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Assessment & Feedback Use Cases
PROBLEM BASED LEARNING
Author: Brenda Dermody
Date: 2014

This use case describes how one assessment method was designed and implemented by a
lecturer or a group of lecturers in DIT. The use case was compiled from an interview conducted
as part of DIT’s RAFT project (2013-14), the aim of which was to provide a database of
assessment practices designed and implemented by academic staff across DIT.
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Lecturer
Brenda Dermody

Programme and year on which assessment was offered
BA Design (Visual Communication), Year 3 and Year 4

Description
A mix of formative crits and weekly work in progress tutorials which also involves peer learning in
tutorial groups of 5 or 6. A person from industry is brought in to view an interim crit. They view the
student's work from one particular issue such as strategy. Students are given their full marking and
guideline forms that have been used to assess. This form is very thorough and if they are falling in the
cusp of two marks certain lines may be highlighted.

Why did you use this Assessment?
Reflects the nature of industry practice. Students must be able to articulate their concepts. Prepares
students for industry and builds up their design vocabulary.

Why did you change to this form of assessment?
Crits were previously used; however the focus now is also on building design strategy and articulation.

How do you give feedback to students?
Lecturers sit down with student and go through work, explaining marks and why.

What have you found are the advantages of using this form of assessment?


Transparency



Ensures parity of marking (across 6 members of staff)



Students understand learning procedure



Lexicon of comments; saves on marking time - having to think of comments for students

What have you found are the dis‐advantages of using this form of assessment?


Could potentially be a bit inflexible for highly creative students



Some colleagues say they find it more time consuming. (Some find the descriptors too wordy
but no one has offered any alternatives so far.)

If another lecturer was using this assessment method would you have any tips for
them?
Trial it. We are bound by the Freedom of Information Act and the criteria used to inform our decision
making when marking should be transparent.
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Do you have any feedback from students about this assessment?
Students are happy enough, there is very little room for argument and it has cut down on appeals and
any conflict. They are also offered the opportunity to do a formative self-assessment prior to the
summative assessment which helps them focus on the project requirements.

Additional Comments
Ongoing difficulties with storing work for assessment and exam work that has to be kept for external
examiners, as dealing with large physical portfolio.

Additional Resources


Visual Communications Assignment Marking Scheme (see below).
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Visual Communications Assignment Marking Scheme
Student Name

Module

Element

1st (100–70%)

2.1 (69–60%)

2.2 (59–50%)

Pass (49–40%)

Referred (39–0%)

Research

Reflects a deep learning approach.
Documented research is both broad and
deep. The value of both conventional and
unconventional approaches in the field
has been established, documented and
critically discussed. Well organised and
structured. Methodology is logical and
appropriate. Analysis of findings is clear,
leading on to a highly effective strategy
and possibly some unique perspectives.
There is a clear logical link to findings
and the proposed design solution.
Sources for all research material are
supplied.

Mostly reflects a deep learning
approach. Documented research is both
broad and deep. The value of both
conventional and unconventional
approaches in the field has been
established, documented and critically
discussed. Reasonably well organised
and structured. Methodology is mostly
logical and appropriate. Analysis of
findings is clear for the most part,
leading on to an effective strategy.
There is a clear logical link to findings
and the proposed design solution.
Sources for all research material are
supplied.

Tends towards a surface learning
approach. A reasonable attempt at
breadth and depth in documented
research, but some gaps exist. Some
conventional and unconventional
approaches have been identified and
documented. Annotations tend towards
the descriptive. Material is reasonably
well organised and structured.
Methodology is mostly appropriate.
Analysis of findings is evident but the
link to strategy and proposed solution is
inferred, not explicit. Mostly sources for
research material are supplied.

Research meets basic
requirements, but demonstrates a
mostly surface approach to
learning. There is some critical
engagement with research
material. Structure of material is
fair with a basic indication of the
relevance to the aim and
objectives. Research strategy
focused in parts but with some
gaps, findings may not be clearly
stated or may not always be
appropriate to support final
design solution.

Research does not meet basic
requirements and
demonstrates a surface
approach to learning. No clear
details of research strategy
and little evidence of research
activities. No discernible
structure or attempt to present
work in a coherent manner.

