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Does providing feedback on an entire written assignment or only on specific aspects identified by the student through cover sheets lead to higher
student satisfaction and successful improvement in their writing skills?
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Evaluating the Effectiveness of the interactive coversheet

Grade Improvement: 10% Conventional feedback
Feedback Method Preferred by Students: Conventional Feedback

Fee d baCk Me thO dS Teste d 7% Interactive coversheet feedback U, Interactive Cover Sheet
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To bridge the gap between what was desired by the instructor and what was achieved Y= ﬂ/ —_ 18% 1
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by the student. An ongoing process to support learning Sia Reflection without acton lnterac:uvz :ov:rSheet Meaningful oy
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I m po rta nce Of FEEd ba Ck O .|, ® |;| Additional feedback outside of the interactive cover sheet Figure 4. More students preferred the interactive cover sheet
. . : . ) = T - — Helpful over conventional feedback. A pie chart of the semi-structured
Allows one to learn from mistakes and improve, especially important for written = = interview student responses when asked which feedback
’ I erachie et e HE e et D ack flecti method they preferred. Two students (18%) that preferred
aSS|gn mentS Concern in missing mistakes Increased reflection conventional feedback is shown in light blue and the nine
Sy A beraat e, students (82%) that preferred the interactive cover sheet
..'-“i’-""f'? e feedback is shown in dark blue.
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Feed baCk |nVOIVeS StUde nts d nd |nStrUCtO rs Eva I uatl ng the EffeCtlve ness Figure 2. Concept map of key themes identified from student regarding feedback. From the interactive
Of the feed baCk methOdS :ﬁ:i:]s;hr:zti.nTmiT:;zr\:\//iae;made using the MAXQDA software, where the size of the text refers to the frequency of Instructor Interview Analysis
Genome announcement - 2 pages (feedback throughout): 20
.Students.: | . | Meaningful - min'/report.
uctor commitment i.  Semi-structured interviews with Lack of postitive feedback Lab report - 20 pages (interactive cover sheet): 40
students Specific and Detailed min/report
i. Survey students - Not Meaningful “[The cover sheet] did help at least narrow down what I'm looking for
iii. Evaluate grade improvement Convententional Feedback and what | should be creating and not just, you know, going through the
. whole thing in such detail.”
Student benefit of fee
!nstructo.r | | . Don't always incorperate every comment “IThe cover sheet] was less t?me consuming and | didn't feel as
i Semi-structured interviews with Use every comment pressured to give such extensive feedback as | could focus on the
- tudent tions”
Instructors Figure 3. Concept map of key themes identified from student regarding conventional feedback. This map was S AR
made using the MAXQDA software, where the size of the text refers to the frequency of the theme in the “I finally was able to figure out what they struggle with at times when
interview. reading the whole report, it's hard to tell.”
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Student’s Previous Experience with Feedback Conclusions
Gaining insight to previous feedback experience St . TR SR e
: . : uaents touna conventional and interactive cover snee ' '
. Student survey and reflection of feedback in MIMM vy oty el * Instructors prefer the interactive cover sheet as a feedback
s . . . ; eedpnacCk meaningrul an elprtu
ii.  MIMM TA survey to evaluate time commitment, effort in evaluation and pressure 5 P method | |
o Less time consuming
TA’s Experience giving Feedback * Most students prefer the interactive cover sheet as a o Easily determine what students are struggling with
Types of Feedback
Received in MIMIM feedback method o Less pressure
Value of feedback understood

o Increase in dialogue
o Increase in reflection

Feedback on
Assignments and
Tests

ieidﬁa‘*r?" 20 minutes - 1.5 hours per report
ab Reports - )
Depending on TA experience level

Personal pressure to give good feedback
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Figure 1. Student responses to types of feedback previously received in Microbiology and
Immunology. This concept map was made using the MAXQDA software. The types of feedback
received is split into two large themes of feedback on lab reports and feedback on other written
assignments. The various feedback methods mentioned in the survey are shown under the two
writing assignment themes.
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