	Minutes Template

	Meeting Name: Secondary-Phase WaSP Group

	Time
	15.14
	Minute Taker: Mark Christensen
Chair: Andy Hind

	Date
	01.12.2022
	

	1a. No of Attendees:  

	19 Attendees. 

	1b. Apologies: 
	

	Agenda Items:
	1 Partner feedback on:
· Curriculum sequence and Professional Practice Units
· Mentor communication including Subject mentor bulletins

2	Subject provision with sessional input – school level demand

3	Partner matters (all)



	1. 
	Please refer to the PowerPoint slides for the Secondary breakout content.
The tone of our Partnership bulletin content was noted, in which we are trying to be concise and user friendly. Positive feedback for the bulletin was received from WaSP member, in particular, noting how useful the links to videos are.
It was raised in group discussion that there may be concerns for mentor CPD requirements, and that this might be improved via the use of more university contact time in joint observation/work, and whether this can be classed as CPD to help meet the 20-hour commitment. Concerns re: different HEI’s requiring different things of their school mentors.
Andy noted the mentor training in January for the PP2 and Complimentary placements, to tie in with the existing mentor support. 
Alison Morgan spoke about subject specific mentor training and feedback. That this has informed and changed our delivery as a result of the feedback from mentors. Also, please use CTE as a resource, we can deliver content for you too. Delivering specific content/training in school. 


	2. 
	Please refer to the PowerPoint slides for the Secondary breakout content.
WaSP members voiced a concern that a 6-week complimentary placement can be difficult to arrange, and whether this could be reduced or moved to a different point in the year? The subsequent discussion noted that recruiting a mentor for 20 hrs of training for a 6-week placement may be problematic as it is, so we would not wish to reduce this. So long as schools can ensure a placement with an establish mentor is there, then there is the possibility of moving the complimentary placement earlier in the programme.
Andy Hind invited a 10 min discussion to see what the attendees thought of the proposed ITaP’s. 

The early proposal for the ITaP’s timetable is seen as positive, and beneficial to break them up, rather than front loading them all at the start of the year. In doing so, this could also be used to identify the focus beforehand and can gather information ahead of time for reflective practice. 

	3. 
	WaSP members raised that Social Science are wanted on the curriculum, for ks4/5. BCU are not continuing with this element of their programme from next year. Also identified was the need to cater for RE, and diversify into PSHE.
Meeting ended 16:03 – informally asked at the end if WaSP members want f2f or online meetings going forwards. The consensus was to continue with both, as a blend, depending on the time of year and agenda items.



