egracons//

EUROPEAN GRADE CONVERSION SYSTEM

GRADING TABLES: what are they all about?

Starting Point

The Egracons project wants to adhere as closely as possible to the (general) instructions on how to
prepare grading tables (based on frequency tables) as elaborated in the 2009 ECTS Users’ guide (a
new version will be published in 2015). In Annex 3 of this guide it says on p. 43:

“To use the ECTS grading table the following steps should be taken:

1. Identify the reference group for which the grade distribution will be calculated (usually a
degree programme, but in some cases a wider or different grouping of students such as a
Faculty or sector -- e.g. Humanities).

2. Collect all grades awarded over a period of (at least) two academic years for the reference

group identified.

Calculate the grade distribution in terms of percentages for the reference group.

4. Include the grading percentage table of your degree programme in every Transcript of Records/
Diploma Supplement.

5. For transfer, compare the percentage table of the other institution’s degree programme with
your own. On the basis of this comparison individual grades can be converted.”

w

These principles have been taken over in the new ECTS Users’ Guide to be approved by the
Bologna Process ministers in May 2015.

For the purpose of actually preparing Grading Tables only steps 1-3 are relevant, but all five steps
are dealt with below for ease of reference, to see the consequences when the tables are used.

Grading tables can be made at various levels (e.g. per degree, per ISCED F-2013 code, per Faculty
or for the whole HEI, even per course unit) and the data can be used for various policy-related
purposes, but for the Egracons tool we need very specific grading tables (see separate step by step
instructions).

Grading table versus Grading scale

A grading scale is the scale used to allocate grades in a HEI. Grading scales differ from country to
country, and may differ from university to university or even from Faculty to Faculty. The Egracons
project assumes they do not differ with a degree.

Some examples:

italy | 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 20 |30 [30cum
laude
Belgium | 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Netherlands 6 7 8 9 10
soain | 00~ | 550- [600- [650- |[7,00- [7,50- [800- [850- |900- |9,50-
P 5,49 599 | 649 | 6,99 749 | 7,99 | 849 8,99 9,49 | 10,0
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Norway A B C D E

UK | 40-44 45-49 (50-54 | 55-59 60-64 |65-69 | 70-74 75-79 80-84 |85-89 [90-94 P5-100

Germany 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Grading tables show the frequency distribution of the grades within a grading scale. Often an
absolute and an accumulated frequency are provided.

An example from Italy:

6.9% 1.9% 5.7% 2.3% 6.0% 2.7% 11.3% 8.2% 9.0% 11.8%12.3% 0.5%  15.7% 5.7%

100%93,1%91,2%85,5%83,2% 77,2% 74,5% 63,2% 55% 46% 34,2% 219% 21,4% 5,7%

e The absolute frequency distribution of all the grades (from pass onwards) within the reference
group e.g. 0.5% of the students obtain 29, 15.7% obtain 30 and 5.7% 30+ in a 18 to 30+ grading
scale.

e The accumulated frequency distribution for the whole of the reference group, starting with
100% for the lowest pass grade. If e.g. 34.2% of the students obtain 28 or more (=accumulated)
and 21.4% obtain 30 or 30+ it means a student belongs to the top 34.2% with 28 for a given
course and to the top 21.4% with 30 or 30+. Of course the accumulated frequency can be easily
derived from the absolute frequencies.

Detailed characteristics of grading tables

The following items provide a deeper insight into how grading tables work. The Egracons Grading
Tables adhere to this format, but the concrete data needed for the Egracons project template are
described separately in the Grading Table Template instructions on how to fill in the Grading
Table Template. Please find these documents on the website.

1. Identification of the reference group for which the grade distribution will be calculated.

e Grading tables are basically frequency distribution tables for the grades (or marks) obtained
by students within the reference group. They are made separately for the 2 cycles of HE: Ba,
Ma, (PhD level should be done in theory, but in many universities no data are available) and
for each degree or cluster of degrees. Egracons identifies the reference group by combining
all degrees with the same ISCED F-2013 field of study code. Egracons. The ISCED field of
study codes can be at the broad (2 digits), narrow (3 digits) or detailed levels (4 digits).
Wherever possible, Egracons codes at the detailed level (4 digits), but we can use narrow
codes if we add an 8. (Read more here).

e Per degree, the group of students considered consists of all the students registered for that
degree (all the years) in a given academic year (except the first year in the case of
Bachelors). These data should be collected for the last 2 or 3 academic years. Note that we do
not start out only from students who have graduated or even successful students per year but
from all registered students who passed a number of exams. The fail marks are left out. This
means that in a typical 3-year Bachelor reference group at a given moment all the students
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from the last and the preceding academic years are considered and for these 2 years all
students who were then in their second or third year . Typically the data are collected in
November or no later than the end of December, so that the grades from the last academic
will also be available. At most universities these data can be delivered at central level from
the institution’s Student Information System.

