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Use of Generative AI in Assessment 



(Lecturer to indicate Yes or No against each element)

	RESEARCH 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to support you in research, including searching for bibliography, using tools to summarise, compare and interrogate materials. 
	Yes  ☒
 
No   ☐

	STRUCTURE 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to support you in structuring your submission, including creating a draft argument structure, identifying parts and headings, etc. 
	Yes  ☒
 
No   ☐

	PROOFREADING 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to check your own text/creation for grammatical and syntactical mistakes, including rephrasing of your own work within specific standards. 
	Yes  ☒
 
No   ☐

	WRITING 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to create text for submission. 
	Yes  ☐
 
No   ☒

	CREATIVE 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to create creative materials, such as images. 
	Yes  ☐
 
No   ☒

	PROGRAMING 
	For this assessment, you can use Generative AI to create and check code. 
	Yes  ☐
 
No   ☒

	NONE 
	For this assessment, you are not allowed to use any type of Generative AI support. This includes research support, structure support, writing/proofreading support and creative support. 
	Yes  ☐
 
No   ☒


 








AI Acknowledgement  
I confirm that I have not used any AI tools in the research and creation of this assignment. 
I confirm that I have not presented any AI generated materials as my own work. 
I confirm that I have copies of my drafts, notes, and other resources I used, which I may be asked to provide in evidence.
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In this reflection I will be covering what learning I have gained from the initial design of the curriculum I completed for the first part of this module. I will also then be reflecting on the feedback from my peers and explaining how I would make altercations to my curriculum based on what they have said as well as why I would not be able to put certain changes in place. 
The reflective model followed within this assignment will be Driscoll’s Model of Reflection; The University of Edinburugh (2024) explains that the models is based on three questions:
What? – Description of the situation
So What? – A deeper analysis of the “What?” Section
Now What? – The stage that will enable the creation of an action plan.
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One way I feel my professional practice was developed when designing a curriculum was through arranging the scheme of work, before this point I had not given much thought to the logical flow of lessons,  however when designing my own curriculum, I had to give thought to which lessons should come first, for example it would have made little sense for the curriculum to address employability before they had learned about establishing a business because there would simply exist many gaps in knowledge, I also had to give thought that with this almost chronological flow there was also an increase in complexity with the content,  subject areas within the curriculum like taxation and legal compliance are more difficult lessons due to the nature of the content involved. Lam (2022) elucidates that curriculums should have a logical flow of sequences allowing students to build knowledge incrementally, I believe I have achieved this with the design of my curriculum and will continue to do this in future.

When designing the curriculum, it was a worthwhile experience searching for reading list resources, when I was looking through the resources I had considered for the reading list I had to analyse the source and evaluate the usefulness it would have to students, I think it has helped me developed myself as a professional because I am more able to provide resources that will aid my students in consolidating knowledge that they gain within the lectures and will help them complete assignments by providing them with useful points of reference. Thorpe et al. (2024) explains that reading lists “add value as self-directed, guided learning tools facilitating learner-content interaction” I will continue this practice in any future curriculum designs.

As a requirement for designing this curriculum, I was asked to justify why it should exist and so had to consider if the lessons I had conceptualised would be of worthwhile to the target cohort, I found rationalising the curriculums existence beneficial as it showed me the importance of creating worthwhile lessons, as If there was no reason to teach this curriculum, It would be a waste of the students time, time that could have been spent learning something that would help develop them, this experience will help in future teaching because I feel it is of paramount importance that when teaching any subject I need to consider how effective it is in developing student knowledge and if there is need for change to the design of the course or if there is any need for the course at all. Micalef (2025) notes that educators that champion change to curriculum design can foster a more beneficial learning experience, They also note that an open mind to adapting a curriculum can help students to prosper in ever changing professional and educational spheres.
Until designing this curriculum, I had never designed a summative assessment, It made think about how I could assess the students analysis and evaluation abilities whilst also enabling them to express their opinions on which area of the curriculum they felt most important, I did this to give a focus on the whole curriculum rather than just focusing on one specific area of the curriculum, I also designed the essay to focus on analysis and evaluation, which will have been developed through the planned scheme of work. The University of Warwick (2025) states that assessments should align with learning outcomes, the assessment I have proposed lines up well with the overall learning objectives with the curriculum and the assessment will determine if these objectives have been met. I intend to give the assessment area as much focus in all future curriculum designs.
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When I received the peer feedback forms from my peers there was a great deal of positive feedback from all peers and also some points for consideration which I will explore below. 

