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Assessment Form for Technology-Enhanced Learning Delivery (TELD)
Instructions: Please read and follow the instructions in this Assessment Form carefully. Failure to provide the required evidence/artefacts and/or explanatory notes may render your application unfit for assessment.
This Skills Badge module has 6 Competency Statements / Performance Criteria (PC), labelled PC1 to PC6. For each PC, submit the following:
For A: Answer each of the given guide points. If you refer to submitted evidence/artefacts in your write-up, clearly indicate where the referenced item can be found (e.g., file name, page number, paragraph number, table number).
IMPORTANT: Before you submit this Assessment Form, please save this Word document and rename using the following naming convention:
Skills_Badge_TELD_Assessment_form_YOUR FULL NAME.pdf

For B: Consolidate the relevant evidence/artefacts into one PDF file (maximum 10 MB). If needed, you may add a second PDF file (maximum 10 MB). In total, you may submit TWO (2) files only. Evidence should be text-based where possible; any evidence in image form must include clear captions and explanations of what the images depict. Total word count for ALL submitted artefacts MUST NOT EXCEED 7000 words. DO NOT ENCRYPT YOUR FILES.
IMPORTANT: Before you submit the relevant evidence/artefacts, please save and rename using the following naming convention:
Skills_Badge_TELD_Evidence 1of2_YOUR FULL NAME.pdf
Skills_Badge_TELD_Evidence 2of2_YOUR FULL NAME.pdf

	IMPORTANT: Applicants bound by the Official Secrets Act (OSA) or similar restrictions who cannot submit sensitive courseware must present the evidence on screen during the interview. If it does not justify the non-submission or clearly demonstrate the Performance Criteria, an immediate “NYC” will be given. Where possible, submit all supporting evidence and descriptions with the Assessment Form.





	PC1 Analyse learner profile and learning needs to identify opportunities and objectives for technology-enhanced delivery approaches

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Give an explanatory summary of how you 
a. checked out learner traits, learning needs and gaps; 
b. used these to establish the learning objectives from the learner data and demographics.
2. Explain how the appropriacy of technology-enhanced learning delivery approaches was assessed:  
a. based on key learning traits in your learners; 
b. in relation to the learning context.
3. Identify the anticipated learning barriers in relation to the programme objectives, learner profile, and planned technology-enhanced delivery. 

	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence 

	You need to submit:
1. records of pre-programme enquiry for learner data and demographics (e.g., participant lists, surveys, FGD notes, email enquiries, consolidated learner profile analysis report);
2. documentation showing:
a. identified learning needs that were cogently derived from the learner data and evolving learner demographics;
b. programme delivery proposal or outline with clearly stated learning objectives linked explicitly to learner profile, and showing the selected technology-enhanced approach.





	PC2 Translate learner analysis into a technology-enhanced design or delivery plan, including ethical sourcing and selection of appropriate learning technologies

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Explain the following, with reference to the technology tools selected for the programme: 
a. the opportunities for adopting and adapting learning technologies into delivery approaches;
b. the rationale for the selection of specific technology tools; 
c. how the selected learning technologies could augment, modify, or transform learning;
d. how the technology tools were sourced in line with legal and ethical guidelines; 
e. the mitigation strategies for anticipated learning barriers.

	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence 

	You need to submit a lesson plan for a minimum 3-hour long lesson/course that:
1. includes a prominent online or technological component (e.g., Nearpod, Padlet, Miro, Canvas, Google Classroom);
2. demonstrates the integration of learning technologies in delivery plans for BOTH asynchronous and synchronous sessions.





	PC3 Integrate learning technologies into both synchronous and asynchronous delivery

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Explain the following, with reference to the lesson plan: 
a. how pedagogy drives the use of technology, connecting technology, content and pedagogy;
b. the lesson flow and process for integration of technologies into learning; 
c. 	how online and face-to-face modalities were logically sequenced and scaffolded using instructional planning models (e.g., Gagne’s, Kolb’s, Merrill’s), to achieve intended learning outcomes.
2. Describe the technological provisions and explain how they encourage interaction and ease/motivate learning.

	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence

	You need to submit: 
1. a lesson plan showing both synchronous and asynchronous sequencing aligned to the learning outcomes;
2. courseware material (e.g., slides, facilitator guides, participant materials) which shows the integration of technology with pedagogy and content; 
3. artefacts which show technological enhancements:
a. in the resources and activities for learning within the different modalities;
b. across a variety of instructional methods (e.g., discussion, role play, case study, skill practice)
4. documentation/records of tools used in the conduct of the programme:
a. synchronous tools (e.g., Zoom polling, breakout rooms);
b. asynchronous tools (e.g., discussion forums, Padlet, Nearpod).




	PC4 Facilitate technology-enhanced synchronous AND asynchronous learning experiences

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Explain and justify how your engagement strategies supported adult learners in BOTH synchronous sessions and asynchronous sessions, describing ONE (1) example in each mode.
2. Describe the following:
a. the provisions for online moderation (e.g., chat monitoring, breakout room management); 
b. the involvement of learners in social learning, collaboration and interactive engagement (e.g., Community of Inquiry (COI) framework). 
3. Elaborate on your involvement as the facilitator in supporting constructive and interactive learning.

	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence 

	1. You need to submit a record of ONE (1) learning activity showing how technology strengthened learner collaboration and engagement. 
2. Records may include:
a. video excerpts/snapshots of live sessions or collaborative outputs (e.g., Miro boards, shared docs, breakout activity); 
b. artefacts of moderated asynchronous discussion (e.g., engagement analytics, polls, chat logs, discussion threads).






	PC5 Monitor participation, provide feedback and manage disruptions in technology-enhanced learning delivery

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Provide examples of observed responses and results that indicate success or challenges in learning. In each case, describe how you responded to improve the technology-enhanced learning delivery.
2. Describe the feedback provided to and solicited from learners, the type used (e.g., facilitator-to-learner, peer-to-peer, or self-feedback), and how it supported learner progress.
3. Describe the monitoring method(s) used to observe learner progress (e.g., poll, exit ticket, observation, self or peer assessment).
4. Provide TWO (2) examples of technology-related learning disruption, and describe the following: 
a. the mitigation strategies;
b. the observed results of the intervention.

	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence 

	You need to submit:
1. records of monitoring tools in the delivery, showing the indicators observed and the method used (e.g., participation logs, LMS analytics, poll results, exit tickets);
2. records of programme delivery showing any technology-related disruptions and the adjustments made during delivery (e.g., screen recordings, chat logs, incident notes).





	PC6 Evaluate learning participation and the effectiveness of technology-enhanced learning delivery

	A. Add Your Notes of Elaboration/Explanation here in response to the given guide points: (If your explanation relates to the submitted evidence, please indicate the specific location of your referred points in your submitted artefacts):

	1. Provide your observations of how technology enhancement impacted learning participation and effectiveness in your programme.


	
[Type your responses]
Limit to 8000 characters or 800 words

	B. Range of Evidence

	1. Records of how learning effectiveness was monitored (e.g., post-session evaluation reports, learner feedback analysis, performance outcome data).
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