Registration Process Feedback 2015 - Completed by Genetic Alliance UK

The GCRB would like to thank all respondents for the taking the time to provide feedback.
Response rates were 10 of 14 Applicants, 6 of 14 Mentors and 5 of 14 Assessors. Results for
both Applicants and Mentors are summarized in the graphs below. The Genetic Alliance overall
conclusion from the feedback was that results show little about which to be concerned.
However, the GCRB considered what improvements could be implemented on the basis of the

following topics that were raised.

* Reporting of results: A specific date for reporting results will now be given to all
applicants on submission of their portfolio.

* Length of time to reassessment of deferred candidates: The Board regret that
limitations on GCRB assessors’ time remain the same and it is not possible at this time to
consider an earlier assessment date.

* Possible submission of portfolio using Dropbox: The Board would like to continue
with submission by email at this time. Instructions for “zipping” files will be added to the
applicant guidelines. The Board is trialing Dropbox for other aspects of Board
Administration and may revisit this option in the future.

* Moderator: There were a number of comments raised by Assessors regarding access to
and pressure on the Moderator on Assessment Day. Changes have been made to the
process for this year to highlight any work needing to be reviewed by the Moderators
earlier in the process. The Moderators are viewing this as a positive change.

Summary of APPLICANT feedback (10/14 respondents)
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Relating to SOMs
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