One thing that stood out to me was the suggestion to make the summative assessment less broad, the peer that made this suggestion also gave the recommendation of using a different model of assessment like a business startup report that is evaluative in nature. The University of Oxford (N.D.) indicates that using a range of summative assessments  makes learning more inclusive, in the context of this curriculum perhaps I should consider that students may not always want familiarity in their assignments , which they will have with an essay, so the suggested report could work better for certain students. When I designed the essay question, I thought the way it was phrased gave students a lot to work with but perhaps the broad nature of the question makes it to ambiguous for some students to take on confidently, so perhaps I should alter the question to be clearer and more specific. Race (2020) states several values that assignments should have, and one is that there has to be transparency in the assignment, the correlation between the outcomes of the module and the assessment should be clear to the students, so the assessment question and style of assessment should perhaps be altered to be more effective in assessing student ability.

Observations on the professional standards have made me consider whether their needs to be more depth to the section. One peer stated that the section could have used more detail, I agree that the section was brief but this was due to me placing more value on the words I had attributed to the scheme of work section and so did not have as many words to use here, perhaps I should balance my word count out more in future and attribute more detail here. Another observation this peer made was that I could consider for the curriculums design is that there are other professional standards listed by the Welsh Government I did not factor into the design such as focus on the Welsh language and elements of equality and diversity, The Welsh Government (N.D.) states that the design of the professional standards will “ensure high-quality teaching, learning and assessment” , If I want my lessons to be the best they can be I should be trying to reach all of the professional standards laid out by the Welsh Government, another peer suggested looking at standards by the QAA and FHEQ, the reason I would not factor this into the design of the curriculum is due to the fact I  feel the Professional standards I have adhered to give enough validity to the curriculum, but it is a good suggestion regardless.
One peer observed that the rationale section felt it was more reflective in nature and should have used more academic sources in support, I had not considered this and whereas I do feel reasonable justification was given on my behalf with my own anecdotes and with the sources used I could have consolidated the rationale with more professional opinions and should factor them into the design of the curriculum, part of the reason I used anecdotes so much is because I struggled to find many useful professional opinions, moving forward I should perhaps attribute more time to researching professional opinions.

It was noted that independent study hours should have been included alongside the guided hours to make the workload more manageable, even if the originally proposed 10 weeks of 4-hour lessons is sufficient for delivering the material. I agree that this would have given more strength to the curriculum especially because, as pointed out by Heathfield Knoll School (2023) independent study hours in higher education improve on students time management and hones independent research skills, having a set number of hours that students are expected to work independently then will help in highlighting the importance of independent research and indicate just how much work they are expected to do outside of the classroom.

Within the assessment section of the portfolio, one peer noticed there was no information about plagiarism or avoiding academic misconduct. An issue at universities currently is the misuse of AI, McCann and Sweeney (2025) explain the misuse of AI is widespread, it helps students take shortcuts that result in undeveloped learning skills, and they also state that generative AI produces generic and incorrect material. Within current UWTSD handbooks there are AI guidelines that list what purposes AI can and cannot be used for, I should definitely include one of these within the curriculum as a measure to prevent inappropriate use of AI, as well as this I should have stated a requirement to engage with the sources in the reading list, this could help to indicate that they have engaged with course material as they will need to have read the sources to use it in appropriate context, AI may misinterpret the information or simply produce an incorrect summary of the information which could help me spot academic misconduct.

To summarize heading forward I will:
· Make assessment more varied and effective for learners
· Provide more detail in professional standards
· Use more professional opinions to support my statements
· Set out independent and guided study hours 
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The first part of this assignment saw me read and critique the work of three of my peers. I provided feedback on the following curriculums:
Curriculum No. 5 – Crisis Management in Business for Master’s Level Learners
Curriculum No. 6 – The Use of VEO in Sports Education for Level 3 Learners
Curriculum No. 7 – 3D Character Creation for Video Games for Level 6 Learners
The full feedback for each curriculum will be found below:
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A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 
The justification is very clear but also well detailed, There is clarity in the shortcomings of business education, why crisis management is so important in the global landscape and explanation is given as to why a variety of different teaching methods need to be use as well as what theories need to be covered. It is abundantly clear why this curriculum needs to exist and leaves me with no questions. Great job.








The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	
The aim of this curriculum is very appropriate for this level of study, Master learners are studying at the top level and should be at this point prepared in full for what they may face after study, the overall aim communicates to me that this curriculum will do so. The objectives follow blooms taxonomy well and it is clear what is expected from each lecture and looking within the timetable I can see how the lessons are planned to fulfil these objectives






The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	
The structure fulfils the needs of the students by ensuring the lessons elevate in complexity, teaching them the relevant theory before dealing with more complex scenarios is a great way to lay out the structure for students. 






Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	There is clear consideration given to a multitude of professional standards and benchmarks from a variety of different organisations and its explained clearly and succinctly where these standards and benchmarks are being met.











Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	
The scheme of work is easy to follow, the theme of the lessons is explained well and indicative context would be a very useful tip to anyone hoping to deliver these lectures, the only comment I have to make is that it would be wise to list what the essential resources for delivering these lessons, it would make these lessons easier to prepare for educators, however this is still a great scheme of work. 










Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	
The reading list appears to have had a lot of thought put into it and looks like it would be a great guide to students and educators.

Overall, The scheme of work, the lesson plans and the PowerPoint all have a very professional appearance. The curriculum is very detailed and appears that it would provide students with very desirable qualities before heading into the world of work. Well done. 
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A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 
Looking through the rationale, it is made clear to me that learning about video analysis tools will enable learners to become more developed in areas of using evidence, improving performance, decision making, engagement and match preparation. Note is given on the shortcomings of the current courses and there is notice given to what transferable skills will be developed.

 A clear audience has been defined but more importantly justified. It is clear to me why this  course should exist.








The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	
The aim is succinct and clear; it is appropriate for the cohort that this curriculum is developed for.

The objectives show a clear progression in the knowledge and skills that these learners will gain, and the objectives are clearly designed in line with blooms taxonomy of learning. I believe these objectives are also appropriate for the cohort and will help achieve the overall aim of the curriculum. Well done





The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	
The structure is absolutely suitable for the needs of the topic and cohort – the lessons are arranged in a logical order when looking at the module objectives and the use of Classroom, practical teaching and It classroom lessons is definitely necessary in developing the skills this curriculum intends to set out.






Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	
Clear consideration and explanation have been given to how this curriculum is in line with the professional standards of sporting bodies.  There are standards within this curriculum design that also meet educational professional standards as well which could have been mentioned but it is not a necessity, good work.










Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	
The purpose and content of the lesson is easy to follow, and it is clear how students are being assessed. I think it would been better to lay this out as a table format because that way it would be more accessible due to better legibility, the content within the scheme of work itself however is great.










Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	
I was impressed by your analysis of the shortcomings of the curriculum, you made it abundantly clear throughout what good this curriculum will be for students, but it is important to recognise that it has flaws, it shows clear analysis and evaluation on your part. 

This curriculum overall is well designed, realistic and appears to me that it would further the ability of the students on this course if they were to undertake it.











[bookmark: _Toc230292181]Peer Review for Curriculum No. 7 


A clear justification has been provided for the proposed curriculum with an appropriate target audience.
	 After reading the rationale, It is clear to me what gap this curriculum fills within the universities game development course and what preparation it gives the level 6 learners for their own professional practice. It is also made very clear why this curriculum has been reserved for level 6 study. Every basis is covered within the rationale for the curriculum, well done.







The aims and objectives for the curriculum are appropriate for the topic and learning group
	The aims of the curriculum are clear and appropriate for the level of study you have chosen for this curriculum.

The outcomes are also suitable and will support the achievement of the curriculums overall aims. The module outcomes are in line with Blooms Taxonomy of learning, a reference to Blooms model would have consolidated the outcomes you had set by adding some more justification, however there are no issues with the outcomes themselves, they are well suited to this curriculum. Well done.




The proposed curriculum has a suitable structure for the needs of the topic and the cohort.
	11 weeks with 4 hours of teaching is sufficient time to deliver this content to students. The use of formative assessment within the lessons to foster continuous improvement I think is a very necessary inclusion to this curriculum due to consolidation of skills and allowing educators to address potential knowledge gaps. The summative assessment will help students meet the needs of being prepared for professional practice, the only criticism I have is that the summative assessment section lacks some detail, for example you could have explained what %  breakdown each of the components are worth, but on the whole the curriculum has a great structure.







Where appropriate, there was consideration given to relevant professional standards/benchmarking statements in the design of the curriculum.
	There is clear consideration of professional standards given as well as indications to how the curriculum fulfils the professional standards. The design of the course fulfils several professional standards which is testament to how well it has been designed. Well done 











Comments on the scheme of work that was designed.
	In future I would advise putting the lessons into their own separate columns, so they have greater legibility, however this is a comment on the look of the table itself not the content. 
The content itself is great; the scheme of work  will provide an educator with enough information to deliver a quality lesson.







Anything else that you would like to comment on?
	

As well as outlining how this Curriculum will develop subject specific skill, there is great attention given to how other transferable skills will be developed which further consolidates the quality of this curriculums design.
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