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1. Introduction

This document presents the results from the CU pilots that were carried out during this project.

The aim of the pilots was timplement and evaluate the usefulness and applicabilitghef
Qualificationsguidelines for the international AM qualification syem produced during this

project.! £ f (GKS LIAf20Ga oSNB 2NHIFIyAaSR (42 O02@0SNJ (KS
SIOK LINRPFAES&d tIF NIYSNE aStSOGSR 6KAOK /! Qa (K¢
Initially CU pilots werearrangedto be deliveredin person/classroom sessions, in this way the
consortium ensured that during the pilots the candidates had access to facilities, AM equipment

and practical sessions. However, in 2020, due to the Covid restrictions in different countries, the
consortium agreed and obtained authorisation to carry out some pilots via online platforms with

the practical part limited if required. Despite the restrictions and online training, all partners
completed the contact hours recommended for eachilCikccodance with the AM qualification

guideline
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2. National Pilots

Ko Co-funded by the
O Erasmus+ Programme
x of the European Union

During October 2019 and October 2020, seven CLLAIM partners coordinated and delivered the
pilots in Spain, Germany and the UK. In total 232 candidates attended the CU pilots, in Spain

Idonial déd A @S NB R

GKNBS /| Qa 2

/' Qa TF2N (K
RSt AGSNBR mn /! Qa TF2N (KS
/' Qa FT2N (K

detailed inTablel.

Table 1 - CU pilots schedule
Partner Profile
FRAUNHOFE Operator

Supervisor
DVS Operator
LZH Supervisor
IDONIAL Designer
CESOL Designer
TWI/LR Inspector

S LyalLlSOi2NI LINPFALE SO

details

CU Pilots / Participants
CUO00, CU15, CU17 10 participants
Cu47, Ccu4s 5 participants
CUO00, CU15, CU1E€ 6 participants
CU17, CU18, CU1¢
CU20, CU21, Cu4e

Cu49

CuU00 12 participants
Ccuo08 10 participants
cu47 8 participants
CuU00 10 participants
CuU15 10 participants
CuU59 10 participants
CuU00 15 participants
Cu60 7 participants
Cusl 7 participants
CU0Q¢ Online 16 participants
cuo1l 22 participants
Ccu08 20 participants
CuU15 17 participants
cu22 11 participants
Cu63 20 participants
Cue4 16 participants

LA 20
RSAAIYSNI LINPFTFAESD® C2NJ DSNXI ye
S { dzZLISNIIA &A2NJ LINR FAf Sdprofilevand DRS f A S NBF
hLISNI 62N LINPFAE SO
A0KSRdz S ¥

iKS RSaA3aIySNJ

¢t KS

Date

22¢ 23 Oct 2019
01¢ 09 Sep 2020
07¢ 11 Sep 2020

25 Feb 2020

25 Jun 2020 & 02 JA020
12¢ 13 Oct 2020

15 Sep 2020

16¢ 18 Sep 2020
21¢ 24 Sep 2020

09 Jan 2020

21¢ 25 Sep 2020

28 Sepx; 02 Oct 2020
May - July 2020

11 Jun 2020

18 Jun 2020

01 Jul 2020

02 Jul 2020

08¢ 09 Jul 2020

15¢ 16 Jul 2020

For all the pilots, evidence of training and attendance was recorded and the procedure for exams

gl a SyO2dNI

3SR AY

Partners compiled evidence of pilots as follows:

I OO02 NRI yOS

6 A vkt [ABNEXE®. O S R dZNB

1 For CU pilots: Lesson plan, attendance list, evidence of assessments and photographic
evidence of training.
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Table 2 - Checklist to gather evidence for CU pilots

1 per candidate

Feedback from CU pilot 1 per tutor

Document title Documents required

5 .
rl Lesson plan 1 per CU pilot
ﬁ Attendance list 1 per CU pilot
e 4 JARSY OS -a4aS5a3avYs .
rl 9UJARSYOS 27 IaasaaYSylpercandldate

sheet
ﬁ Evidence of practical task#, &pplicable) 1 per candidate
5 . . . .
rl Photographic evidence of pilot 1 per CU pilot
5

Where the pilots were delivered online, the attendance list gbtographic evidence was
recorded using screenshots.

