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Energy Management — Assessment plan h =

Module available to 4" year Mechanical Engineering students

Class size: 63
= Coursework 70%
@rt technical review @
o Group Project 40%
o Final technical review 20%
= Exam 30%

o3 Questions
02.5 hours
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Short Technical Review

It consist of a short review and peer feedback of two reviews
= Short review:

o Approx 250 words * 25

0 5%

o Topics (choose one): Energy Sources, Global energy statistics, Energy and the Environment
= Peer Grading:

o Peer grading of two short reviews (1.5% each)

o Self grading (0.5%)

o Grading sheet provided
= Reflection

o Reflection on the two received feedback (1.5%)

| Short review  Peer review Reflection |
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peerScholar: activity overview

= [EScholar.

e B

Me4517 - Energy Manage...

Short Technical Review And Peer Feedback _
ME4517 - ENERGY MANAGEMENT 2024/5 SEM1 Overview
] - : / @ Visible to students

Student Progress & Grading Analytics

‘ Show Activity

Activities hd

Classic Activity

& Students

W Teaching Team The short technical review is due on Sunday 6th of October at 11:00pm (end of week 4).

Wl Gradebook The review should be approximately 250 words and you need to choose one of the following topics
+Energy sources and economics
) History -Fossil fuel reserves and depletion rates

+Causes/consequences of climate change
«The Paris Agreement (or Kyoto protocol) and Ireland’s emission targets.
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Students Graded (700%)
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o Assess Phase

M Edit Dates

o Reflect Phase
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Status
Completed

Ended Oct 13th 2024, 11:00pm

Status

Completed

Ended Oct 20th 2024, 11:00pm



peerScholar: Create

°

« Short technical review ...  »#
Build Activity Set Dates Customize Grading

3

This section is where you can add information about your activity, and apply tags

ork for

Instructions & Resources

|
=
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The short technical review is due on Sunday 6th of October at 11:00pm (end of week 4).

The review should be approximately 250 words and you need to choose one of the following topics

+ Attachments

Create  ~ B O

-

Qle B ©

Short Technical Review Rubric
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peerScholar: Create

Save & Close

« Short technical review ...  #
Set Dates Customize Grading

Build Activity

3

Phase Settings Create Phase  Assess Phase  Reflect Phase

Submission Options

Submission Type Attachments Only
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peerScholar: Assess

%3]

ASses

The phase where students give feedback to their peers.

Number of Peers

Build the peer assessments (rubric)

E Positive feedback can have a strong and positive impact. Ple...

E MNow it's time to give constructive feedback. If your peer was...

You must read two other short technical reviews and use the r.

Self-Assessment

Use the rubric provided in Brightspace to self-assess your work

o] [n][8]

MNow that you have seen how your work compares to the work...

Compared to the work of your peers, how would yo...
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peerScholar: Assess
e Editing Matrix Criterion X

r
B i U Z A ~
1
You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to grade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace
23 Words
@ You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to grade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace o
Exceptional Good Acceptable Poor Inadeguate @
@ P P P P “ -
Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 Col 5
Introduction
S S o 0 o KB
4
Row 1
Language Style
S S 0 0 °© KB
P
Row 2
Technical Content
S S o 0 S -
A
Row 3
Conclusion :
, ® * * . o | o | SITY OF | Bernal
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e Editing Matrix Criterion

peerScholar: Assess

You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to grade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace

23 Words

@ You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to grade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace

Introduction

Row 1

Language Style

Row 2

Technical Content

Row 3

Conclusion

Row 4

Exceptional

Col 1

0.75

0.75

Good

Col 2

0.5

0.75

0.5

Acceptable

Col 3

0375

0.5

0375

Poor

Col 4

0.25

0.25

0.3

0.25

Save
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peerScholar: Self-Assess

%3]

ASses

The phase where students give feedback to their peers. ~
Mumber of Peers - [ Entire Class
Build the peer assessments (rubric)
E Positive feedback can have a strong and positive impact. Ple...
E MNow it's time to give constructive feedback. If your peer was...
You must read two other short technical reviews and use the r..,
(5 Ada peer Assessment |
Self-Assessment
B MNow that you have seen how your work compares to the work...
Compared to the work of your peers, how would yo...
Use the rubric provided in Brightspace to self-assess your work .
o SITY OF | Bernal
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peerScholar: Reflect

Reflect
The phase where students see the feedback from their peers, and can reflect on that feedback in a number of ways.