Developmen
t&
Realisation

Design
Strategy

Presentation

Evidence that a range of conceptual
approaches have been developed and
thoroughly considered. Chosen concept
has a high degree of detailed refinement
based on an appropriate number of
iterations. Development work is very well
organised and documented. Final
solution is grounded in research findings
and communicates in a clear and logical
context. Final realisation demonstrates a
high level of creativity; a thorough
understanding of materials, formats and
production processes.

Aim and objectives are clearly
articulated. The meaning, relevance and
importance of the communication
objectives are clearly described.
Justification of solution is convincing and
easy to follow. Arguments supported by
appropriate expert opinion.

All submitted work reflects professional
standards and demonstrates a high level
of attention to detail. Clear and effective
organisation of material. There are no
spelling or typographic errors.

Evidence that a range of conceptual
approaches have been developed and
considered. Chosen concept has a good
degree of detailed refinement based on
an appropriate number of iterations.
Development work is well organised and
documented. Final solution is grounded
in research findings and communicates
in a clear and logical context. Final
realisation demonstrates a good level of
creativity and mostly a good
understanding of materials, formats and
production processes.

Aim and objectives are clearly
articulated. The meaning, relevance and
importance of the communication
objectives are clearly described.
Justification of solution is reasonably
convincing and easy to follow.
Arguments mostly supported by
appropriate expert opinion.

Most work is well presented and takes
cognisance of professional presentation
standards. Work is well organised,
sorted and structured. There are no
spelling or typographic errors.

Reasonablly good attempt at developing
a range of conceptual approaches.
Chosen concept has a reasonable
degree of refinement but not fully
resolved. Development work is
reasonably organised and documented.
Final solution is linked to research
findings but does not completely
communicate in a clear and logical
context. Final realisation demonstrates
some creativity and a basic
understanding of materials, formats and
production processes.

Aim and objectives are mostly clear.
The meaning, relevance and
importance of the communication
objectives are described but some gaps
exist. Justification of solution is not
always convincing or easy to follow.
Arguments partially supported by expert
opinion.

Reasonable presentation quality but
inconsistent in parts. Structure and
organisation needs to improve. Meets
some professional presentation
standards. There may be some spelling
or typographic errors.

Basic attempt at developing a
range of conceptual approaches.
Chosen concept has some
refinement but is narrowly
focused. Development work is
reasonably well organised and
documented. There is a basic link
between research findings and
final solution. Final realisation
may be cosmetic in approach but
demonstrates limited creativity.
Evidence of a basic
understanding of materials,
formats and production
processes.

The aim, meaning, relevance and
importance of the communication
objectives meet the basic
requirement. The justification of
solution is fair. Arguments
sometimes difficult to follow.
There is some support from
expert opinion.

Basic attempt to organise and
structure work, material is mostly
relevant and meets basic
minimum professional
presentation standards. May
contain some spelling and
typographic errors.

Mark

Weightin
g

0

0

0

0

0
0

0

0

0

No real attempt at developing
a range of conceptual
approaches. Chosen concept
is poorly executed.
Development work is
disorganised. There is no clear
link between research findings
and proposed solution. Final
realisation demonstrates no
creativity and a poor
understanding of materials,
formats and production
processes.

Unclear what project is about.
No detectable justification for
design solution. Writing and
arguments are unclear and
confusing.

No discernible structure or
attempt to present work in a
coherent professional
manner.May contain spelling
and typographic errors.
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Learning
& Reflection

Clear and concise analysis of learning
with meaningful consideration given to
any implications for future practice or
development. Demonstrates a strong
consistent level of deep learning through
a clear process of reflective thinking.
Main strengths and weaknesses
identified and critically discussed

Clear analysis of learning including
implications for future practice or
development. Demonstrates a
consistent level of deep learning through
reflective thinking. Not all key strengths
and weaknesses identified however
those that are have been critically
discussed.

Summary of learning provided with
some reasonable implications for future
practice or development considered.
There is some evidence of deep
learning although inconsistent or not
always convincing. Attempts to identify
some strengths and weaknesses with
basic discussion.

Descriptive summary of learning
with a basic consideration given
to implications for future practice
or development. Little evidence to
suggest that any level of deep
learning has taken place. Basic
discussion of strengths and
weaknesses.

No real attempt to think
reflectively or evaluate
learning. Demonstrates no
evidence of deep learning and
poor ability to evaluate work

N/A
Final Total
BD/JG/LR OCT/2011 version 1.1

Comments
Research

Design Strategy

Development and realisaton
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