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Micro-credential Validation Report Template

Title: Micro-credential in ……….

	Version of Report
	Author
	Date

	v1
	AQA
	February 14, 2025




Micro-credential Details
	Title
	Micro-credential in 

	Appropriate NFQ Level
(whereby the NFQ only facilitates possible Stacking and for Recognition of Prior Certified Learning (RPL) of competences claimed.)
	Choose an item.
	ECTS Credits
	  5   /   10   /   15

	Mode of delivery
	Part-time     ☐          
	

	Mode of provision
	Face-to-Face  ☐
	Blended  ☐          Online  ☐
	Hyflex  ☐

	Discipline Programmes Board
	

	Faculty Board
	Select Faculty
	Schools involved in delivery
	

	Delivery location
	

	Collaborative Partner (where applicable)
	

	Date of Commencement
	



Validation Process
To be conducted per the approved Micro-credentials Validation Process. 



Derogations (if required)
	Derogations from Assessment Regulations/Marks and Standards already approved by University Programmes Board

	

	Date of University Programmes Board Approval
	Click or tap to enter a date.



Faculty AQEC – Micro-credential Validation Panel
	Name
	Role
	Affiliation

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	




Micro-credential Evaluation
	Micro-credential Standards

	Are the Micro-credential aims and learning outcomes clearly written using appropriate terminology? (See relevant TU Dublin Guidelines)
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	

	Are the Micro-credential aims and learning outcomes aligned to the proposed level on the NFQ?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	

	Will the curricula, teaching, learning and assessment methods enable students to reach the appropriate standard to qualify for the micro-credential?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	



	Evidenced of Special Requirements for Validation of Micro-credentials

	Identification of skills need-evidence of engagement with relevant external partners and the identification of current/anticipated skills gaps, personal, societal and/or labour market needs.


	Evidence:


	Evidence of a collaborative approach to Micro-credits design-involving appropriate stakeholders and partners, e.g., in the co-design, resource curation, contribution to or endorsement of course content.


	Evidence:


	Industry approved-evidence of alignment to agreed institutional standards, National Quality Frameworks and, where appropriate, recognised within relevant CPD Professional frameworks.


	Evidence:


	Learner tailored design–evidence of an inclusive structured design approach in flexibility of provision, modality, pace and supported personal skills development within different learner pathways.


	Evidence:


	Authentic learning tasks-evidence of the inclusion of meaningful online and/or workplace tasks modelling processes that reflect the application of knowledge or skills within professional contexts.


	Evidence:


	Authentic Assessments-evidence of constructively aligned challenging assessment tasks to support and evidence the development of specific personal attributes, capabilities, and professional skills.


	Evidence:


	Micro-credentials should enable community of learning–where possible there should be opportunities for peer learning.


	Evidence:






	Student Supports & Learning Environment

	Are there sufficient and appropriate resources (e.g. human, financial and physical) to support the proposed Micro-Credential aims and objectives, to deliver the Micro-credential as specified?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	

	Are there sufficient staff that are appropriately qualified and capable to support the  Micro-credential delivery, from both context and pedagogy perspectives?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	



	Collaborative Provision (if applicable)

	Are the roles and responsibilities of each partner clearly defined?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	

	Has due diligence on capacity of collaborative partner(s) meeting the QA-QE requirements for the Micro-credential being undertaken?
	Yes  ☐
	No  ☐

	





Overall Recommendation
	1.
	Recommend approval of Micro-credential as submitted, without amendment 
	☐
	2.
	Approve the Micro-credential, subject to Minor Amendments/Editorial Changes and any additional recommendations for consideration. 
Note: recommendations shall be attached where it is considered that the programme would benefit from changes, or from a review of certain aspects of the programme over a period, with additional changes made if necessary. While such recommendations shall be advisory in nature, there is an expectation that all recommendations are responded to appropriately and acted upon in a timely manner.

	☐
	3.
	[bookmark: _Int_eqbvBWe2]Approve the Micro-credential subject to the fulfilment of specified Conditions.  Recommendations for consideration may also be attached. 
Note: Conditions shall be attached where it is considered that changes must be made to the Micro-credential or its documentation prior to the commencement of delivery. Conditions shall be set where issues are identified that relate directly to academic standard or misalignment to appropriate university regulations or procedures. Conditions should clear on the requisite amendments to address them.
A new Micro-credential cannot go forward to Faculty Board for approval unless a response to the Validation Report is submitted with revised documentation, and confirmation by the AQEC that all Conditions have been adequately addressed.

	☐
	4.
	Not to approve the programme, and appropriate reasons duly communicated to the proposing school.
	☐




	Areas for commendation
The panel commended the proposal and/or design team on:

	
1.
	

	
2.
	



	Conditions of Approval

	
1.
	


	
	School response:


	
2.
	


	
	School response:




	Recommendations

	
1.
	


	
	School response:


	
2.
	


	
	School response:




	Any other matters to be brought to the attention of Faculty Board

	



	Validation Report

	This report has been agreed by the Faculty AQEC Panel and is signed on their behalf by the chairperson. 

	Chairperson:   
	

	Signed:   
	Date: Click or tap to enter a date.


 
	School Response

	The response to the conditions and recommendations has been agreed by the School and is signed by the Head of School. 

	Head of School:  	
	

	Signed:   
	Date: Click or tap to enter a date.



	Faculty Board

	The report and response have been approved by Faculty Board 

	Chair (or nominee):  	
	

	Signed:   
	Date: Click or tap to enter a date.
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