- Assess the Feedback

As we've discussed, sometirnes reading feedback causes negat...

n Putting the emotions aside, what was the core piece of advice ...
- Please rate the quality of this feedback in relation to the six g...

How likely is it that you will fellow this peer's advice and will f...

[ + Add Feedback Assessment ]

» Revise and Resubmit
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peerScholar: Deadlines dates

Build Activity

Set Dates
Set Dates
~ Manually Control Due Dates
~ COram & Alece mhacss me Aamsn : — - - - o lmee
® Schedule Due Dates
Pre schedule due dates & times =a that phases apen and closs automatica
o Create Phase o Assess Phase
(™ Mon, Sep 09, 12:01 AM (™ Mon, Oct 07, 10:01 AM
X
(™) Sun, Oct 06, 11:00 PM (™) Sun, Oct 13, 11:00 PM

o Reflect Phase

(™ Mon, Oct 14, 10:01 AM

(™) Sun, Oct 20, 11:00 PM

Customize Grading

ite



peerScholar: Grading settings

Grading

What will be included in the final grade of this activity?

Instructor/Teaching Team Evaluations

Assessments

@ Add Assessment

B summary

Overall

Quality of peer review 1
Quality of the Reflection

Please refer to brightspace for the full rubric

10 Points

Quality of peer review 1 # M Overall 1.5 |

—Points—

| Quality of Peer review 2

Cluzlity of Pesr review 2 # WO overall 1.5 |

__PO ru_: Quality of self-assessment
Quality of self-assessment # W overall | 0.5 |

—Points__
Quality of the Reflection / W (overan 15 | @ Comments

—Points—/
Please refer to brightspace for the full rubric # W Overall | Total

—Points—
@ Comments # O  Overall

. W Team Settings
Options -
[ Graoe nomymous | B Assign Grading
0

students

valuation to a
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peerScholar: Grading

View Given Feadback @.

) Original Composition )
@ Feedback Received Grading

_ No content to show...

Quality of peer review 1

E Oto15

L - i *
Positive feedback can have a strong and positive impact. Please highlight Attached Files - _ 1.00 +
something specific you liked in your peer's work. Let them know what was done . :
) ) i ) . Review.doox Review.docx
really well and why they might want to continue doing that in their future work. @ SO ~ B
U
E CQuazlity of Peer review 2 O
The introduction clearly outlined what was being discussed in the review. Good - v
conclusion. 0to15
13 Words - 1.00 +

Quality of self-assessment O

Now it's time to give constructive feedback. If your peer was going to change

just one thing about their work, what change would improve it the most? And 0t 0.5

what are some ways they might go about making that change? Please remember  * i - 0.50

everything you have learned about giving constructive feedback when you write

this, and try your best to deliver your suggestions in a helpful tone that will

minimize the triggering of a fight/flight reflex. . . o

L= L Quality of the Reflection

Spelling error in the opening paragraph caused the final sentence of the 0to15
opening to not make sense. When referencing websites, the date accessed _

1.50
should be given.

26 Words

=]

Please refer to brightspace for the full rubric

ol Exceptional Good A P Inad
You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to A o0 s oer N
rade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace
£ B Introduction O ® O O (@]
Language Style
o Exceptional Good Acceptable Poor Inade = © ® o o O
Technical Content O @] (O] @] O
Introduction v
. Conclusion @] O] @] O O
Language Style v X
. Referencing O ® O O O o~ |a|
Technical Content ‘ ? ' - tute
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peerScholar: Grading

Wiew Given Feedback

Feedback Response

-]

As we've discussed, sometimes reading feedback causes negative emotions in us,
emotions like frustration, annoyance, anger and embarassment. On the 110 7
scale below, how many negative emotions did you feel while reading this
feedback?

