Minutes of the Wales Software Development Forum meeting

15 March 2012
Conference room 2, WG building, Cathays Park, Cardiff
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1.
Apologies
Jenny Humphreys 



(WG)
Matthew Skermer 



(WG)

John Ashworth 



(Pearson)

Phil Jones 




(Capita)

LL gave a special thanks to PL for his years of attendance and valued assistance to WG and suppliers. LL also thanked IC for attending on behalf of DfE for CTF,
2.
Minutes of Meeting on 16/02/12 and Matters Arising
The group agreed the minutes were a true record of the previous meeting. 

Action 11 – YD had raised the query on control of code ‘X’ at WUG. It was agreed that LAs are happy for code X to be limited in its use such as for code Y.

Action – any further issues from WUG regarding code X to be forwarded to WG.
Action 12 – JH confirmed that a lock down patch has been released for their system. JH suggested that a check can be implemented to confirm whether an individual school has locked down attendance codes.

YD confirmed from WUG that the majority of schools have now locked down the attendance codes and the few that have not will be done by the end of the academic year. 
RM confirmed that they have a similar way of handling attendance codes and SERCO also confirmed that a patch was in place.

Action 23 – LL informed group of progress with ULN implementation. Testing is currently being undertaken on Swansea schools. Tests will shortly be undertaken on SERCO and RM schools, with the intention of implementing to all schools after Easter. This action will remain ongoing.
JH requested that any Capita ULN issues be sent directly to him, so that he can escalate and deal with straight away. 

PL requested that some testing be undertaken on Cardiff schools before he leaves his post.

Action – WG to contact Method4 to arrange testing on Cardiff schools.
IC made the group aware that in England there have been issues with the CTF file version which caused difficulty with processing CTFs from the LRS.
Action 29 – AF enquired about the removal of code Z in CBDS. Code Z is still transferred via CTFs and CTF data items are linked with the CBDS. Therefore code Z needs to stay in CTFs, even though not being collected by WG; it can’t be removed from CBDS. This action will be removed.
3.
NDC 2013 draft specification v0.1
Reading and numeracy tests

        EW updated the group on progress with implementing the new reading and numeracy tests. Consideration is currently being given on how to incorporate these into the NDC 2013 specification. The aim is to minimise the burden for schools in collecting the data.
EW informed the group that they intend to collect raw scores as this seems to be the best option to minimise risks and lower the burdens for schools. Standardised / age related scores can then be generated via DEWi and sent back to the schools.

EW then answered questions provided from AR’s email.  

1.        What will the proposed definitions look like – as they are NC Year based, they will not readily fit into the normal A_Comp structure.

2.        Do the test results need to transfer in CTF – again this will need careful thought as to A_Comp.

3.        Are we sure that the tests will happen and not be withdrawn. This change is likely to take some significant development and we would not want to commit to it if there is a risk that it will be withdrawn in the same way as On-Entry Assessments.

4.        How will the tests be applied/marked? In school – or centrally with results returned to schools? This will have an impact as we would need to know if we have to import results from a central marking authority.

5.        What will be the mechanism for generating the standardised and reading age scores? Will our systems be expected to derive these from a raw score? Will the derivations be published at the same time as the container fields? This will impact on the volume of work and the risks associated with it.

6.        Will the fields and derivations be defined once for all time or are they likely to be modified each academic year – this will impact on the way in which we need to store the fields/derivations and also the probability of significant updates year on year.

7.        What are the risks around the implementation of the ISB data model. Will the new proposed collections need to use the ISB model?

EW confirmed that it is intended to include this data in CTFs in the future. AF informed that there may be a few issues with transferring this data via CTF.
of the current proposal is to record and capture test results for NC year. However, if a pupil is held back a year this means that the NC year and age are not consistent for calculating standardised scores. EW agreed that age should be recorded rather than NC year.
Action – JW to amend specification from NC Year to age.
AF requested that the data items for these tests could be fixed in modular CBDS as changes could have a significant impact on their development. EW confirmed that WG would be aiming for a fixed set of items but at this stage cannot commit to there being no changes in the future. WG agreed that they would want to avoid annual change to those fields.
AF confirmed that RM at first thought are happy using raw score data but will need to see the XSLT before officially confirming.

