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_______________________________________________________________________________________

                        AWARDEE REPORT FORM
_______________________________________________________________________________________

	NAME
	Dr Mandeep Gill Sagoo

	UNIVERSITY
	King’s College London

	NAME OF AWARD
	Symington Bequest Fund 2018/19

	PURPOSE OF AWARD conference/event attended/organised (full name) with city and dates.

	IFAA conference 2019


	REPORT: What were your anticipated benefits?

	I conducted a workshop entitled ‘The anatomy of assessment – a fresh approach to validity of anatomy exams’ along with two of my colleagues. As part of it, we planned to disseminate our research findings and discussed the existing issues concerning validity of various anatomy assessments and the use of images in anatomy questions. The aim of this workshop was to nurture awareness in anatomy teachers of the cognitive processes in student’s brains while answering exam questions. What do students do to generate the correct answer? For experts (teachers) the processes are quite different from those of novices (students). We anticipated experts’ actively stepping into the shoes of students to experience their anxiety in order to reflect on the cognitive process students’ go through during anatomy learning and assessments. We predicted an open discussion on how these issues are addressed in their respective institutes and how testing of cognitive processes is tested?

	COMMENTS: Describe your experience at the conference / lab visit / course / seminar/ event.

	The assessment workshop was conducted in the Plenary hall and we had relatively big audience from various countries. This really helped to appreciate the fact that the issue exists worldwide.  It is bounded by a number of limitations (access to cadaveric resources, time constraints in the curricula and demands to integrate everything). However, this emphasised the need to reflect on the existing processes and our limitations to streamline the process and make it robust. 

Overall the experience was very informative; especially, the workshops on the spatial skills correlated some of the issues we discussed, raised further questions and opened up a wider possibility to collaborate and work in a community to seek answers.

	REPORT: In relation to skills, what were the most important things you gained? (does not apply to equipment grant. For public engagement/outreach awards what did your audience gain and how did you evaluate success?

	I gained a platform and a huge opportunity to address this worldwide community of likeminded people who have similar issues to deal with.  This brought us closer and opened  possibilities to collaborate, reflect and refine the process. The discussion raised further questions to reflect on and proposals to align our research to seek answers to them. 

The active participation and open discussion showed that the audience valued the whole experience, and it was a great learning experience for all of us.


	REPORT: How do you think you will put this learning experience into practice in the future? For public engagement/outreach awards how with the materials/knowledge generated by this activity be used in the future?

	The discussion in the group emphasised the issue exists worldwide, and this requires further discussion, research and identification of ways to resolve it. One of the suggestions was to provide year 1 students incomplete line diagrams.  To test their mental models through illustrations was very useful and I am looking forward to putting it into practice.  Also, we unanimously agreed that it is a steep learning process for students to translate the information from line diagrams, cadaveric images to images used in clinical settings. The use of images requires much more thought than using them as an adjunct in assessments. Also, we discussed how we have been adding inadvertently to students’ cognitive load by make use of various prosections and placing them in different anatomical positions to test their knowledge in the dissecting room settings. 
The discussion on validity of these tests and resources used (images and cadaveric resources) require much more robust process than just including good applied anatomy question. All the reflection and feedback further emphasised that these cognitive processes are key to assessing the validity of traditional and modern assessments methods.


	Data Protection/GDPR: I consent to the data included in this submission being collected, processed and stored by the Anatomical Society. 

	YES

	Graphical Images: If you include graphical images you must obtain consent from people appearing in any photos and confirm that you have consent. A consent statement from you must accompany each report if relevant. A short narrative should accompany the image.

	N/A

	Copyright: If you submit images you must either own the copyright to the image or have gained the explicit permission of the copyright holder for the image to be submitted as part of the report for upload to the Society’s website, Newsletter, social media and so forth. A copyright statement must accompany each report if relevant. 

	N/A

	SIGNATURE
	Mandeep Gill Sagoo 
	DATE
	02-09-19


If submitted electronically, a type-written name is acceptable in place of a hand-written signature
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