Student Assessment Sub-Committee
m Minutes

UNIVERSITY

Faculty of Medicine

Wednesday, March 27, 2024, 4:00 pm
via WebEx

Attendees: H.Coombs, S. Drodge, M. Gilbert, S. Pennell, P. Pike, N. Pitts (Learner Rep), S. Reid (Chair), T. Snelgrove,

M. Wahl, K. Zipperlen, M. McKay

Regrets: L. Boone

Topic Details

Action items and
person responsible

Introduction and Welcome | s, Reid welcomed the group and called the meeting to order.

Agenda review No conflict of interest was declared.
- Review for COI
- Confirmation of Agenda It was MOVED by T. Snelgrove and SECONDED by S. Reid to accept

the Agenda as presented.
Review and approval of It was MOVED by T. Snelgrove and SECONDED by M. Gilbert to
minutes accept the minutes of the February 28, 2024 meeting as
circulated.

All'in favour and the MOTION PASSED.

1. Business arising

2. Standing Items

2.1 Phase 1-4 assessment updates

Phase 1:
e Noreport
Phase 2:

e T.Snelgrove indicated the Theme 3 exam is tomorrow and aiming to get the marks

out within the usual timeline, despite the Easter long weekend.
Phase 3:

e S.Drodge indicated all is going well. The Theme 8 exam was held on Monday; hoping
to get all responses to challenged questions back by end of today. Students should
get their results before the long weekend.

e The use of calculators at exams was raised. S. Drodge is hoping a calculator can be
added into the exam software to make things easier. The working group feels
calculators should be available at all exams, either via the software or purchased and
provided.

e S.Pennell mentioned they will be testing a built-in calculator in the exam software
over the summer; will share the functionality with this committee.

Phase 4
e No update; Dr. Duggan not in attendance.
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2.2 Learner Matters

e N. Pitts did not have any concerns or feedback to bring forward on behalf of the
learners.

e M. Gilbert did not have anything to report.

e A.Gou notin attendance.

2.3 Assessment Monitoring and Evaluation

2.3.1 Exam Blueprints Phase 2 and Phase 3

e K. Zipperlen presented the exam blueprints for Phase 2 and Phase 3
Overall, no concerns in terms of validity; working with instructors to make sure all
sessions are represented appropriately on the exams.

2.3.2 Report on Learner Satisfaction with Assessment

e K. Zipperlen presented the report on Learner Satisfaction with Assessment.

Key points from Phases 1-3:

e Learner evaluation of the Patient courses has been stable with good ratings
(minimum benchmark is average rating of 3.5 based Likert-scale from 1-5).
Evaluation ratings for Patient Ill tend to be a little higher.

e Afterinitial low evaluations for the Anatomy Portfolio (introduced 3 years ago)
the ratings by the Class of 2026 have improved. This is likely due to the
improvements in exam delivery and changing two bell ringer exams to group
presentations in Phase 2.

e The evaluations of specific assessment methods in the Patient courses were
reviewed. The emerging infectious disease group presentation has had lower
ratings, will monitor.

e Clinical skills very popular overall and gets high ratings in all phases.

e Learner evaluation of the Physician Competencies courses has been stable for the
past 4 years with ratings of 3.9 or higher now.

e The evaluations of specific assessment methods in the Physician Competencies
courses have been fairly stable and are above the 3.5 benchmark. The research
project assessment received the highest rating. The lowest rating was for the
Peer assessment of professional behaviours which is no longer included in the
evaluation.

e The evaluations for the Community Engagement courses have improved over the
last 3 years. Learner evaluation of assessment was negatively impacted by
changes due to pandemic restrictions but now the ratings look good. The
Community visit essay received a low rating from Class 2025, but has improved.

Key points from Core and post-Core:

e Learner evaluation of assessment and assessment methods has been stable for
the Core Experiences course. Clinic cards, initially lower ratings but have since
stabilized the past few years.
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Evaluation rating for the Clinical Skills IV course have been low (at or just below
the 3.5 benchmark). The Class of 2023 was the first cohort to complete the
assessment in the course after it could not be administered for the previous 3
years. Learners noted concerns with the preparation for assessments and their
delivery. See response from Clinical Skills IV Lead below.

Electives/Selectives are popular courses as evidenced by positive evaluations, no
concerns.

Physician Competencies IV received lower ratings compared to
Electives/Selectives but the evaluations have stabilized. This course will be looked
at as per the curriculum review.

2.3.3 Phase 1 course assessment reports

K. Zipperlen explained the course assessment report process and presented the
Phase 1 course assessment reports for the Class of 2027.

Patient | course:

Learner do well in the Patient | course, no concerns overall.

H. Coombs updated that as of last Fall, the patient courses are now evaluated
after each theme instead of the phase which is more timely and the learners can
provide immediate/better feedback. There are now 4 evaluation reports, as
opposed to 1, and we can also compare assessments of the themes. The
evaluation of the Theme 4 assessment had the lowest rating; will continue to
monitor.

Narrative feedback from learners regarding the Patient course included
comments about exam questions, the process of the grade release/needing a
more defined timeline for those learners on the bubble; as well as comments on
formative questions.

The committee discussed the suggestion to not release exam results (unadjusted
marks) right away and have all learners wait until exam results are finalized. M.
Gilbert and N. Pitts both felt that learners would prefer receiving results
immediately following the exam. However, there have been instances were
learners “on the bubble” did not receive their exam learning objectives in a timely
manner. M. McKay will ensure those learners will be prioritized moving forward.

Clinical Skills I course:

Learners did quite well, no concerns regarding assessment noted.

Physician Competencies | course:

Overall learners are performing well in this course.
There was further feedback regarding the description and rubric for the Lifelong
Learning Assignments; D. Stokes and
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S. Shorlin will review those assignments to see if any improvements can be made.

Community Engagement | course:
e Learners performed quite well in the course, in line with historical trends.

2.3.4 Responses to post-Core course dssessment reports

e K. Zipperlen reviewed the responses to the post-Core course assessment reports
by the Course Leads.

e (linical Skills IV: Dr. G. Sheppard is the new Course Lead since last year. Changes
have been made to the delivery of assessments based on the feedback from the
Class of 2023, including revisions to OSCE checklists, a practice day for mandatory
procedures and OSCE skills. Dr. Sheppard now sits on the Clinical Skills Committee
and will continue to make improvements to the course. The plan is to move it to
December.

e No action required regarding Electives and Selectives. The Selectives Lead Dr.
Patey hopes to expand the P2P program.

e Physician Competencies IV — monitoring learner feedback and will look at this
course as per suggested from the curriculum review.

Next Meeting: April 24, 2024

Adjourned at 5:10 pm
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