Curriculum Development Evaluation
Creating the Curriculum
For my curriculum development, I looked at designing a BTEC level 3 course that surrounded the use of artificial intelligence and machine learning from a coding and data-gathering standpoint, which would provide students with the skills needed to facilitate roles within the IT and computing industries encompassing AI and ML.
I initially struggled to find a topic for my curriculum development. Firstly, I looked at reworking an A-Level that I had become course coordinator for due to the reality I saw from teaching it myself. I personally found it myself to ask unrealistic expectations from the students with work far exceeding what was required of me when I completed my BSc (Hons) in Applied Computing for the unit that I have been teaching.
However, I was struggling to find ways to differentiate it enough from the current specification that had been created by WJEC, as I agreed with the elements that were within it, just not the level at which they were being assessed. So, I went back to the drawing board and decided to focus on an area which was the use of AI and ML. This has been fresh in my head for the past few months as I have had to deal with students using AI to generate their work and pass it as their own work. 
I tried to design the curriculum so that the assessment criteria can be completed as part of a presentation or VIVA to bypass the issue of AI use within student work, especially given that the course will promote the use of AI and ML throughout. As stated by New Realities (2023), “Group discussions, live debates, physical presentations, and live-recording your own media such as films and podcasts, can help to boost student engagement and remove the compulsion to use AI in the first instance.” (New Realities, 2023), which is the aim of the assessments used within my curriculum with the flexibility they have. In reality, looking back at it now, I should have recommended the use of presentations within the assessment strategies of the curriculum.
I also did not want to recommend AI detectors for the simple reason being they are not reliable. For instance, A. Fowler (2023) reported that in their own testing of Turnitin’s AI checker, “It got over half of them at least partly wrong. Turnitin accurately identified six of the 16 — but failed on three, including a flag on 8 percent of Goetz’s original essay. And I’d give it only partial credit on the remaining seven, where it was directionally correct but misidentified some portion of ChatGPT-generated or mixed-source writing.” (A. Fowler, 2023), which shows how unreliable these solutions can be.
However, I could have recommended the use of Turnitin with any work produced by students on the curriculum for it to be used as a deterrent for any plagiarism. As Race (2020) states, “Specialist software packages like Turnitin can be helpful both in deterring students from doing it (particularly when teachers demonstrate how plagiarism can be detected)” (Race, 2020, p. 291), which could possibly be used to put students off using others work that is not their own or using AI.
I have unintentionally neglected to include professional standards in my curriculum, which is a shame because they are so important. The most I provided were in the lesson plans, where I included the following: “Demonstrate dignity, courtesy and respect towards others” (Welsh Government, 2023, p. 11). 
Personally, I enjoyed creating the curriculum as it allowed me to utilise my existing knowledge or interests and find areas in which I could merge them all together for someone else to experience. I do, however, wish I had more time to work on it to iron out where information is lacking, such as the professional standards.
Feedback on Curriculum Developed
Feedback One
Firstly, I am glad to see that the first reviewer understands the concept surrounding the curriculum I have developed. I do see how it could be quite a learning curve to understand all the technical jargon in the curriculum if someone does not have any technical understanding, which is why I should have a terminology glossary within the appendix to make it easier to find what each term means. 
In addition, I see how the lack of context around the development of AI and ML could pose an issue. However, I did try to design the curriculum in a way that provides creative freedom in that regard so the course could be moulded around what a college, for example, wants from it and its students rather than being dictated that it must be done a certain way.
Secondly, I am also glad to see that the reviewer clearly understood the curriculum's aims and objectives and found them detailed enough for the context they were designed for. I do believe I could have created more aims and objectives for the curriculum by splitting the assessment criteria up further. 
However, I also acknowledge that this could possibly cause issues regarding the formatting of the assessment criteria. I wanted the learning objectives to be clearly linked to the assessment criteria using a tabular format, making it harder to follow and understand if more were included.
Furthermore, I am happy to see that the reviewer liked the structure of the curriculum, including the way recommended teaching hours were provided for each unit and that each unit within the curriculum ran over semesters, with clear descriptions of what would be learnt over the course of the semester for each.
I am glad to see the first reviewer agrees with the way I have set out the assessments within the curriculum using pass, merit, and distinction criteria for each unit’s assessments.
In addition, I am glad to see that they have agreed to the use of formative and summative feedback for the assessments within the curriculum, pointing out the exact reason why I incorporated it to reduce assignment anxiety and ensure more students pass the first time.  However, I will note this could have the reverse effect on the lecturers delivering the course because it could increase their workload by having to mark the work twice, providing the students effectively were to meet those formative deadlines that is.
I agree that I should have included professional standards within my curriculum and the lesson plans created for the two sessions to give an overall picture of how the course is meeting the student's needs.
I am happy that this reviewer was able to decipher the scheme of work with ease and see the flow of information being taught along with the assessment requirements they were linked to. They pointed out that this is helpful with any planning and routines the students will or might need.
Overall, I believe this accurately reflects the curriculum I have developed. There are a few areas in which I could improve it further, and if I had been given more time, I would have made a good number of suggestions myself prior to submission, such as the link to professional standards for the curriculum overall.
Feedback Two
From reviewing the feedback provided by the second reviewer, I can see that more detail could have been provided about the rationale of my curriculum. I could see that I had just jumped into the topic the curriculum was based on rather than also providing a detailed rationale on how this would benefit the students in the long run. I had very briefly touched upon this, but not in enough detail for someone outside of the IT industry.
I am, however, glad to see the reviewer liked how I had set the learning aims and objectives for my curriculum. I have personally always preferred the use of pass, merit, and distinction from a student and lecturer point of view as it removes the need to judge the work to a level that requires a mark or score alongside how well the student has met the criteria like you would need to do with most university and A-Level courses. I personally also find it clear that you have either met or have not met those criteria. 
I am also glad the second reviewer noticed how I had designed the units within my curriculum, from the very basics up to the higher skill levels expected in the students' work. In addition, I am happy they both liked and were able to identify how the assessment was built into the scheme of work for each unit.
I am glad the reviewer highlighted the lack of professional standards or benchmark statements within my curriculum. This is an area that I forgot to include originally due to the limited time I had in creating the curriculum, and it is one I wish I had not forgotten due to its importance in Welsh colleges. If I had more time or if I were to do this again, I would have done this to show an overall view of how the curriculum meets the unique needs of every student who may have participated in the course.
Furthermore, I am happy that the second reviewer was satisfied with the amount of detail I put into explaining how long each unit should run and its credits. I do believe I could have done this element better by weighing the credits for each unit more in line with their length. In addition, I am happy that the reviewer liked the style used for the lesson materials and the clarity of the lesson plans.
This leads me to say that, overall, like the previous reviewer, I am happy with the comments that have been provided. They highlight how much effort I have put into this curriculum and the areas in which I could further improve going forward.
William & Mary School of Education (no date) says that since the curriculum establishes explicit objectives of the subject matter and the order of the topics, the Lecturer can focus on preparing lessons and evaluations that are specifically tailored to each learner (William & Mary School of Education, no date), and from the feedback gained from both reviewers, I personally believe I provided this for any lecturer designing lessons for the curriculum.
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Appendix
Appendix A: Curriculum 10 Feedback
Peer Review Feedback
Curriculum number: 10

