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National Student Survey:
assessment and feedback questions

S5 The criteria used in marking have been made
clear in advance

S6 Assessment arrangements and marking have
been fair

S7 Feedback on my work has been prompt

S8 | have received detalled comments on my
work

S9 Feedback on my work has helped me clarify
things | did not understand




‘Clear in advance’:

Transparency and availability
or clarity of understanding?

Simply “having “Fuzzy” language

explicit criteria” is no (Sadler, 1989)

guarantee that Social constructivist

.StUdent,S work will approach calls for

IMmprove engagement and

(Rust, 2002) interaction in
learning

(O’'Donovan et al,
2008)



BA (QTS) in Primary Education

120 students per cohort

Education and Professional Studies course
Blended learning approach

Context



Engaging students with
assessment criteria

Tutors write and publish 3 assessment items
assessment criteria in
advance

Active approach Peer assessment of
Involving students portfolio

(Hounsell et al, 2008;

Nicol, 2009) =xam

Students encouraged to
‘unpick’ these through
discussion and activity,
to build ‘success criteria’
In their own language

Joint Report



Data

Course outcomes

End of year
evaluation
guestionnaires

| understood the
assessment criteria used

for the summative
assignments

Strongly disagree 0.0%
Disagree 12.9%
Agree 65.9%
Strongly agree 21.2%

n=85
June 2010

Interviews — July
2010 with 3 self-
selecting students
from 2009-2010
cohort

Themes discussed:
Purpose of criteria

Understanding of
criteria

Development of
‘success criteria’



Interviews:
Criteria as a checklist...

® Do criteria lead to
narrow students’
approach and
creativity?

@ “criteria compliance”
(Torrance, 2007)




...and a framework of support that
builds confidence.




Criteria provide a focus for
discussion




...and bring opportunity, fairness
and insight.




We need to build on students’
prior experience,
consider context




...and language.




‘Clear in advance’

IS It possible? Should we develop

s it advantageous? our writing of
assessment criteria?
Should students
become more
engaged with criteria
through activity and
discussion?




