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INTRODUCTION

» Within the setting of active learning methodologies in higher education, formative asseessment

has gained special importance in the last years. (Black & Wiliam, 2009: Wiliam, 2011)

» Assessment information is used to inform students about their progress and aid them in their

development.
(Reddy & Andrade, 2010)

> The shift from teacher-centered learning to student-oriented learning gives more autonomy to
equires that they take more responsibility for their learning.
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INTRODUCTION

» Rubrics have become an essential instrument for formative assessment.

(Andrade & Valtcheva, 2009; Halonen et al., 2003; Jonsson & Svingby, 2007; Moskal
& Leydens, 2000)

» Students are increasingly working in technology enhanced learning environments (TELEs).

<
onic rubrics (eRubrics)
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OBJECTIVES

General Objective

> To analyze student’s opinion on the experience of the use of rubrics.
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

STUDY DESIGN AND PARTICIPANTS

= 134 students
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

MATERIALS
1. Rubric
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

MATERIALS

2. Questionnaire “Students opinion on rubric based assessment process”
(Martinez & Raposo, 2011)

[ SECTION 1 ] [ SECTION 2 ]
> 11 close items + 1 open item > 9items
> Agreement — Disagreement > 0-10 assessment scale
> Likert scale > Dimensions
> Dimensions - Student engagement
- Rubric features - Global perception of
- Modality of assessment assessment process

- Assessment process

- Learning impact
(Alfa Cronbach 0.814)

(Alfa Cronbach 0.716)
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

PROCEDURE
1. Rubric Configuration
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

PROCEDURE
2. Practical Examination

» Groups 2 1 teacher/8 students

» Students perform one technique on each other

> 3 assessments:

v’ Peer-assessment
elf-assessment
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

PROCEDURE
3. Filling in the Questionnaire “Students opinion on rubric based assessment process”
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MATERIAL AND METHODS

PROCEDURE

4. Results Analysis
» SPSS 21.0 for MAC
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

> N = 134 students
> 46.3% men, 53.7% women
> Age 225.85 years

1. Rubric features
2. Modality of assessment

3. Assessment process

/

4. Learning impact

5. Student engagement

6. Global perception
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Rubric Features

Fully

disagree Disagree Agree

Frecuencia

A. The rubric allows to know what it

is expected from examination L% e S0

B. The rubric allows to verify the
level of competence adquired

4.5% 11.9% 61.2%

-

denfs clolmed that they better understood teacher expectations
'ment involved a rubric.

(Reynolds-Keefer 2010)
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

2. Modality of assessment Fully Fully
. Disagree  Agree
disagree agree

A. The rubric allows self-
assessment

0.7% 12.7% 52.2% 34.3%

B. The rubric allows peer-

0.7% 5.2% 60.4% 33.6%
assessment

C. The rubric allows to assess

5.2% 23.9%
every group equally

47.8% 23.1%

anding of their

|
QLoD H H ’ Totalme En desacuerd De acuerd Completamente d
eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
s Universidad @ LI L L 0 sl vesles oedie e e
£y 'I.

181  Zaragoza barcelona

OMTeseana



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3. Assessment process

» The application of assessment criteria differs
according to whether it is interpreted by teachers or

students
(Lapham, A. & Webster, R. 2003)

Fully
agree

Fully

disagree Disagree Agree

A. The rubric allows a more

. . 4.5% 19.4% 58.2% 17.9%
objective assessment

B. The rubric makes teachers

. o s 3.0% 12.7% 57.5% 26.9%
clarify the criteria

C. The I’.UbI'IC shows how we 0% 599 43.3% 31.3%
will be assessed

D. The rubric demonstrates 3.0% 22 4% 61.9% 12.7%

the work done
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4. Learning impact

. ] Disagree Agree Al
disagree agree

A. The rubric provides
feedback

B. The rubric help us
understand the features the 2.2% 6.7% 67.2% 23.9%
examination shall have

1.5% 11.2% 61.2% 26.1%

earning by aiding the feedback

& Mahoney 2006)

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
dddddddddd

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
aaaaaaa

< N%A

OMP
@ iss  Universidad
ABL  Zaragoza

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
dddddddddd

uLcC

barcelona

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee
aaaaaaa



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

5. Student engagement

1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-10
A. The rubric has motivated me 9.0% 9.7% 20.1% 37.3% 23.9%

B. The rubric has promoted
participation

6.7% 9.7% 19.4% 36.6% 27.6%

C. The rubric has made me

. 11.9% 8.2% 25.4% 42.5% 11.9%
more responsible

he peer ossessmen’r process, students learn to develop
s on learning itself.
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D. | have performed collaborative

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

5. Student engagement
1-2 34 56 7-8 9-10

work within the group 6.7% 9.0% 17.2% 35.8% 31.3%

E. | have cheated 74.6% 6.0% 12.7% 6.0% 0.7%

gative attitude towards peer assessment.
ing their work to be
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

6. Global perception of assessment process

1-2 3-4 5-6

7-8

A. Peer-assessment with rubric
“Has been very interesting”

B. Peer-assessment with rubric
“Has been very good”

C. Peer-assessment with rubric

“Is not useful” 59.7% 13.4% 18.7%

5.2%
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LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

» Use of rubrics in only one examination
= in studies where the rubric was introduced during one period only, or where the students got

only a couple of lessons in self-assessment, the effects reported are small and only partial.
(Andrade, 2001; Andrade & Boulay, 2003)

FUTURE LINES OF WORK

» CoRubrics GAFE 2.0
0 make comments while

Nota
Nota quantitativa
Aspecto a Aspecto a Aspecto a Aspecto a Aspecto a quantitativa {usando la
evaluar evaluar evaluar evaluar evaluar (contando media
solo el item |ponderada de

mas bajo) los items)

Namero de
puntuaciones
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CONCLUSIONS

> E-rubrics seem to have the potential to promote learning by making criteria and expectations
explicit, facilitating feedback, self-assessment and peer-assessment.

> The importance of students in their own learning process requires their participation in the
assessment task, fact that is globally appreciated by the students.

> Information analysis gathered by the instrument described has allowed to confirm that the
iNng experience has been considered interesting, moftivating, it has promoted participation,
assessment.
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