All participants that attended the CU pilots were required to provide insightful feedback.
O9PARSYOS 2F /! Q& LIAf2(4apathee O2YLIAT SR Ay |
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3. Pilots general evaluation results

In this section, a summary of the feedback received from CU pilots is presented. During the
pilots, an evaluation of the event was required frorardidates and tutors.

3.1. CU Pilots evaluation results from Participants
For the CU pilot232 candidatesparticipated in the trainingFigurel shows that5.5% of
candidates attended pilots for the supervisor profilelivered by Fraunhofer and LZB3%
attended the Inspector profile delivered by TWI and Lloyds registe&2 particpated in the
designer profile delivered by Idonial and Cesol af#olattended the operator profile pilot
delivered by DV.S

Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
Participant Information: Which pilot-course did you attend?

Supervisor [l 13.0

inspector NI 1220
Designer [N 59.0

Operator [N 36.0

0.0 50.0 100.0 150.0 200.0
Total

Figure 1 - CU pilots evaluation results from participantsconcer ni ng o6attendancebo

Figure 2 illustrates that h 22 NA G& 2F OFyRARIGS&a o6St2y3 G2 W
demonstrateghe scope of AM applications.

Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
Participant Information: Which sector do you belong to?

Other I 218
Transportation [l 8.0
Consumer Goods | 2.0
Electronic | 1.0
Medical | 1.0

0.0 50.0 100.0 150.0 200.0
Total

Figure 2 - CU pilots evaluation results from participantsc oncer ni ng O6sector 6

Regarding the industrial AM experience frarainees Figure3 shows a good distribution of
experience among candidates that attended the CU pilots; 47% of candidates declared to have
medium to high AM industrial experience and 53% declared little to no expEridhe
distribution of AM experiencas shown irFigure3 was valuable talemonstratethe usability of

the learning outcomes with candidates from differdetvelsof expertise.
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Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
Participant Information: How would you rate your additive
manufacturing experience before the course?

high experience [ 25.0
medium experience GG 77.0
little experience NN 68.0
newbic [N 45.0

0.0 50.0 100.0 150.0 200.0
Total
Figure 3 - CU pilots evaluation results from participantsc oncer ning O6i ndustri al exper

The overall quality of the training, support provided and infrastructure of the training institution

were highly scored by candidatedl above 3.5 out oft as Figure4 illustrates. These results
demonstratethatRSa LA S &a2YS fAYAGFGAZ2ya F2NJ GSFHOKAy3 2
were of high quality.

Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
General Aspects

Infrastructure conditions provided by the

training institution (fumishing, heating. [ NENEGENEGEGEGEEEEEE 35

lighting, sanitation, etc.)

Support provided by the training centre staff _ 26
(other than trainers) :
The overall quality of the training _ 35

0.0 1.0 20 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 4 - CU pilots evaluation results from participantsc oncer ni ng 06 Gener al aspects of

Regarding the training programme, the results in general were highly scored obtaining scores
above 3 out of 4 as shown lfigure5. The only factor that was scored less than 3 points was the
theoretical and practical workload, this evaluation was affected by the limitations of accessing
AM facilities due to the Covid situation in some of the delivered pilots.

This project has been co-funded with support from the European

i Co-funded by the  Commission. This publication reflects the views only of the
2 Erasmus+ Programme

of the European Union author, and the Commission cannot be held responsible for any

use which may be made of the information contained therein.



Reference number: 2017-3309/591838-EPP-1-2017-1-ES-EPPKA2-SSA LMl of the European Union
CLLAIM Preparation date: Jan, 2021 Revision: 0

N
7 » Creating know!_edge and skill_s in Additive Manufacturing EPITERNE
ﬁ//, !

Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the Trainig
Program

Link between the contents and the learing I 31

outcomes
Balance between theoretical and practical
workload

Established contact hours N 3.1

Contents addressed 34
Structure of the course ( if more than one 34
Competence Unit, also consider the... :
0.0 1.0 20 3.0 4.0

Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 5 - CU pilots evaluation results from participantsconcerning o6training progran

Figure6illustrates the scores received for the training sessions. Most factors were highly scored
Fo2@S o 62dzi 2F no KAOK RSY2yaiaN)»GdSa GKS FoAfA
learning outcomes. The two scores that received less than 3 powetre related with the

practical part and access to AM equipment, which was a limitation due to covid restrictions for

some of the pilots delivered. All candidates were aware of the practical part limitation and tutors

made an effort to compensate with loér resources such as videos, animations and discussions

during the online sessions.

Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
Training Session

Audience participation (encouragement) I 3.4
Addressed questions and answers NN 36
Time spent training with the AM machine

Allocated contact hours for the practical work

Allocated contact hours for the theoretical I 30

classes

Suitability of the equipment used in the T "

practical training

Usefulness of the learning materials (i.e. slide I 32

shows, handbooks, videos, samples)

Fundamental principles provided/ good I 35

understanding of the subject
Support provided by the trainers I 3.7
Performance of the trainers N 3.6

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 6 - CU pilots evaluation results from participants concerning 'training session’

Figure7 shows the scores received regarding the training objectives, applicability of learning
outcomes, examination methods and skills/lknowledge acquired during the training. All factors
were highlyscored above 3 out of 4 points. These results demonstrate that candidates found
the training very useful, which is a result of the quality of sessions and guidelines and materials
developed by CLLAIM partners during this project.
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Results of the Participants Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the
achieved results

Achievement of the training objectives I 3.3
Applicability of the leaming outcomes gained O EY

into your professional life

Evaluation (tests and examinations) methods I 3
used ’

Skills acquired during the training IR 31
Knowledge acquired during the training I 34

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 7 - CU pilots evaluation results from participants concerning 'achieved results'

From the evaluation received, it can be concluded thgineesfrom different backgrounds and
wide range of AM industrial experience agree in thelijyaf the materials delivered and the
applicability of the learning outcomes in their industijhe evaluations received from 230
candidates during CU pilots validated the usability of the AM guideline and highlighted the
impact that an international AMualification system would have for future implementation.

3.2. CU Pilots evaluation results from Trainers

Trainers that supported the delivery of CU sessions provided valuable feedback based on their
experience in teaching the learning outcomes and productiteg material for the different
profiles.Figure8 shows the distribution of trainers experts that participated in the CU pilots.

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the Trainer
Information: Which pilot-course did you conduct?

Supervisor [ 5.0

inspector [N 150
Designer [ 70

Operator [N 4.0

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0
Total

Figure 8 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'profile delivered'

This project has been co-funded with support from the European

i Co-funded by the  Commission. This publication reflects the views only of the
2 Erasmus+ Programme

of the European Union

10

author, and the Commission cannot be held responsible for any
use which may be made of the information contained therein.



7‘ Creating know!_edge and skill_s in Addtive Manufacturing EPITERNE
7 Reference number: 2017-3309/591838-EPP-1-2017-1-ES-EPPKA2-SSA hEM of the European Union
CLLAIM Preparation date: Jan, 2021 Revision: 0

Majority of trainers werehighly experienced in delivering training as shownFigure9, 78%
declaedto have medium to high experience while 22%ldeed to have little to n@xperience.

The teaching support was highly scored by candidates regardless of témakground Havirg

a structured profile with the learning outcomes and contact hours helped trainers to coordinate
and succeed delivering the CU pilots.

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the Trainer
Information: How would you rate your experience of preforming
trainings?

high experience [N 1.0
medium experience NN 14.0
little experience [N 5.0
newbie [ 2.0

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0
Total

Figure 9 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'experience performing training'

Tutors evaluated the overall quality of the training as very high, the results Fignre 10
illustrate that in general the pilots were well omjae and good communication among
coordinators and trainera/as achieved

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the General
Aspects

Overall quality of the training [ NNRNEREIIII :5

Infrastructure conditions provided by the

training institution (fumishing, heating, _ 37

lighting, sanitation, efc.)
Support provided by the training centre staff _ 38
(other than trainers) .

