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Question posed:

Has DT become a girl’s subject?

Responses and comments from discussion group

· Welcome this issue being raised by HMI on a national platform, 

· But care needed in addressing this issue sensitively with members of the DT community, avoiding defensiveness?

· Yes – lead by portfolio creation and assessment criteria.

· Easy be swayed by presentation rather than content.

· Many teachers would agree that the exam system is a straight jacket.

· Creating a portfolio is not the way designers design.

· We have to take some responsibility – we tried to interest girls in the subject.

· Driven by GCSE coursework assessment, the subject has become too mechanistic, not sufficiently intuitive.

· Currently we do not respond to pupils’ different learning styles and different ways of designing.

· We need to be more flexible in encouraging designing from students.

· We expect individual children to work as a ‘design team’

· We need a wider range of evidence not just written.

· Art and Design has a sketchbook allowing for a broader assessment.

· In the past the visiting assessor supported collection of more relevant evidence.

· Need to reference the research done by Richard Kimbell at Goldsmiths, being piloted by Cornwall and some schools in South Wales.

· The work being done on concise portfolios by exam boards could be a step in the right direction but not yet impacting on teaching approaches.

· Worth exploring the work done by Ultra Lab on ‘how do we assess creativity?’

· The old Oxford Board GCE  syllabus had a design paper, this had some merits. Design problems were partially solved and therefore the design task was more focussed and realistic. The same gender divide was not apparent .

· Similarly, APU 11-14 survey illustrated a range of designing strategies which appealed to all pupils.

Summary

1. The GCSE Design and Technology coursework assessment system is seem by many as a significant problem. Many colleagues suspect that the presentation of pupils’ work has been excessively rewarded, compared to the content of their work, and that a natural tendency of many girls to present their work more neatly and colourfully has favoured those girls disproportionaly. 

2. Alongside this, many teachers have not recognised the value and importance of using a range of teaching and supervision strategies to match the needs of boys as well as girls.  Much research work is documented, providing evidence of many boys responding to clearer rewards and sanctions, responding better to clearer and managed short term deadlines, responding better to competitive learning activities etc. (See NFER studies).

3. A further issue for the profession to address is the importance of maintaining a clear distinction between the need for a clear and well managed GCSE coursework management system, especially in schools with a large GCSE Design and Technology exam entry, and the over mechanistic approach to designing and producing a design portfolio, which often erodes the credibility of the exercise in pupils’ eyes.

4. Not just a simple girl boy issue, its about recognising what good designing is and recognising how to recognise and assess. There is a danger of simple thinking of this as a boy’s problem, and accepting neat nonsense from girls.

Social Inclusion – Have we created a subject in which pupils from middle class backgrounds are favoured ?

· The emphasis on portfolio assessment is not only a gender issue but also a social inclusion issue.

· We now focus on research; any educated parent can support their children. In deprived areas, resources are often increased through extra funding projects e.g. Excellence in Cities.

· Resources alone not necessarily resulting in improvements.

· Will the 14 – 19 agenda impact on bringing more flexibility / vocational to suit a wider range of pupils?

