
Year 11 Centre Assessment Grades 2020 at Co-op Academy Walkden 

 

Introduction 

 

The process undertaken in order to submit centre assessment grades (CAG) to exam 

boards reflected a fair, reasonable and carefully considered judgement of the most likely 

grade a student would have achieved if they had sat their exams this summer and 

completed any non-exam assessment in each case. 

 

The process was objective and fair and it was important that all teaching staff within and 

across subjects applied the process with the same rigour.  

 

The documentation provided by Ofqual was the basis for the protocols and procedures 

published to all staff at Co-op Academy Walkden.  https://www.gov.uk/government/news/how-

gcses-as-a-levels-will-be-awarded-in-summer-2020 

 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da

ta/file/879019/Summer_2020_results_for_vocational_technical_and_other_qualifications.pdf 

 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_da

ta/file/881011/Consultation_summary_-

_exceptional_arrangements_for_assessment_and_grading_in_2020.pdf 

 

The Process 

 

Stage One  

 

(i) Heads of Subjects (HoS) or Zone Leaders (ZL) were provided with all the in-year data 

required to lead the process with their teams. This included information about each student 

ordinarily available to all staff, for example any SEND, and their academic progress data in 

each of their subjects;  

 

Teachers had  access to the names of students who were in receipt of Access 

Arrangements (reader, scribe etc) and had to presume that those arrangements would be 

in place to support students if they had sat the exam. 

There were no special considerations allowed to be submitted this year, however 

information regarding significant medical/personal issues which may have affected mocks 

and may well have prompted a special consideration submission on the day of the exam was 

shared..  

 

Previous year data  

 

All Heads of Subject were provided with their 2019 performance and accuracy of final 

teacher predictions compared to results, 2019 results versus 2020 March mock or equivalent 

data by prior attainment and the national transition matrices showing KS2 prior attainment 

and final outcomes in 2019 by subject (where available), and the same for Walkden 2019 

results and Walkden 2020 March mock/equivalent data 
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Each subject team consulted and considered the appropriate range of evidence their 

subject could feasibly use to inform their final Teacher Assessment Grade (TAG) and 

record that range of evidence Teachers could not start to assign assessed grades until 

this was agreed between teaching teams and understood by all so the application of this was 

consistent.  

 

There was an acknowledgement that this would be different between subjects. For example, 

Maths considered topic tests (cumulative scores/averages) but Art considered sketchbooks 

and the student’s response to the externally set assignment in the preparatory phase.  

 

Ofqual were clear that  judgments must be objective and based only on evidence of pupil 

performance, including: 

● Records such as progress review data, classwork, bookwork and participation in 

performances in subjects like music, drama and PE 

● Performance in non-exam assessment, even if not fully completed 

● Performance in class or homework assessments, and mock exams 

● Tier of entry (in tiered subjects) 

● Previous results of the school in the subject 

● Performance of this year’s pupils compared to those in previous years 

● Any other relevant information 

Teachers also considered the ‘weighting’ of the units within the qualification carefully when 

taking into account a student’s achievements to date and likely performance in any final 

exams.  

Subject class Teachers used this full range of evidence to assign an initial Teacher 

Assessment Grade and rank within it.  

 

Stage Two  

 

Subject class teachers met with the relevant Head of Subject to discuss their grade awards, 

the range of evidence considered and the justification for their ‘rank order’ of students 

awarded the same grade. Any teachers who had delivered part of the course to students 

were also involved in the process, to ensure a comprehensive and objective view of the 

student’s progress likely outcomes. Grade boundaries, the proportion of the whole 

qualification reflected in any mock examination results and the extent to which outcomes 

were internally or externally moderated were all part of the wider consideration of evidence.  

This moderation process was rigorous and quality assured by the Senior Leadership Team 

(SLT).  

 

 

 

 

 



Stage Three  

 

Heads of Subject/Zone collated all classes and considered the grade and overall ranking of 

all students within each subject. This was quality assured by the Senior Leadership Team. 

 

Stage Four 

 

All Heads of Subject/Zone met with Vice Principal: Curriculum, and Principal (Head of 

Centre) along with SLT links for subjects to check, moderate and quality assure the Centre 

Assessed Grades and rank orders.  

 

Stage Five 

 

Vice Principal: Curriculum, Vice Principal: Pastoral and the Principal (Head of Centre) met 

with the CEO of the Trust and two Chief Education Officers to challenge and moderate our 

internal processes and our centre assessed grades by each subject.  

 

Stage Six 

 

Reviewed and finalised Centre Assessed Grades were submitted via the exams and data 

team in line with the protocols set out by awarding bodies. A checking exercise was 

undertaken of data submitted by a second member of staff to try to eliminate administrative 

errors.  

 

Two staff for each dataset, including the Heads of Subject, had to  sign-off the Centre 

Assessed Grades by subject/course.  

 

The Head of Centre signed -off the CAG’s for the whole centre. 

 

 

 

Information and evidence was sought from Alternative Providers throughout this process and 

students included in the Centre’s Assessed Grades and ranks where, appropriate and when 

evidence would allow. Where students had joined Co-op Academy Walkden in Year 11, 

evidence was sought from their previous school.  