0.0 10 20 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 10 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'general aspects of training'
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Figurellsummariseshe CU evimationfrom trainersregarding learning outcomes, content and

structure of the course received high scored from trainers all above 3 out of 4 p8intdarly,

the contact hours and balanced between theory and preatireceived high evaluatipisome

trainers commented on the challenges 84 A 3SNA Y3 GKS GNFAYyAy3I 2yt AyS
covered full day contact hours. Some pilots were limited in the practicalduetto the Covid

restrictions, covering theory and replacing the practical part with more presentations was
challenging for trainers and participants however the information provided was well received

and long breaks between presentations were suggestbdéncovering long hours of online

teaching.

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the Trainig Program

Link between the contents and the learning e 32

outcomes

Balance between theoretical and practical I 32

workload

Established contact hours |GGG 3.1
Contents addressed NN 3.5
Structure of the course ( if more than one I 3
) .

Competence Unit, also consider the sequence

0.0 1.0 20 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 11 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'training program’

Trainers that participated in the CU pilots were able to provide insightful feedback avénal

training sessioras shown orFigurel2. Learning materials, equipment used and the balance
between contact hours and teaching session for theory aadtpral. In general, all factors were
highly evaluated by trainers, an improvement to balance the contact hours against the practical
and theory classes could be implemented by having full access to the facilities, which was a
limitation for some pilots. Mst candidates mentioned that they prefer the sessions in person,
which in noncovid circumstances would have been the first option.

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation conceming the Training
Session

Time spent training with the AM machine _ 33
Allocated contact hours for the practical work [ NN : ¢
Allocated contact hours for the theoretical _ a1
classes .
Suitability of the equipment used in the _ 35
practical training :
Usefulness of the learning materials (i.e. slide _ 34
shows, handbooks, videos, samples)
Support you could provide the participants [ R : 5

00 1.0 20 30 40
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 12 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'training session'
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Regarding the achieve results during CU pilots training sessions tutors evaluated the knowledge
and skillstransferred to candidates as very satisfiad shown inFigure 13. Regarding the
examination process, the evaluation was highly scored by trainers. Some trainers mentioned
that the quality of exam questions should be revielme ensure that questions are clear and

the translation into other languages is correct. Some partners implemented a second revision of
exam questions used for the pilots, which improved the evaluation received, by trainers and
participants.

Results of the Trainer Pilot-Trainig evaluation concerning the achieved
results

Evaluation (tests and examinations) methods
used
Skills the participants acquired during the _ 35
training :
Knowledge the participants acquired during _ 37
the training :

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Points (1: Not suitable to 4: Very suitable)

Figure 13 - CU pilots evaluation results from trainers concerning 'achieved results’

From the feedback received from trainers that delivered CU training sessions it can be concluded
that the quality of the sessions and knowledge transferreas wery satisfied and challenges
regarding online teaching were overcome. These results are from AM experts with advanced
experience on teaching; their feedbachlidatesthe usability of the qualification system and
structuredAM guideline developed durinthis project.
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4. Conclusion

The main objective of the CU pilots was to demonstrate the use and applicability of the AM
guidelines developed during this project. From tfeedback collected by the participants
(trainees and trainers)t can be concluded thahe CUpilotswere successful and well accepted

in industry andor future AM usersin particular

1 The usability for industry of the AM guidelines and tools that were implemented during
the pilots was successfully validated aedaluated in different countries for all the
developed AM profiles

1 The outcomes from pilots have confirmed the usability amdlustrialdemand forthe
international AM gualificationsystem, whictwas developed during this project

I The success of the pibtperformed during this project will benefit the future
implementation and acceptance of the internatioel qualification system.
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5. Annexes
Annex 1

Procedure for pilot activities CUs and RPL

1. Introduction
This document is a guidance for the collection of evidence and evaluation (feedback) that needs to

be gathered during the CU's and RPL pilots. The evidence collected during pilots is critical to assess
the quality and usability of the training, methodelogy and tools.