Action - WG to provide suppliers with any draft/update documents referring to reading and numeracy tests.

Action – Suppliers confirm that they can support the use of raw scores as described.
Action – RM to review CTF issues and respond to WG.

JW presented the NDC 2013 draft specification.
YD requested that a footnote explanation be included in the specification for national curriculum outcomes 1-6.

Action – JW to add footnote to specification
Action – JW pg 3 super spangley to be amended to school comparative report with benchmarking.
Action – JW pg 16 report to parents for reading and numeracy tests to be changed from Mandatory ‘M’ to Optional ‘O’.
Action – JW pg 17 FO file components <stage> to be changed from FO to FP.

EW informed the group that the tests will be taken in a specified window of 2 weeks and the longest a test can be is for one hour.

AF enquired whether a CTF could be used for transferring batches of pupils results. 

Action – EW to look in to using CTFs to transfer results.

SH informed the group that DEWi doesn’t have a way of tracking what pupils’ results have been uploaded. SH suggested schools will need to upload all results at the same time or in year groups. 
Action – EW to determine procedures for if a child is missing, late or ill on the day/week the tests are set.

Action – JW may need to add code D for tests following discussion with the policy team.
AF commented that the FPOI addition to A_COMP 2013 has 4 characters and all other <subject> are 3 characters and asked if this needs to be changed?

Action – WG to look into the character limit within A_COMP and amend A_COMP 2013 accordingly.
Action – JW pg 48, table 16.1 headings to be added.
Action – Suppliers to feedback on NDC spec by 11 June 2012
4.
January PLASC 2013 specification v1.0
EG presented the final specification.

Action – EG to highlight New Items at Section 2.4. 

EG confirmed that lunchtime exclusions are not being collected.

YD informed Capita about a possible problem with exclusions data in schools MIS. For example, if a child is excluded for 5 days, 10 sessions but this starts in a PM session, the system will not allow the pupil to start back on the correct PM session and allocates 11 sessions for them to start the next day in the AM session. JH stated this sounds like an error and will look into this.
Action – JH to investigate the Exclusion sessions restriction.
A discussion on class size took place:
Suppliers requested clarification for when, a class has over 30 pupils but there are more pupils with exceptions reasons than the number of pupils over 30. How is it decided on which pupils are to be recorded as exceptions in the system?
SH stated that it does not matter what codes are recorded as long as they are valid exception codes and they have as many recorded as there are pupils over 30.
JH asked what identifiers are used to distinguish between a Junior and Infant class in the case of mixed classes. SH confirmed this is based on the majority of pupils, for example, if it is 16/14 in favour of Infants the class is recorded as infant.
WG also confirmed that the class sizes will be collected in Jan PLASC only.
Action – WG to provide the exception reasons for Infants and Juniors to suppliers.
Action – EG to remove <ClassID> from XML 
Action – WG to re-look at the class size xml structure and liaise with suppliers on further options.
PL raised a few issues within PLASC 2012; 
1. Pupils with duplicate 1st and 2nd SEN Need are being validated by DEWi but not by SIMS. This validation therefore appears to be missing from WG’s XSLT.
Action – WG to investigate the validation of duplicate SEN need.

2. Can the Query 614Q ‘Please check: More non-teaching staff in classes than teachers reported for school.’ now be removed as Foundation Phase requires large numbers of TAs.
Action – WG to investigate query 614 and clarify.
3. Can a validation error be added that is triggered if the school has children under 5 and has not indicated any Nursery Classes.
Action – WG to implement new rule within January PLASC 2013 development.
Action – YD to provide WG with query to investigate Primary Summary report 3.3.

AF requested a paragraph be added to the specification to state what pupils are included in the PLASC collection and whether it includes those on roll.
Action – WG to update Jan PLASC spec to clarify what pupils are included in the collection.

5.
EOTAS 2013 specification v1.0
AM presented this specification, informing the group that although EOTAS covers a census week, it has a specific census day.

SH asked suppliers if it is possible to have a census week for collection, rather than just a specific day. JH informed the group that it would be difficult as data can change throughout the week, for example a pupil’s DOB may fall within the week.

AM confirmed that the final specification has been released to DEWi SDF.

6.
Date of next meeting
Currently 7th June, but following feedback is being changed to a new date week commencing 12th June 2012, TBC.
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