Student Assessment Sub-Committee
m Minutes

UNIVERSITY

Faculty of Medicine

Wednesday, October 25, 2023, 4:00 pm
via WebEx

Attendees: L. Boone (Learner Rep), H. Coombs, S. Drodge, M. Gilbert (Resident Rep), P. Pike, S. Reid (Acting Chair),

T. Snelgrove, M. Wahl, K. Zipperlen, M. McKay.

Regrets: V. Curran, S. Pennell, A. Gou

Topic Details

Action items and person
responsible

Introduction and Welcome | S. Reid welcomed the group and introductions were made.

Agenda review No conflict of interest was declared.
- Review for COI
- Confirmation of Agenda M. Wahl MOVED to accept the Agenda; SECONDED by T.

Snelgrove
Review and approval of It was MOVED by T. Snelgrove and SECONDED by M. Wahl to
minutes. accept the minutes of the June 28, 2023 meeting as presented.

All'in favour and the MOTION PASSED.

1. Business arising

1.1 Review of action items from June 28, 2023

1.2 Grading change for Patient Il Assessment Plan (Palliative Care)
The current assessment plan for the above assignment is marked using a
rubric and a numerical grade assigned; however, the instructor has requested
to change the grading to a Pass/Fail.

It was MOVED by S. Reid and SECONDED by T. Snelgrove to recommend this change.

e ACTION:S. Reid to

present updated
assessment plan to
UGMS for approval.

2. Standing Items

2.1 Phase 1-4 assessment updates

Phase 1:

e P.Pike indicated everything is going smoothly so far and receiving questions in a
timely manner; no issues to report.

Phase 2:

e T.Snelgrove reported that the Phase 2 Management Team is concerned with the
assessment burden, especially the anatomy portfolio and were hoping the MSK bell
ringer exam could be changed a group assignment.

e M. Wahlreiterated the anatomy assessment has already been paired down with the
other content having moved to presentations. Learners do well with the bell ringer
exam and it better prepares learners for later portions of the curriculum.

e Members discussed further, indicating bell ringer exams are well received and result
in deeper learning of anatomy content. The committee agreed to keep the bell ringer
exam in the anatomy portfolio. T. Snelgrove will report the outcome of the discussion
to the Phase 2 Management Team.
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Phase 3:

e S.Drodge reported a couple of exams have taken place and noted the technical issue
that occurred during the first exam. She asked if learners with accommodations could
be given the option to defer the exam if this happened again in the future.

e K. Zipperlen provided an update from the meeting held with IT Support, a class rep,
and staff regarding the technical problem. HSIMS did an extensive review and
checked all computers/laptops and the issue has been resolved.

e Thelearner rep has since provided an update to the class based on the meeting
outlined above.

e K. Zipperlenindicated that if there ever is a significant delay, we can offer a deferral.
The plan is to meet with staff involved in exam administration to review the steps to
take when there are exam interruptions.

Phase 4

e S.Reid reported the summative NBME exam for the Class of 2024 was written on July
28", One student remediated and was successful.

e The first NBME exam for the Class of 2025 was on August 18, 2023 using the new CAS
product. No issues to report.

2.2 Learner Matters

Phases 1-3:

e L.Boonereported that several learners expressed concern with understanding
what lecture content is covered on the exam, as well as the discrepancies
between the questions per lecture hours and the actual number of questions on
the exam.

e K. Zipperlen explained that this was discussed at the June meeting and was
decided that the communication to learners is to study everything, rather than
getting into specifics (i.e. not receiving questions on time). However, if there is a
tutorial or session that has been identified as not to be assessed at the start, the
learners will be informed.

e M. Gilbert added that other exams such as the NBME and LMC(, learners can be
tested on anything; therefore, the practice of studying everything may benefit the
learners in the long run.

e L. Boone feels there should be a description of quotas and when there is a
deviation from the standard rule of two questions per instructional hour, it should
be communicated. He indicated the Phase 3 Theme 1 exam should have had more
questions. There were fewer questions for the sessions taught by M. Wahl as part
of it was changed to a lab format this year. M. Wahl and K. Zipperlen will connect
to ensure session are appropriately labelled in the schedule.

e Intheinterest of time, this item will be on the agenda for next month’s meeting.

ACTION: K. Zipperlen to
add communication about
exam content to agenda
for the November SAS
meeting.

2.3 Assessment monitoring and evaluation
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2.3.1 Exam Blueprint Phase 1, Phase 2, Phase 3

K. Zipperlen shared the following exam blueprints:

Phase 2 Theme 5 exam: a few sessions were under-represented. Otherwise no
concerns noted.

Phase 3 Theme 1 exam: all sessions represented appropriately. The discrepancy in
assessed hours compared to scheduled hours was noted for the work-health
related sessions by M. Wahl (see 2.2).

Phase 1 Theme 1 exam: all sessions represented appropriately.

2.3.2 Progress Testing (update and pass score for Class of 2025)

The Class of 2025 wrote their first NBME exam in August using the new CAS
product. All went well and the class performance was in line with past
performance.

This committee is to review the pass score for the summative exam in July 2024.
K. Zipperlen presented and explained to members how the pass score has been
calculated in the past and proposed a pass score of 53 for the Class of 2025.

It was MOVED by S. Reid to accept the new pass score and SECONDED by M. Gilbert.
All'in favor.

ACTION: S. Reid to present
proposed pass score to
UGMS for approval.

2.3.3 Phase 2 Course Assessment Reports (Class of 2026)

K. Zipperlen presented the Phase 2 course assessment reports to the committee.
The Clinical Skills course report now includes a summary of the OSCE station
performance metrics. K. Zipperlen briefly explained metrics and reviewed the
statistics of the most recent Phase 2 OSCE. The low performance of the OSCE
stations was noted, in particular Station 5.

K. Zipperlen has discussed this with Clinical Skills Lead M. Goodridge and will bring
this to the Clinical Skills Committee for further review and development of action
items.

Otherwise no pressing assessment concerns with the reports were noted.

Phase 2 Lead A. Fowler will provide a final response to these reports and SAS will
review.

2.3.4 Phase 2 Assessment Plans

K. Zipperlen presented the Phase 2 assessment plans for the Class of 2027. Any
relevant changes were outlined in the “Revisions to Course Assessment Plans”.
No changes yet to the Phase 2 Clinical skills course and OSCE. See 2.3.3 for next
steps.

Due dates in the Physician Competencies course have been moved out of the last
two themes to reduce the assessment burden at the end of the phase. There will
be some assignments that will be due on the last day of the last research block
(end of May).

ACTION: S. Reid to present
Phase 2 assessment plans
to UGMS for approval.
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S. Reid MOVED to accept all Phase 2 assessment plans for the Class of 2027 as presented;
SECONDED by M. Wahl. Allin favor.

3. New Business

3.1 Update on OSCE metrics

e (Coveredunder2.3.3

ACTION:

Next Meeting: November 22, 2023

Adjourned at 5:30 pm
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