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Issues

A Need to develop effectiveassfssors
hidden nature of dentistry
changing practice requires constant update
A Student understanding of purposeasfsgsément: mixed

A Access to criteria and standards: insufficient for understandir
perceived lack of fairness and consistency

A What can we do to improve the outcome.

Methods

A Levels of evaluati@fed et al 2001)
A Level 1: Reactions or perceptions

Evaluated by surveys of students perceptions of their
learning and self assessment ability (2006)

A Level 2: Learning and knowledge

Evaluated by analysis of ability to recognise and apply
criteria to videos of clinical scenarios. (2006)

A Level 3: Behaviours

Evaluation of self assessment forms completed after
clinical procedure (2006)
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Course structure

APBL structufescenario based
A Concentration on group work

AEarly exposure to clinical activities
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This study aimed to evaluatg feesa r

studei

perceptions and impact on their learning outcomes

following participation irassiéssment activities
involving observation, discussion, practice and
reflection during semester 1 and 2, first year.

(Rust et l2cDo 2003; MacDonald and Bo
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Study Design

A Participants: Figstar and thisear dental students

Pre-test: knowledge of SA and application of criteria - ‘Jason’
Workshop 1: practice, discussion, feedback

Post-test: knowledge of SA and application of criteria - ‘Jason’
Workshop 2: practice writing & critiquing summary SA
Pre-test application of criteria - 'Jippy"

Workshop 3: practice, discussion, feedback

Post-test: application of criteria - 'Jippy"

Post-test: application of criteria - 'Jason’, ‘Jippy', ‘Anthony’

(Ethics Approval No: H 014-2006: 86% consent rate of first-year students)
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Methods: Analysis

A Responses were analysed blind to the timing of th
tests

A Knowledge responses were graded as satisfacton
unsatisfactory

AResponses to assessmen
60Ji ppyo6 and 6Anthonyd)
assessment criteria were identified and examples
given

ATest results were anal

(p<0:05)
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Perceptions: workshop design &EEtivities
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organised  practice + discussion + feedback +  satisfaction

1= not at all; 2 = to a small extent; 3= to a reasonable extent;
4= to a great extent
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Resultsintra rater reliability

A Repeat analysis of 15% of responses resulted in:
A 5591% matching for grading edsssEsment
knowledge questions

A 83-100% matching for identification of criteria in
6JasoN®d% TOG O6Ji p-p@dfoand 80
'Ant honyo
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Results:
Perceptions of workshop 1
A Supporting learniggaluation Level 1)
A Well organised and clear about what was expected

APractice assessing-o6peer
assessments

A Critically evaluating range of quality of weitten self
assessments

A Discussion in small and large groups
A Feedback from staff following discussion
A No significant differences in perceptions over 4 years (
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Results: perceptions of
selfassessment abilityvaiuation Level 1)

APeaceived ability to accuratelassifss improved over
the year:
I start S1: 3:00.4
T end S1: 3:80.5
i end S2: 3:60.5
AParallel decline in perception that thesissesment
could be improved
AThese data indicated that students considered thei
year-experiences had supported them to be able tc
assess.
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Results: Knowledge outcomes

(Evaluation level 2)

AKnowledge of satfsessment for different questions
improved to satisfactory for é289@of students,
while 1886% of responses remained unsatisfactory.



Results: Application of criteria: Video Jason

(Evaluation Level 2)

ABy the end of semester 1, up to 94% of students
identified at least one example of different criteria
depicted in the video

A Significantly more students identified eight criteria
depicted in 6Jasoné at
six relating to professional behaviour.

AThis significant improvement in the identification of
criteria was maintained 37 weeks later.
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Results: Application of criteria: Videmo Jippy

AAt the end of semestel95% identified criteria
depicted in the video ¢

AOver semester 2, the only significant improvement
identified criteria in
and communication

Limitations
A Pretest may lead to a learned response
(Cook and Beckman, 2008):

Repeated viewing did not lead to consistent differen
the identification of criteria byytrardstudents
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Results: Application of criteria: Jason

manl

K1+ KI- K2 S2+ S3- PM1+ PB2+ PB2- PB3+ PB3- PB4+ PBA4- PBS+

BWk4,51,1st yr BWk12,S1,1st yr OWk1,51,2nd yr
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Results: Application of criteria in a new
scenario: Video Anthony
Amajority of students identified professional behavio
criteria:

A infection control breaches

A overconfidence

A inability to accurately-asdess against criteria

A ethical issues

A issues with personal attributes

Limitations

A The detailed list of criteria used to assestiapplica
of criteria may result in studiekisg off a check
list:A less than 2% of respondents did this

A Maturation contributed to change: no control grou
part of wusual cour s e;
skills may assist in clarifying this (current analysis

A Multifaceted nature of the learning activities mear
that it is not possible to identify the contribution to
change of any part of the process




