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Learning Outcome 1: Technological Processes and Skills

The learner will be able to apply technological processes and skills ethically and responsibly using appropriate information and communication technology.

Assessment Standards
We know this when the learner
1 Investigates
1.1 Identifies and explains a problem, need or opportunity from a given context, the nature of the need, the environmental situation, and the people concerned.
1.4 Uses a variety of available technologies and methods to:

· Locate (e.g. use library referencing system, database searches, indexes);

· Collect (e.g. questionnaires, data collection forms, requests for information, information, searches, literature surveys);

· Compare;

· Sort;

· Verify;

· Evaluate (e.g. cross-checking different sources or resources);

· Store information (e.g. filing systems, indexes).

5 Communicates
5.2 Chooses and uses appropriate technologies to combine and organise graphics and text effectively to produce project portfolios, poster presentations, case study reports, and so on, that have a formal organised structure appropriate for the target audience.
Learning Outcome 3:  Technology, Society and the Environment
The learner will be able to demonstrate an understanding of the interrelationships between science, technology, society and the environment.
Assessment Standards
We know this when the learner

3 Bias in Technology

3.1 Produces evidence that details opinions, backed up by factual evidence, about bias (e.g. gender, age, access) in making technological decisions, and suggests strategies for redress.
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Assessment Task 

The glass ceiling – Gender bias 
A survey has revealed that many companies are moving towards gender equity. However, there is a perception that there is still an invisible barrier – the ‘glass ceiling’ – that prevents females from rising to the top board positions.  This is especially relevant in traditionally male-dominated fields.

Audit of two technological companies
Divide into groups and conduct an audit of two technological companies. Make an appointment to see the HR department of each company.

(You could also get the information from the annual report of the company.)
Explain what you need to establish and that this is simply for class purposes.

Ask for the names and job descriptions of the top five members.

After analysing the company’s information, motivate whether the perception about a ‘glass ceiling’ is valid.

Be prepared to report your findings to the class.

Your work will be assessed according to the following rubric.

	Level
	Analytic skills

	4
	Students carefully analysed the information collected and drew appropriate conclusions.

	3
	Students showed good evidence in analysing the evidence collected.

	2
	Students’ conclusions could be supported by stronger evidence.  Level of analysis could have been deeper.

	1
	Students’ conclusions were not supported by evidence and simply involved restating information.


Suggested Solutions 

	Question number
	Possible marks
	Answers

	1
	
	See rubric in Appendix of Assessment Tools. 


Appendix of Assessment Tools
Rubric for assessment
	Level
	Analytic skills

	4
	Students carefully analysed the information collected and drew appropriate conclusions.

	3
	Students showed good evidence in analysing the evidence collected.

	2
	Students’ conclusions could be supported by stronger evidence.  Level of analysis could have been deeper.

	1
	Students’ conclusions were not supported by evidence and simply involved restating information.













































































