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MODERATION OF WRITTEN COMPONENT OF FINAL EXTERNAL INTEGRATED SUMMATIVE ASSESSMENT (EISA)

	                           POST-MODERATION REPORT

	[bookmark: _GoBack]NAME OF TVET COLLEGE:
	

	ACCREDITATION NUMBER:
	

	PHYSICAL ADDRESS:
	

	CONTACT NUMBER:
	

	EMAIL ADDRESS:
	

	TITLE OF QUALIFICATION
	

	SAQA ID:
	
	NQF LEVEL
	
	CREDITS:
	

	DATE OF WRITTEN ASSESSMENT:
	

	TIME (indicate duration):
	

	FINAL RESULT REQUIRED:
	“C” [Competent]

	NUMBER OF LEARNERS:
	

	DATE OF RE-ASSESSMENT:
	

	NUMBER OF LEARNERS DECLARED COMPETENT:
(After re-assessment)
	

	

	MODERATOR DETAILS:
	Full Names:
	

	
	ID Number:
	

	
	Mobile Number:
	

	
	Email Address:
	

	
	Signature:
	

	
	Date Compiled:
	

	NUMBER OF LEARNER ANSWER SCRIPTS MODERATED:
	







	TO BE COMPLETED BY THE MODERATOR:
	Moderator

	1.
	Examination Session
	Yes
	No
	Comments

	1.1
	Assessment session started on time
	
	
	

	1.2
	No learners were allowed extra time to complete the assessment
	
	
	

	1.3
	Learners with special needs (if any) were catered for
	
	
	

	1.4
	Session was conducted by an invigilator other than the facilitator
	
	
	

	1.5
	Prescribed format has been adhered to
	
	
	

	1.6
	Control of learner IDs upon admission was evident
	
	
	

	1.7
	Control of learner SORs upon admission was evident
	
	
	

	1.8
	Attendance Register was completed
	
	
	

	1.9
	Number of answer scripts tallied with number of learners present
	
	
	

	

	2.
	Standard of Marking and Moderation
	Yes
	No
	Comments

	2.1
	The answer scripts were marked (in red) by the facilitators
	
	
	

	2.2
	The facilitators comply with the HR requirements as stipulated in the Curriculum document (Subject Matter Experts)
	
	
	

	2.3
	The answer scripts were moderated (in green) by a moderator (not the same facilitator)
	
	
	

	2.4
	The moderator is a Subject Matter Expert
	
	
	

	2.5
	Were there any errors detected in the assessment instrument and memo guidelines during the marking and/or moderation thereof?
	
	
	

	2.6
	The required percentage of answer scripts were moderated (min 10%)
	
	
	

	2.7
	The marking of the assessments was consistent, valid and fair
	
	
	

	2.8
	An opportunity was provided for NYC learners to be re-assessed
	
	
	

	

	3.
	Marking Memorandum (this includes any format, e.g. memo guidelines, rubric, competency performance, etc.)
	Yes
	No
	Comments

	3.1
	The marking memorandum (numbers and content) corresponds with the assessment instrument (question paper)
	
	
	

	3.2
	The marking memorandum/guidelines facilitates consistent marking (provides clear guidelines and clear mark/competency allocation)
	
	
	

	3.3
	The marking memorandum totals correspond with the totals in the assessment instrument (where marks were used)
	
	
	

	

	4.
	Technical Aspects
	Yes
	No
	Changes made 
[ or X]

	4.1
	The assessment is relevant to current knowledge, practical skills and workplace experience for the occupation
	
	
	

	4.2
	The assessment used consists of a variety of questions
	
	
	

	4.3
	The assessment consists of differentiated cognitive levels
	
	
	

	4.4
	The assessment has tested applied knowledge to prove competencies
	
	
	

	4.5
	Examples, case studies, graphs or illustrations used were clear, suitable and appropriate (if used)
	
	
	

	4.6
	The cover page has all the relevant information such as title of qualification, duration, date, required competency and applicable instructions for the assessment
	
	
	

	4.7
	The instructions to candidates are clear and unambiguous
	
	
	

	4.8
	The questions have been correctly numbered
	
	
	

	4.9
	The pages are correctly numbered
	
	
	

	4.10
	The style and look of the assessment instrument was professional
	
	
	

	4.11
	Candidates were able to complete the assessment in the given time allocation
	
	
	

	

	5.
	Overall quality of the written component:
	Excellent
	Good
	Satisfactory
	Poor

	
	Motivate choice:




	
	
	
	

	

	6.
	CONFIRMATION THAT:
	Yes
	No

	6.1
	Written Component was completed under supervised examination conditions
	
	

	6.2
	Re-assessment of NYC learners have taken place
	
	

	6.3
	Were there any irregularities during the session?
	
	

	6.4
	The recorded results for each learner is hereby approved as the final results for the written component of the EISA
	
	

	

	7.
	Moderator’s recommendations for areas where facilitators/lecturers could improve the training of these learners:

	7.1
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