Quality assurance measures for Reproduce projects

1. The whole process of collaboratively developing or repurposing content can be quality assured against a model process developed by the CELLs project: see http://www.cellsproject.org/documentation/CeLLS%20Development%20Process%20%5BAugust07%5D.pdf. This is well worth consulting as a guide and check-list for developing effective project processes, as well as to assure the quality of processes in place.
2. The course or module which makes use of the new/repurposed content must pass through relevant institutional quality assurance processes, as would be normal for any new course or module. This will typically include some element of peer review. Details of the outcome of this process must be submitted to JISC when available, even if this is not completed until after the end of the funded period.

You may consider using your critical friend cluster to support peer review of modules (probably through documentation rather than observations etc) particularly if you are working in a very similar subject area. Consult the CELLs project guidelines (see 1) for a model peer review process.
3. Quality indicators for content (original and repurposed) might come from the following list (see below). The Reproduce programme does not mandate use of a specific tool but we do ask that you please (a) record any tool you use – or develop – for evaluating content (b) record the results of using it to evaluate your learning content, and (c) record why you chose it so that we can make recommendations to other projects.
	Criteria for evaluating learning objects
	Resources available

	Conforms to appropriate technical interoperability standards, e.g.

· IMS Content Packaging

· IMS Learning Design

· IMS Common Cartridge

· SCORM
	http://www.imsglobal.org/content/packaging/index.html 
http://www.imsglobal.org/learningdesign/index.html 
http://www.imsglobal.org/commoncartridge.html 
http://www.adlnet.gov/scorm/index.aspx 

	Conforms to accessibility standards
	http://www.techdis.ac.uk/index.php?p=9_7 

	Meets Jorum requirements for contributions
	http://www.jorum.ac.uk/contributors/chelp/index.html 

	Released under open content licensing
	http://www.opencontent.org/ 

	Conforms to guidelines on re-usable learning objects, e.g.

· QIA excellence gateway check-list (short!)

· LOAM (Learning Object Attribute Metric) tool

· Tom Boyle’s evaluation project (note that this provides an example RLO evaluation, not a tool for doing it)
	http://excellence.qia.org.uk/page.aspx?o=ferl.aclearn.page.id454 
http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/nursing/sonet/projects/loam/ 
http://www.londonmet.ac.uk/ltri/learningobjects/evaluation.htm 

	Meets general educational design principles, eg:

· Becta core principles 
· X4L repurposing guidelines

· CETIS guidelines
	http://partners.becta.org.uk/index.php?section=sa&catcode=_sa_cs_cf_cp_03  http://partners.becta.org.uk/index.php?section=sa&catcode=_sa_cs_cf_cd_04 
http://www.x4l.org/objects/hn_repurposing_guidelines.htm 
http://www.cetis.ac.uk/groups/20010809144711/FR20020507112554 

	Meets subject-specific needs for quality and relevance (usually determined by tutor)
	


