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ﬁg The EFEL Team

¢ The Project is led by Nottingham
‘rent University:

* Project Director — Prof. Nell
Macfarlane

+ Project Consortium Manager- Dr.
Colin Hughes
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Eg The EFEL Team

¢ The Consortium Partner iIs

+ De Montfort University
» Project Manager — Dr. Richard Jenkins

s Also Associate Partner institutions
Involved
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53 ESR

+ NTU gained 4 points for Teaching,
Learning and Assessment Iin
= Molecular Biosciences
= Organismal Biosciences
= Physics

= ‘Excellent’ for Chemistry in previous
review structure.
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&3 HEECE & FTDL

(fund for the development of teaching and learning)

¢ FDTL phase 4

« HEFCE funding arising from the joint findings of
the Biosciences ESRs administered through
FDTL

= Universities invited to bid for funding to....

‘stimulate developments in learning and teaching and to secure
the widest possible involvement of institutions in the take-up
and implementation of good practice’ (FDTL4)

= In particular projects were expected to

address.. ‘subject priorities, generic issues and the
current national policy areas such as widening
participation, graduate employability and student
retention.” (FDTL4)

Effective Feedback Enhanced Learning



Eg Subject priorities — Molecular
Biosciences

¢ The main area for concern in the overall
Molecular Biosciences review was the area

of TLA which had .... ‘the lowest mean and
mode grades across molecular biosciences, due
largely to variable students' learning experiences
and flaws in student assessment processes
(QAA).

+ Areas for improvement were identified as ...
clearer guidance to students on the learning
outcomes, assessment and marking criteria, and
consistently better moderation and feedback are
required to improve further the quality (QAA).
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Eg Subject priorities — Organismal
Biosciences

* Across the Organismal Biosciences TLA
was the lowest scoring of the six aspects of
provision graded.

¢+ The most common weakness is the failure to
establish, communicate and apply consistently
grade descrlptors or marking criteria. ..... In
several cases, even when marking criteria exist,
the marks awarded are not consistent with the
criteria specified .... Students' returned work often
contains little written, constructive comment even
when the assessment is intended to provide
iInformation for the students to reflect upon their
learning and make further progress. (QAA
organismal biosciences)
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* Feedback is essential If students are to

Improve their understanding ....... However
there are:

+ Problems with large class sizes

* Problems with timely provision of feedback

+ Problems encouraging students to engage

with the feedback and improve their

performance .... How often do you have to

= remind students to: give units of

JN“%‘ measure....r_elate TH_EIR results to the
background information....cite references
properly....etc...etc.?
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&3

Project Aims

Aims of the project :

* The project Is designed to identify,
build on and disseminate good
practice In:

= the application of assessment criteria
and grade descriptors;

s assessment of students’ work and the
provision of feedback.
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Eg EFEL .. For Students

* The project will:

= Improve transparency, fairness and consistency
In assessment

= Enable a better understanding of the
application of assessment criteria and links with

learning outcomes and achievements
= Encourage reflection — -7

« Facilitate improved performance 4 :ﬂ
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ﬁg EFEL .... For staff

* The project will:
= Make marking more time efficient
» Make moderation easier
» Improve confidence in the consistency of

marking
= Ensure prompt return of work

P =
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&3 | ... so what are we going to
do

Task Specific
. Assessment

Gener!C : Criteria Sheets Student

Grade Criteria Focus
Rewrite at
3 levels GI’OUpS
Generic Assessment
Grade Criteria and Feedback

Workshops EFEL AUDIT

Input into Exemplar,
Induction Students
Work
Module Staff
Assessment Workshops
Task Audit Using Criteria
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Eg The Assessment and Feedback

Process
STUDENT ’E
TASK STUDENT UNDERSTANDS
CRITERIA FOR THE TASK
STUDENT SETS @
TARGET FOR
IMPROVEMENT STUDENT UNDERSTANDS
CARRY OUT GENERIC GRADE CRITERIA
TASK
HAND IN TASK ' § >
STUDENT READS STAFF MARK USING
AND INTERACTS TASK-SPECIFIC AND
WITH FEEDBACK GENERIC GRADE CRITERIA

