Student Assessment Sub-Committee
m Minutes

UNIVERSITY

Faculty of Medicine

Wednesday, November 22, 2023, 4:00 pm
via WebEx

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

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

Note: S. Reid had to unexpectedly leave meeting early and T. Snelgrove acted as chair while S. Reid was absent.

Regrets: P. Pike, M. Wahl

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 L. Boone MOVED to accept the Agenda; SECONDED by M.

Gilbert
Review and approval of It was MOVED by M. Gilbert and SECONDED by T. Snelgrove to
minutes. accept the minutes of the October 25, 2023 meeting as
presented.

All'in favour and the MOTION PASSED.

1. Business arising

1.1 Review of action items from October 25, 2023
All action items from October meeting completed. UGMS approved the Phase 2
assessment plans with minor wording change for the Patient Il plan (“recurring
assessments” changed to “2 or more reassessments”).

1.2 Procedure for communicating exam content
L. Boone updated that after further discussion with peers, it appears the issue about
knowing the exact sessions represented on the exam is a concern for only some
learners in class. Therefore, there is no need to change the exam content
communication approach at this time but he suggested to provide basic information

e ACTION: K. Zipperlen
to draft one-page
assessment explainer
with general
information and links
as appropriate. L.
Boone to provide
feedback on document
and advise on best
communication to

(e.g. rule of 2 questions per instructional hour) to learners so expectations are clear. class.
2. Standing Items
2.1 Phase 1-4 assessment updates
Phase 1:
e P.Pike not present to report.
Phase 2:
e T.Snelgrove indicated there is nothing to report.
Phase 3: ACTION:
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e S.Drodge indicated overall going well in Phase 3. However, learners have commented
about not having reference lab values available for exam questions as not all
instructors include reference (normal) lab values in their question stem. S. Drodge
suggested to consider providing learners with a list of reference lab values during the
exam.

e S, Pennell to look into whether this can be accommodated in QuestionMark, would
likely depend on the reference lab values file. NBME has a reference lab value sheet
available but this includes American-based values.

e K. Zipperlen will check to see if MCC has one as well. Overall, committee agrees with
providing reference lab values to learners as long as the reference list is suitable for
Canadian healthcare. The reference lab value document would also need to be
provided to instructors so they are aware what information learners have at hand
when answering exam questions.

Phase 4

e S.Reid reported that the upcoming NBME exam in December cannot be administered
in the HSC library as it is not yet operational after flooding. S. Pennell updated that
rooms in the business building have been booked for the exam administration.

K. Zipperlen to identify
reference lab values list and
send document to S. Pennell.
S. Reid to review reference
lab values list to ensure
appropriateness for
Canadian healthcare context.

2.2 Learner Matters

Phases 1-3:

e L.Boone had no major feedback to report. General question about formative
questions and if some were challenged on accuracy in the past as on rare occasion
formative question has wrong answer listed. S. Reid and S. Pennell confirmed that
faculty instructors provide and review formative questions. Phase Assessment
Working groups work with instructors to ensure quality guidelines are adhered to
and to edit questions as needed. S. Pennell indicated that learners should contact
DaL if they think there is an issue with a formative question. L. Boone will work
with classmates to identify any questions of concern and send those along to D2L.

e M. Gilbert indicated there is no feedback from the resident perspective.

e A. Gou not present to report

2.3 Assessment monitoring and evaluation

2.3.1 Exam Blueprint Phase 1, Phase 2, Phase 3

e K. Zipperlen presented the exam blueprints for Phase 1 exam 2 and Phase 3 exams
2 and 3. While each exam was one or two questions short, there was otherwise
good representation from all sessions and no noted concerns with content
validity.

2.3.2 Phase 3 course assessment reports (Class of 2025)

e K. Zipperlen presented the Phase 3 course assessment report for the Class of
2025. These reports have been reviewed by the Phase 3 Team and sent to the
Phase 3 Lead for review.

e No significant concerns regarding assessment were noted in the reports. Learner
performance and evaluation of assessment was overall in line with historical
trends.

Page 2 of 3




Minutes

m Student Assessment Sub-Committee

UNIVERSITY

Faculty of Medicine

Wednesday, November 22, 2023, 4:00 pm
via WebEx

For Clinical Skills 111, the OSCE station metrics show scores for correlation and
overall reliability below target values. The Clinical Skills committee will review
metrics from all OSCEs and determine next steps to improve station performance.
The committee had a brief discussion about the low response rates to the
program evaluation surveys. H. Coombs outlined the steps taken so far to address
this issue and L. Boone asked where to bring forward any ideas and feedback on
improving response rates. H. Coombs indicated best to touch base with PESC or
Phase 4 learner representative.

2.3.3 Phase 4 Core Experience Course Assessment Report (Class of 2024)

Learners performed well in the course overall. The Phase 4 Progress Committee
reviews any learner who are not progressing as expected and determine
reassessment requirements.

Progress testing results are in line with previous cohorts. Learners performed
better for the 8 months test compared to the summative test. It is unclear why
the performance decreased. One learner successfully reassessed the summative
exam.

Learner evaluation of assessment in line with historical trends. Use of EPAs for
self-directed learning received lower ratings but still above 3.5 benchmark.
Assessment methods in Pediatrics received low ratings, Health Advocacy essay
and Clinical Experiences log received ratings below 3.5 benchmark. Narrative
feedback indicates concerns over EPA assessment and clinic cards (e.g.
preceptors not signing off on cards) similar to previous years. Learners also
indicated Health Advocacy essay (Pediatrics) does not provide benefit for learning
and raised concerns over the number of clinical encounters that need to be
recorded. K. Zipperlen to present this report at the Phase 4 Team meeting for
further feedback.

2.3.4 Phase 4 post-Core Course Assessment Reports (Class of 2023)

Reports tabled to next meeting.

3. New Business

3.1 Providing list of normal lab values for exams in Phases 1-3

Covered under 2.1

Next Meeting: January 24, 2024

Adjourned at 5:35 pm
MOVED by T. Snelgrove and
SECONDED by M. Gilbert
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