For piloting CU's and RPL this procedure shall be followed using the documents that can be found in
WPO0E, folder: ‘'D6.2 D6.3 Guidance to gather evidence and evaluation of CU'S & RPL pilots’ and
to collect feedback all evaluation forms are available on WP09, folders: 08 & 09. These work packages

and folders contain the required documentation and templates used as reference in this procedure.

D6.1 - Capacity building hor tranners
6.2 - Pilots of the Eurcpean matrix of LOs for the EL AR Qualific

D6.2 06.3 Guidance to gather evidence and evaluation of CU'S B RPL pllots
D6.3 - Pilating of RPL Tools

Da4_Roundtabls

Figure 1 — WP0G, Minimum regueremenis, for evidence and evaluation for pilots

v
00_Old_Versions
01_Meeting_Evaluation
02_Workpackage_Evaluation
03_Midterm_Evaluation
04_Midterm_Conference_Evaluation
05_External_Evaluation
06_Train_the_Trainer_Evaluation
07_Train_the_Auditor_Evaluation

v 08_Pilot_Training_Evaluation

v 09_RPL_Evaluation
10_Roundtable_Evaluation
11_Final_Evaluation

= Internal_Evaluation_Plan_updated 052020

Figure 2 - WP09, Evaluation of LO’s and RPL

2. Scope and targets

This procedure which covers the minimum requirements for collecting evidence of training and
evaluating CU and RPL pilots, is aimed at CLLAIM project partners (VET Providers) who will be
supplying training as ATB’s (Authorised Training Bodies) and examination of candidates.
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3. Use of tools for recording evidence and evaluation of pilots
This guide aims to assist the instructors in collecting documents required from all delivered training

and implementation of RPL during pilots.

3.1 Evidence required for CU’s pilots
At the beginning of the sessions, the tutor is responsible of informing participants that evidence of

their training iz required, it is also responsibility of the tutor to collect all the evidence before the end

of each training.

During each training, a ‘training file' shall be produced, per candidate, with all the documents
collected. This training file will be used as evidence of the training provided and feedback received.

The following steps shall be followed to collect the required documentation:

3.1.1.Prepare the checklist
As a tool to gather all the required documents, it is recommended to have a checklist available before

and during the training. An example of this document can be found in Annex 1.

3.1.2.Produce a Lesson Plan
A lesson plan that can be adapted to different AM Profiles and CU's shall be produced for each

training. The lesson plan shall contain a detailed description of the activities, scheduled during
training, the resources required for each activity and the contact hours covered during the day. A
template for lesson plan is presented with the minimum information required, an example can be
found in Annex 2.

3.1.3.Attendance list
Itis mandatory to produce an attendance list during the training. All participants will be required to

sign every day as a proof of their participation. If pilots were deliver online, include screenshots

showing participants attendance.

Attendance list should include specific information regarding the training, competence unit, start date
of the training, contact hours, training venue, and name and signature of the instructor in charge. A
template is presented with the minimum information reguired, an example of this document can be

found in Annex 3.
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3.1.4.Evidence of assessments, candidate’s answersheet
Any results achieved by participants during the theory sessions, shall be collected as evidence of

assessments. It is responsibility of the partner delivering the pilot to collect and keep the results or

answer sheets of any assessment completed by the candidates. If pilots were deliver online. google

forms, survey monkey or similar are acceptable to collect exam results.

At least one answer sheet or assessment results shall be provided as proof of final theory
assessment. A template for evidence of assessments is presented with the minimum information

required, an example of this document can be found in Annex 4.

3.1.5.Evidence of practical tasks
If applicable, a list of practical tasks should be produced by the candidate as a proof of training for
practical exercises. This list of practical task should include sufficient details and be included in the

training file for each participant. If practical assessment was not possible. include a brief justification.

An example of this document can be found in Annex 5.

3.1.6.Photographic evidence of training (optional)
Itis recommended to gather photo-evidence during the training sessions to demonstrate: candidate’s

participation in training activities both practical (as appropriate) and theory sessions either classroom-

based or online. If pilots were deliver online, include screenshots showing participants attendance.

An example of this document can be found in Annex 6.