Egracons will combine the grading table data of the degree programmes (of the same cycle)
that have the same ISCED code. Together they form a single reference group and therefore
the basis of the grading table to be used for comparison. In order to make the conversions
more consistent, the allocation of ISCED codes should be as homogeneous as possible across
within a country (or educational system of a region). The ISCED codes already have to be
used while reporting exchanges in the EC’s Mobility Tool as from 2013-2014, but a wider
consensus will have to develop in actual practice around the allocation of the codes to the
degrees. Egracons will take an initiative in this. It is also assumed that every course unit in a
HEI inherits the ISCED code from the degree that it officially belongs to.

2. All the passing grades/marks for all course units (recognized) in the degree(s) belonging to
the identified reference group are collected for every student.

Fail grades/marks are therefore not included, and should not be indicated in the grading
tables

Only the final official grades/marks at the end of the academic years under consideration
(i.e. after possible resits) are taken into account and the total number of successful exam
results per grade should be calculated.

Normally, the fact that we use (at least) 2 academic years and students from different years
should guarantee that the statistically relevant minimum number of grades is reached.
Institutions with low numbers of students per degree are advised to go back 3 years or even
more.

The results of visiting exchange students should NOT be included in the data, only those of
officially registered students for a degree (national or international)

No weighting should be applied in terms of the number of credits per course unit

The only grade taken into consideration is the grade that corresponds to the course unit to
which credits are assigned in the final Transcript of Records, even if it concerns a cluster of
smaller sub-units that are each given separate grades. Such smaller sub-units are aggregated
to a single grade.

The tables will be re-calculated every year and uploaded to a common European database
set up within the framework of the Egracons project. The web based conversion tool will
make use of this common database to retrieve its data. Institutions are expected to do an
annual update after the last academic year, so that the data always reflect the last 2 (or 3)
years.

3. Calculation of the grade distribution in terms of percentages for the reference group.
When displaying frequency tables, usually two kinds are shown: the absolute frequency for each
grade and the accumulated frequency (see above).
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How to use the grading tables in daily practice:

4. Include the grading percentage table in every ToR/DS.
e It is to be determined whether the whole grading table or only the accumulated percentage
(within the grading table) corresponding to each student’s result should be published in the

DS. Alternative visualisations are possible (see below)

5. Compare the accumulated percentage with the corresponding grading table of the other
institution and convert the individual grade.

e The corresponding position of each student within the 2 reference groups (host — home) is
compared by means of the grading tables. This is applied to each course unit grade. If a
student’s grade belongs to the top 16% of his reference group we look up the mark with the
most closely corresponding grade. If there is an overlap between several grades, the median
is taken. The Egracons tool will enable such conversions to be done automatically.

How to proceed now?

Every HEI is now invited to start working out their own grading tables for inclusion in the Egracons
Tool using the agreed Grading Table template (please follow this link for instructions, the template
and an example) and to report the results to the project click here.

Concrete example of conversion

Ital Y (Users’ Guide ECTS 2009, p. 43)

18 | 19 21 27 =0
lode

6.9% 1.9% 57% 23% 6.0% 2.7% 11.3% 82% 9.0% f11.8% \12.3% 0.5% 15.7% 5.7%

100* 93,1 91,2 855 832 77,2 745 632 55 46 34,2 219 21,4 5,7

Fra nce (table Université de Rouen, all discipline
10 | 11 | 12

34.79% 18.59% [18.45%

, all levels)

| 15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20

2.05% 9.46% 3.65% 2.30% 0.43% 0.22% 0.06% 0%

14

100 65,21 28,17 16,12 6,66 3,01 0,71 0,28 0,06 0

*Accumulated percentage in red
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With a mark of 27 the student in Italy belongs to the top 46% of his reference group. If we look at
the grades of the corresponding top 46% in France, we arrive at a converted grade of 12.

How will conversion be illustrated in the Eqracons conversion tool?