A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 Clear justification has been provided as to why the curriculum is required, including the importance of the curriculum, which has been referenced well. Where possible, statistics have been provided of traumatic events that have occurred with adults. 

In addition, links to acts have been made to clarify why this is important.



The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	The curriculum's aims and objectives have been clearly established and are relevant to the topic area under discussion. However, a table format may have been better to show the link between the objectives for each aim.





The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	The structure is extremely detailed and provides all the information needed for the cohort level the curriculum is intended for. I like how the aims and objectives have been set out for each of the various lessons over the course of a month.



Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	N/A



Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	A very detailed and clear scheme of work has been provided for the course in discussion, which details what will be learnt in each lesson, the aims and objectives of each lesson, and the resources and various assessments that will be completed within each lesson. 

It would be a nice touch to show perhaps the various transferable skills that should be gained or used through each lesson.



Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	I agree with the need for this curriculum, given the wide variety of students university lecturers have to deal with within UWTSD who may one day have a traumatic experience either on campus or in their personal lives while studying at the university.




Appendix B: Curriculum 12 Feedback
Peer Review Feedback
Curriculum number: 12

A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 A clear justification and rationale have been provided, highlighting the need for awareness of ALN within the university's early years programs. The justification and rationale are thoroughly researched, with a wide variety of sources to back up the conclusion of this topic, to show that there is a clear need for this course. 

I also like the personal links that have been used to justify this from the experience of going through courses that have shown very little to no consideration for ALN awareness within their teaching materials.



The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	The aims and objectives are clear and concise, using an easy-to-understand bullet point format. They provide the detail required to understand what will be expected from the learning within the sessions provided on the course.



The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	The timetable of learning eases the learners into the topic at a gradual pace and has been cleanly split into what will be learned in the morning and afternoon sessions for each day the course runs. 

The lesson plans are written in exceptional detail and provide the full context of learning for each day with a well-paced running order.

Some of the presentation slides are wordy, which could possibly impact learners who have ALNs such as dyslexia, but this, in some cases, cannot be avoided, so it is understandable with soe of the content that is being presented.




Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	Clear descriptions have been provided for the relevant professional standards that will be expected throughout the course have been provided both within the lesson plans and as an overall picture within the curriculum documentation.



Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	As said in prior sections, the scheme of work/timetable for the course is extremely detailed, well-planned, and laid out. It would be very easy for someone to look over and pick up for themselves to teach even with little content understanding of how well-researched the presentations are.



Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	Overall, I would say this curriculum has been extremely well thought out and researched throughout its whole design and development process. 



Appendix C: Curriculum 13 Feedback
Peer Review Feedback
Curriculum number: 13

A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 The original writer clearly defined the need for the curriculum, highlighting the need for more focus on oil painting skills while other skills have more of the limelight. Having been a GCSE Art and design student several years ago, I agree with the rationale, as there was no focus on oil painting whatsoever when I completed that qualification.



The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	The aims and objectives for the curriculum have been clearly identified and are appropriate for the curriculum being discussed. It is good to see some referencing has been done to justify the structure of lessons and the use of VARK within the lesson design.



The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	I believe it is suitable for those who already have experience in art/fine art. However, I do believe it could possibly be a heavy learning curve for those who are new to art and are trying to develop skills in an entirely new subject area.



Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	A detailed SMART target has been set for the curriculum, detailing what students are expected to learn and gain from participating in it. This target is well-written and in a clear format that is easy to understand.


Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	A very detailed and clear scheme of work for the course has been provided. All teaching is expected within the sessions, and learning objectives, assessments, and homework are clearly noted in an easy-to-read and easy-to-understand format.

 My only recommendation is to try to build as much leeway into the lessons as possible so that if an element goes wrong within one of the sessions, it does not hinder the whole course’s timeline.



Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	Overall, this is a very exceptional curriculum that has been developed, which has been clearly thought out, and has picked a clear niche within the art community that is not being taught in most college or university courses.