3.1.7.Evaluation (feedback) from pilots - Participant and Tutors
It i= mandatory to obtain feedback from participants and to keep evidence from their training. In the
case of CU pilots, it is mandatory to obtain feedback from each competence unit and encourage

participants to include their comments for each CU. If pilots were deliver online. google forms, survey

maonkey or similar are acceptable to collect evaluations.

Tutors/Trainers are required to provide feedback and evaluate each CU delivered.
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3.2 Tools for RPL pilots
Regarding RPL pilots, the examiners and partners performing RPL pilots are responsible for gathering

documents from candidates participating in the RPL pilots. These documents will built the

candidate's portfolio. It is responsibility of examiners to:

« Verify all documents and experience presented from candidates.
+ Provide feedback of the available tools for RPL pilots.

« Collect feedback from participants of the RPL pilots.

3.2.1.RPL Process
Refer to the RPL process from the latest version of the 'Guideline for RPL in the AM sector’ on
WP05.
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Figure 3 - RPL process proposed in the "Guideline for RPL in the AM Sector

3.2.2.Checklist for examiners - RPL pilots
Itis a highly recommended to use this tool to verify documents required during the RPL pilots. A

template of this document is available on WP0E and presented in Annex 7:Checklist far RPL examiners.
3.2.3.Evaluation from examiners and participants - RPL pilots

It is mandatory to obtain feedback from candidates and to record evidence of participation.

Examiners are responsible to collect feedback and encourage participants to comment on their final

observations. |f pilots were deliver online. google forms, survey monkey or similar are acceptable fo

collect evaluations.

Examiners taking part in the RPL pilots are required to provide feedback. It is required to complete

an evaluation at the end of each pilot activity.
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4. Procedure for CU & RPL exams

All partners performing CU's or RPL pilots are responsible to follow the procedure for exams as

follows:

ATB deliver

1. Each ANB (DVS, CESOL, and TW!) will be responsible to produce the exams required for the
CUS & RPL pilot activities. Database of all exam questions is available through EWF.

2. ATB's (All Pariners) are responsible for asking the ANB for the exam with at least one week
before the examination date.

3. The ANB will then make available the exam to the ATB at least two days before the
examination date.

4. ATE conducts the exam and sends it the ANB.

5. The ANB has one week to correct (mark) the exam and send the results to the ATB.

6. ATE provides exam results to candidates.

5. Summary
+ All templates required, annexes and examples presented in this document and the annexes

are available in WP0G folder D6.2 D6.3 Guidance to gather evidence and evaluation of
CU’S & RPL pilots

» Al evidence of pilots collected from participants shall be uploaded on SharePoint as follows:
v* CU Pilots: Upload evidence on WP0E, folder D6.2
¥~ RPL Pilots: Upload evidence on WP, folder D6.3

» Al evaluation (feedback) collected from participants and tutors during the CU's and RPL
pilots shall be scanned and uploaded on SharePoint WP09, using folder 08 for CU Pilots,
folder 09 for RPL pilots.

» Once pilot activities are completed, update the status on the pilots schedule excel file WP0G.
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6. Annexes

Annex 1: Check list - CU Pilots

reating know..edge and skil..s in Additive Manufacturing

/
é 7 Reference number 2017-3309591838-EPP-1-201 -EPPKAZ-SSA
Document title Docaments Notes
required
[¥]  Lessonplan 1 per training
Attendance list
IZ If pilots were deliver online,
1 per training

include screenshots showing
participants

Evidence of assessments,
candidate’s answer sheet

m If pilots were deliver online,

google forms, survey monkey 1 per candidate

or similar are acceptable to

collect exam results.

Evidence of practical tasks, (if
applicable)

E If practical assessment was not 1 per candidate
possible, include a brief
justification in this form
Photographic evidence of training

E If pilots were deliver online,

include screenshots showing 1 per training
participants
Feedback from training

%] Evaluation form available on 1 per candidate

WP09.

Figure 4 - Example of checklist
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Annex 2: Lesson Plan - CU pilots
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Figure & - Example of Lesson Plan, part |
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