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	Name of moderator / NEM number:
	

	Unit standard number and Version number:
	

	Name of training provider:
	

	Name of resource developer:
	

	Industry sector:
	



	Pre-Assessment Moderation Results

	Does the assessment material meet 
pre-assessment moderation requirements? 
[Yes / No]
	

	Date:
	

	Moderator’s signature:
	

	If materials do not meet, please incorporate the following suggestions:





Once amended, resubmit the assessment materials. Suggested date for resubmission:   ____/____/_____ .

	Resubmission Results

	Date resubmitted:
[Complete when resubmitted]
	

	Do the resubmitted assessment materials now meet requirements? [Yes / No]
	

	Moderator’s signature:
	

	Date entered into CRM: 
[Administrative use only]
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	Moderation of the Assessment Tool
	Yes / No

	1
	Did the assessment for the unit/s match the unit standard number/s, version number/s and title/s?
	

	2
	Were the pre-requisites and/or recommendations [if applicable] noted on the assessment tool?
	

	3
	Were all parts of the assessment linked to specific: 
· Outcomes [previously referred to as Elements]; and 
· Evidence Requirements [previously referred to as Performance Criteria]?
	

	4
	Were all Explanatory Notes [previously referred to as Special Notes] in the unit standard/s covered?
	

	5
	Were all the Range Statements in the unit standard/s addressed?
	

	6
	Were the conditions and instructions clear and appropriate for the trainee?
	

	7
	Was the difficulty Level appropriate for the unit standard?
	

	8
	Did the assessment tool outline the tasks to be performed and the standard to which they must be measured?
	

	9
	Is it clear where each part of the unit standard is assessed?  [e.g. for Electrotechnology qualifications, a cross-referencing summary sheet may be provided, linking evidence collection to parts of the unit standard].
	

	10
	FAIR: 
· The assessment does not disadvantage the trainee by asking for evidence that is outside the Range and/or Level of the unit standard; and 
· the assessment is achievable?
	

	11
	VALID: Will the evidence requested meet the required performance measurements of the unit standard?
	

	12
	SUFFICIENT: Is the evidence requested sufficient to meet the requirements of achievement for the unit standard?
	




	Comments for the Resource Developer on matters to take into account: 
[If you answer ‘No’ to any of the above questions, please explain why]








	Additional Comments for the Resource Developer:
[e.g. Identify any other points that need to be taken note of]






image2.jpeg




image1.jpeg




