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Reports of high quality – 
a process with different parts 
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Diverse approaches to training 
 



Tre kvalitetsnivåer 
 

 
Bedömningsunderlag 
 

 
Framework and guidelines 
 



Tre kvalitetsnivåer 
 

 
Seminars for judgement and equity 
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Feedback 
 

 
Structured feed-back 
 



Tre kvalitetsnivåer 
 Self-evaluation – Questions for reflexion 

Are all areas of inspection addressed? 

Is the motivation clear and coherent? (in relation to the inspected area?) 

Are there judgements for all areas? 

Is there evidence for the judgements?  

Is there a ”balance of evidence”? 

Do the recommendations feed forward? 

Is the language accessible? 
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Systematic follow-up 
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Arbetet framåt 
 

 
And next? 
 



 

• In-service training 
• Framework and guidelines 
• Seminars 
• Structured feed-back 
• Systematic follow-up 
 

 



Questions? 


