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o Testers

PROFFORMANCE

5. Status in Profformance project

@ Crofformance expert 13
@ External reviewer ]
. Partner (full ar associated) 0
@® b 0

@

profformance.eu

Reviewers did their reviews on their own agreed structure, did not fill the

questionnaire.
tool.profformance.eu

award.profformance.eu




Bes M Overall impression of the all 4 area

6. Please give your opinion on your overall impression of all 4 statement sheets as one system

BM1-Motatall W2 3 W4 W5-Absolutely

Relevance
Usefulhess
Clearness of the structure

Comprehensiveness (the structure, the logic, the
content)

Transparence (easily seen through)

@ Coherence (logic connections, no repetitions,

confusion

profformance.eu

tool.profformance.eu Consistency (style, format, terminalogy) I

award.profformance.eu 00% 0% 00%
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@

profformance.eu

tool.profformance.eu

award.profformance.eu

Suggestions for consistency

variety in style

terms in statements style of hint general statements

coherence style hints repetitions and statements

style and format
need terms of the style consistency Y
different styles

style and terminology

Competency statements

® statements to be listed
language and style gradually?

e ® glossary hyperlinked in the
shorter? hints

avoiding repetition
sentence structure

Hints

® terminological consistency
(one term should be checked
in all TAs and all topics — to be
consistent




B M8 Usefulness of the structural part

8. How useful are for you the different parts of an assessment sheet

¢ Keywords ensuring consistent language use

“ Competence fields for each Thematic Area?
Wi-Notatal M2 W3 W4 W 5-Veryuseful “  Structure and style of all parts

1. Description/definition of the topic in the
frameweork of teaching and learning.

2. Overall competence fields
3. Key words of the topic

4. Competence statements for the & TA (thematic
area)

5. Glossary
@ £. Description at each TA (Intl - statements)
profformance.eu 7. Global and specific key words (Intl statements)

tool.profformance.eu
8. Competence fields in each TA (Digi statements) I

award.profformance.eu




a5 A Number and length of structural parts

PROFFORMANCE

10. Are you satisfied with the number/length of the different parts?

B 1-Could be less/shorter W2 3 M4 N5 Could be moreflonger B No need at al

1. Description/definition of the topic in the
framewaork of teaching and learning.
2. Overall competence fields I --
3. Key words of the topic --
4, Competence statements for the 6 TA (thematic
area)
6. Description at each TA (Intl - statements) _
@ 7. Global and specific key words (Intl statements) --
profformance.eu
8. Competence fields in each TA (Digi statements) . --

tool.profformance.eu

award.profformance.eu




Reasoning and remarks

great importance and benefit in including supportive parts such
as definitions, hints, keywords, and the glossary in each of the four
topics

align with the structure of the PROFFORMANCE tool in the
Thematic Areas

there should be common formal, substantive and linguistic-
logical criteria

Harmonize the TA names for all 4 Has

Agreement on the role/function/aim and style/wording of
Competence Fields and Key Words.
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