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 Test Centre Pilot - Proforma
Staff participants – please read this proforma carefully 
Request to pilot a tool


1. Name of the tool – Test Centre (Mneme)
2. Rationale for piloting this tool – Test Centre is a comprehensive online testing system that has the potential to replace our current OASIS. There is a proven need for a more reliable and versatile online assessment tool at CSU. (see attached detailed objectives)
3. A description of intended use – by academics and general staff in developing and trialling a variety of tests/quizzes/tasks/surveys to support learning & teaching in its broadest sense. 
4. Timeline for use – (see attached Timelines plan) Pilot in Spring session. Test Centre access will be available for whole of Spring session. Evaluation of Test Centre will be done at end of September to enable evaluation of the system and if accepted, then to allow time for planning of implementation and dealing with any technical changes that might be required.
5. Names of staff involved – see Proforma. 
6. Numbers and location of staff and students involved – The pilot will be open to academic and general staff and it is hoped a broad ranging spectrum of users will take part. 
7. Subject offering to be used (in the case of learning and teaching use) – see individual profomas.
8. How the pilot will be evaluated – formal feedback will consist of a single staff survey and a single student survey administered via Test Centre itself. Informal feedback from emails and other discussions will be incorporated into the evaluation. Ethics committee approval will be obtained by Janet Buchan in order to be able to use the results of the survey and feedback in future publication to add to the increasing body of research data from online assessment at CSU.
Commitment by Test Centre pilot staff participant (please complete details and sign)

Name: 
Subject offering/s with student involvement: (give full subject codes e.g. ACC101_200870_WD): ………
Trial through project site with no student involvement. Name of project site: 
Briefly describe intended use: 

I agree to the following:

· Participation in professional development/training

· Acknowledgement of the risk of using a pilot tool and commitment to make necessary backup and have workarounds available should the pilot tool fail

· Not to use Test Centre for summative assessment purposes unless details of this have been fully discussed with the Pilot coordinator and backup plans made

· Attending pilot meetings

· Contribute to pilot resources e.g. online discussions, journal articles, user stories.
· Facilitate student feedback (in the case of learning and teaching use)

· Complete the pilot survey (questionnaire)
· Provide a summary of usage and lessons learned at the end of the pilot (Pilot team only) 
· (academic staff) Provide a learning design at the end of the pilot (i.e. details of how the tool fits within the learning and teaching process) to the Chair of the Learning Material Design Sub-committee (LMDS) of the Information and Learning Systems Committee (ILSC) using the proforma available from the LMDS (in the case of learning and teaching use)

· Work closely with the Educational Designer for support (in the case of learning and teaching use)
Signature
……………….………………………
Date………………………………..

Name

…………………………………………………
Return Pilot proforma to Janet Buchan by email, Fax: 60519897 or post (c/o Sch. Environmental Sciences, Thurgoona)

 Pilot objectives
1. To test the reliability of Test Centre as an online assessment tool
2. To test the usability of Test Centre as a tool for creating a variety of online assessment tasks

3. To develop help documentation and appropriate professional development for staff use at CSU

4. To develop help documentation and appropriate training strategies for student use at CSU (pilot level)
5. To test the reliability and usability of Test Centre in respect of the following four specific modules of the application:

a. Question Pools - Creating and managing Question Pools

b. Assessment - Create and manage assessment tasks

c. Test Drive – trial tests using Test Drive module

d. Grading – grade student work using the Grading module

6. To test the reusability of tests between Interact sites and with a variety of role permissions

7. To investigate the import of item banks from other sources e.g. text book databases, OASIS, other online assessment tools being used at CSU in faculties
8. To engage users to compare Test Centre with other online assessment tools being used at CSU in faculties (e.g. Courseport, Survey Monkey). This is to ensure we are able to better understand the needs of our potential users and to make sure that Test Centre will fulfil the requirements of the majority of users
9. To investigate the roles integration and access to Test Centre for Interact site users
10. To investigate the integration of Test Centre with Gradebook for informing MSI and OSAM
11. To test the accessibility compliance of Test Centre for students and staff with special needs

12. To explore the pedagogical use of Test Centre in designing learning oriented tasks
13. To explore the boundaries of use of the survey functionality of Test Centre

14. To investigate any implications of the introduction of a third editor (the TinyMCE editor) within the framework of the Sites & Tools Phase 2 project, FCK editor.

15. To investigate the capacity of Test Centre and the associated server capacity to perform under loads so that a recommendation can be made on maximum cohort size supported for a real-time load of submissions in a limited time, single submission test. 
16. To investigate the most efficient and effective mechanism for the transfer of existing OASIS content into Test Centre. This consideration would include a review of the merits of an automated versus manual process as well as a high level analysis on the amount of content the University may wish to transfer
17. To investigate the security limitations and potential boundaries for use in summative assessment at CSU
18.  To review relevant policies so as to clarify the responsibilites of the University when considering online summative assessment delivery
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