd tier

Crafts, Creative Arts and Design

	Unit codes & titles
	JB21WN016
JA21WN004

JB22WN002


	Introduction to Watercolours

Art and Design – Personal Project

Personal Project



	Centres in attendance
	Coleg Harlech WEA North
Deeside College

Coleg Llandrillo Cymru

Coleg Menai

Yale College


	


	Section 1
	Unit(s)


1 Are the units fit for purpose?

	Yes
Assessment criteria for JB21WN016. 4.1 and 4.2 do not reflect the title of the unit, as they specify drawing and not watercolours. Pass this information to unit review.
JA21WN004 Title and Learning Outcomes are very wide and in most cases the tutor will make the project more specific and relate to a particular outcome eg collage, watercolour.

There are no health and safety assessment criteria and it was raised as to whether these are mandatory




	Section 2
	Assessment


1 How effective is the assessment?

	Exemplar student work provided for two of the units (JA21WN004 and JB21WN016) had serious shortcomings
· No evidence of written assignments provided for students

· No evidence of discussions or peer support. Assessment criteria specified that students would ‘show evidence of discussions’. There were no observation sheets of student logs which would support this.
· One set of exemplar work had cross referencing to assessment criteria, the other not.

JB22WN002 One of the centres provided work from this unit. It contained

· Scheme of work

· Statement of intent by student

· Action plan for student

· Student log, identifying and logging group discussions 

· Feedback sheets from tutor

(Other work provided but relating to a unit outside the standardisation included a student sketch book which demonstrated the student progression).

In both cases the tutor had contact with the students over a more extended period of time, but the approach did ensure a thorough assessment process.

Given these were L1 or L2 units, there was an expectation that there would be some student reflection on or analysis of their work.

There was discussion as to whether an ILP would provide some of the required evidence as above.



	Section 3
	Assessor feedback


1 How effective is assessor feedback to learners?

	In exemplar material provided, minimalist. No comments on the work or front sheets containing tutor feedback.
In work brought to the meeting, good student feedback.




	Section 4
	Internal verification


1 How effective is internal verification?

	A lack of consistent Internal Verification. In some cases no evidence of internal verification, in others no evidence of sampling, and the quality of IV feedback was varied. Greater evidence of acceptable IV procedures in work supplied for the meeting.
A need for the consistent use of IV paperwork which

1. Samples several students work

2. Provides constructive feedback for assessors.



	Section 5
	Evidence – learners’ work


1 How well does the learners’ work meet requirements?

	The standard and quality of students work was good and there was consensus that the work presented to the meeting, both exemplars and work brought to the meeting, was at the appropriate level. There was a clear distinction between L1, L2 and L3 work and this was consistent consensus amongst representatives on this.
However, there was equal consensus that the processes and procedures to demonstrate students had met assessment criteria were lacking

· Units stated there would be a ‘final outcome’. This was often hard to identify or locate.

· It was sometimes hard to distinguish between research and students work

· There was a general lack of reflection or analysis

In JB21WN016 there was no evidence of a colour wheel 




	Section 6
	Good practice


	Please identify examples of good practice

Quality of all student work, both exemplar and work brought to the meeting. It was clear that students were achieving the appropriate level. It was agreed that some of the work presented was of the highest quality and demonstrated commitment and expertise by the tutors.
Exemplar work brought to the event demonstrated

· Student logs

· Progression from design brief to final outcome

· Evidence of group discussions
· Unit specification within student file

· Written feedback to students



	Section 7
	Shortcomings


	Please identify examples of shortcomings.
In the exemplar student’s work, whilst student work was commendable, the processes and procedures to demonstrate they had met assessment criteria were poor.

Student portfolios had a lack of coherence and no final outcome
No signposting to allow assessor of IV to follow progress of the work

No internal verification

No written tutor assignments

No student log

No schemes of work

One unit had no project brief



	Section 8
	Actions for Agored Cymru


	1. Ensure that exemplar material brought to events contains the necessary elements to make valid judgements
· Schemes of Work

· Internal verified work

· Student logs

2. Ask one centre to provide a suitably anonymous example of good practice for circulation to all present at the meeting. This will provide centres with exemplars for internal standardisation events to ensure standards are consistent within centres (which are growing increasingly larger as FE Colleges merge)

3. Ensure External Verifiers collect such samples during EV visits.

4. Circulate exemplars of good IV paperwork.
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