RECEIVE
MARK AND/OR ,: ’
FEEDBACK
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ﬁg Task-Specific Criteria
Assessment Sheets (TSCAS)

+ A student entitlement

+ |[nforms students of aspects to be
assessed

¢ Informs students of mark allocation

+ Being developed by all staff (good
practice)

+ Should a common format be used?
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Eg Student Perceptions of TSCASs

Very Useful Fairly Not very Not at
Useful Useful Useful all
Useful

n=100
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59 Student Views of Assessment
Feedback Sheets related to TSCAS

Very Useful Fairly Not very Not at
Useful Useful Useful all

Useful
n=100
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Eg Effective Feedback

¢ Detailed?

+ Related to Task-Specific Criteria?
+ Related to Learning Outcomes?

¢ Focused on major strengths /
weaknesses?

+ On the script / feedback sheet / both?
+ Recelved quickly?
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&3

Coursework Feedback Survey

Students value:

¢ Constructive criticism

+ Help with improving their work

+ Where they went ‘wrong’

* | egible feedback

+ Encouragement for positive aspects
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&3

Coursework Feedback Survey

Students do not value:

+ Mark only

+ Unconstructive / destructive feedback
+ Feedback lacking detall

* Work marked contrary to advice

+ |llegible feedback
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&3

Feedback Preferences

O Rapid generic
feedback

H Less detailed,
more prompt
feedback

B More detailed, less
prompt feedback

n=100
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&3

Feedback Location

70+
60- [0 Feedback on script
50+
40- B Feedback on
% 20 marksheet
20—/ B Feedback on
104 marksheet and
script
O_
n=100

Effective Feedback Enhanced Learning




55 Student Interaction with
Feedback

O Mark and summary
comments

B Mark, summary
and additional
comments

B Read over work

n=100
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Eg Contact EFEL

Dr Colin Hughes

School of Biomedical and Natural Sciences
Nottingham Trent University

Clifton Lane

Nottingham

NG11 8NS

E-mail — colin.hughes@ntu.ac.uk

Tel — (0115) 8483300
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Eg Contact EFEL

Mrs Rachael Hunt

EFEL Project Administrator

School of Biomedical and Natural Sciences
Nottingham Trent University

Clifton Lane

Nottingham

NG11 8NS

E-mail — rachael.hunt@ntu.ac.uk

Tel — (0115) 8483242
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ﬁg Task-Specific Criteria
Assessment Sheets (TSCAS)

+* TSCAs have been one of the
successes of the EFEL Project. They
are being seen a student entitlement
where the following are made clear by
staff:
» Assessment criteria

= Mark allocation
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§3 Task 1

* Produce a TSCAs for a task you will be
giving to students Iin the next few weeks.
= Ensure that the criteria are understandable
= State the mark allocation
= Show your TSCAs to a colleague
= Are their expectations similar to yours?

= Might a student’s expectations be similar to
yours?

= How might feedback on the criteria be given?
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&3

Assessment and Feedback
Evaluation — Key Questions

Are there clear criteria for all types of assessment
tasks?

Are the criteria written for different levels?

Do students understand the assessment criteria?
Do students understand staff feedback?

|s staff feedback legible?

Does staff feedback help students to learn by
being developmental?

|s feedback timely?

Do you manage assessments to ensure that there
IS neither student (or staff ) overload?

|s the workload for students on a Xcp module
equitable with all other Xcp modules?




&3

Key Questions cont.

+ Are all assessment tasks
monitored/approved before being given to
students

x examinations
m [ests
s coursework tasks?

¢+ |s feedback by staff monitored in any way?

¢ Task 2

= Discuss arrangements in your Department/
School/ Faculty for selected items on the list

= Add any questions to the list
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