4

47

L]

Putting the emotions aside, what was the core piece of advice that this peer was
trying to express? Can you restate in your own words what they thought you
should change and how you might change it?

| made a typo where | wrote 'because’ instead of 'be’ in the first paragraph. |
need to proofread more in the future to catch these spelling errors,

28 Words

=]

Please rate the quality of this feedback in relation to the six qualities of effective
constructive feedback that you learned about in the Assess Phase (note you can
return to the Assess Instructions and re-watch that video if you like by clicking on

Instructions and then choosing the Assess Phase)

Neither
Strongly . Agree Strong
o . Disagree Agree
Disagree Nor Agre:
Disagree
The Student Identified
Something | Can
Improve
The Tone Of The
Feedback Felt Helpful
The Comments Are
Directed At My Work m

Original Composition

No content to show...

Attached Files

Review.doox Reviewidocx
2091 KiB

@

I

Quality of the Reflection )

0to1.5

- 1.50

Please refer to brightspace for the full rubric J

u Exceptional Good Accep Poor Inadeq
Introduction O ® @] O O
Language Style O ® O O O
Technical Content O o ® O O
Conclusion O ® @] O O
Referencing O ® O O O

@ Comments 9

-

Introduction is quite long (2 paragraphs) for the overall length of the
composition. '
Some of the data in the 4th paragraph is not fully clear.

Conclusions are not fully supported. For example, it is not clear why

L

.3l
7.13/10

Total: 7.13/10 (71.3%)

Mov 5th 2024, 12-18pm
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peerScholar: Gradin

) Peer 1 Composition
@ Feedback Given * Grading

No content to show... N
E Quality of peer review 1

Positive feedback can have a strong and positive impact. Please highlight Dt01s

something specific you liked in your peer's work. Let them know what was done
- 1.00 +

I

really well and why they might want to continue doing that in their future work. Attached Files

Good points made, concise and to the point, Good use of statistics to back up @ RIS S T ~ @A .
2711 E Quality of Peer review 2 '

points made. Simple and easy to understand, not convoluted. L -
24 Words 0to1.5
Feedback Response
- 1.00 +
Now it's time to give constructive feedback. If your peer was going to change . . B X R R X . . i "
X B B X R As we've discussed, sometimes reading feedback causes negative emotions in us, emotions like frustration, annoyance, anger and embarassment. On Quality of self-assessmant !
just one thing about their werk, what change would improve it the most? And X X . B B i
. the 1 to 7 scale below, how many negative emotions did you feel while reading this feedback?
what are some ways they might go about making that change? Please remember 0to00.5
everything you have learned about giving constructive feedback when you write 3 i
this, and try your best to deliver your suggestions in a helpful tone that will 7 0.30
minimize the triggering of a fight/flight reflex. w
Review was a bit over the word count, and had the incorrect date. If | had to E] Quality of the Reflection -
shorten it, | would have cut the point on agriculture in Ireland, since the focus 0t013
of the repart seems to be mare on a worldwide scale, than naticnal. Putting the emotions aside, what was the core piece of advice that this peer was trying to express? Can you restate in your own words what they
- 1.50

45 Words thought you should change and how you might change it?

| again agree with my peer about their feedback, my review was slightly longer than the given word count. | thought that it was neccessary to make
longer as to get enough information in my report, but as my peer suggested | would have removed the section on agriculture in ireland and focus Please refer to brightspace for the full rubric -

. . . on a more worldwide view and think it would not have affected the report in a negative way.
You must read two other short technical reviews and use the rubrics below to

grade them. The full rubrics is available in brightspace 71 Words o Exceptional Good Acceptable Poor Inadequat
Introduction @] ® @] @] O
o Exceptional Good Acceptable Poor Inade
Language Style @] O] @] O O
Please rate the quality of this feedback in relation to the six qualities of effective constructive feedback that you learned about in the Assess Phase
Introduction - . B By . . " s
(note you can retumn to the Assess Instructions and re-watch that video if you like by clicking on Instructions and then choosing the Assess Phase) Technical Content @] @] ® @] @]
Language Style Conclusion @] O] O O O
. Strongly Di Neither Agree Nor A Strongly
Technical Content - Disagree s Disagree L= Agree Referencing @] O] @] @] @] | nal
Conclusion The Student ldentified 5 thing | Can Improve N/ tItUte
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