Homernstitition Grade 5549 55-5,99 66,49 6,5-6.99 77,49 7,5-7.99 88,49 85899 9949 9510
University of Leon

Percentage  11.46% 9.06% 15.5% 9.29% 18.3% 9.2% 10.35% 5.06% 6.98%  4.82%
BACHELOR

Cumulative  100% 88.54% 79.49% 63.99% 54.69% 36.4% 27.2% 16.85% 118%  482%

041-Business and
administration

Grade 8,5-8,99

5-5,49 5,5-5,99 6-6,49 6,5-6,99 7-7,49 757,99 81‘349 9949
Host Institution
Universny i -------- :

BACHELOR
041-_Bpsiness and
administration Grade 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Grade 12
Percentage  11.33%  1221%  1207%  13.32%  12.47% 10.7% 10.13% 7.62% 526%  354% @ 1.34%
Cumulative  100% 88.67%  76.46%  6439%  51.06% = 3859% @ 27.89% = 17.76%  10.14%  4.88% = 1.34%

Graphic representation of grading tables

Grading tables can be represented as frequency tables (see above) but also graphically. When doing
so, institutions are invited to represent the grades on the horizontal axis and the percentages on the
vertical axis. The following is an example.
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Another visual representation (probably clearer) is the following:
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m 3rd

University X - Biology W 2ii
H 2i
W 1st

100%*  87.07% 63.73% 26.52%

* = Accumulated frequency

A third representation that may be more suited to the ToR is to condense the grading table to 3
percentages:

aan de recfor van de UGent {Sini-

Deliberatiepakket 2 - geslaagd (proclamatie 02/07/2011) Totagjscore: 725/1000 Fietersniewwstraat 23, 9000 Geni) ten
laafste opl:le wijfde kalenderdag na de
SP Opleidingsonderdeel Percentiel Code Score g:]?fv?;ii.bemepsmnﬁ ook fe mailen naar
buds@ugent.be.
6 B000407 Bestuursrecht BL(10)9 [CLOL 14/20  inieme ceroepsprocedurs: arthel 35 van
3 B001175 Boekhoudrecht en balansanalyse 91(5)4 | C101 18/20 sy e
5 BO00061 Burgerlijk procesrecht 84(7)9 c10l 14/20 ...
& BO01190 Europese en Belgische 71(11)18 |Cl01 15/20 G =Credibewjsbehaaid
privaatrechtsgeschiedenis S e e J’:f:c;;::;‘:ﬁf:f'
5 BO01174 Mensenrechten 74(15)11 |Cl01 13/20 }3609- gc;ro N
5 B000124 Onrechtmatige daad en alternatieve 96(3)1 |c1o1 17720 - uy e
schadevergoedingssystemen ff;ft.: Gemrmfr?f maar géén creditbewis
12 B001267 Praktische oefeningen I 80(15)5 [C101 15/20 gm0
3 B000932 Rechtseconomie 54(11)35 |C101 13/20 777~
3 B000993 Ruimtelijk bestuursrecht 84(8)8 C101 16/20 ONBK = examencijfer onbekend
. . VRET = vrijstelii
5 BO000383 Verbintenissenrecht 26(19)55 [C101 11/20  570p - meshrjving siopgesst
5 B000802 Zakenrecht en zakelijke zekerheidsrechten 84(9)7 C101 14/20 o onsioras)c = fractie van gesiasgde

studenfen die

A: sirikt lager scoren dan uzelf

B: dezelfde score behalen

G: strikf hoger scoren

Meer info over hoe uw resulaat zich
verhoudt fof de resulfaten van uw
medesfudenten, vindt u op
hitp:foasis.ugent.be. Kik in het inkermenu
op Min cursussen”

Here the mark of the student (e.g. 14/20) is related to those that have a higher mark (9%), those that
have the same mark (10%) and those that have a lower mark (81%). In this example it is clear that
with 14/20 the students belongs to the top 19% of his cohort (9% + 10%)

Final Remarks

The main aim of the Egracons project is to develop an online, web based Egracons tool that will
allow direct and automatic conversions of exchange student grades on the basis of annual,
statistically-based grading tables supplied by individual institutions as part of an overall database.
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But it also aims to build up a wide-spread awareness and common understanding of the different
grading systems in Europe and to enable an accurate interpretation of grades (or marks) given
abroad. In order to be able to reach this objective the project is mapping grading practices in
countries and individual institutions on the basis of an extensive questionnaire filled in by
institutions all over Europe leading to a full description of the grading systems in use in Europe.
The so-called country reports describe grading practices in all European countries with HEIs that
take part in Erasmus mobility, and probably beyond that area at a later stage. HEIs will take part on
a voluntary basis. Detailed explanations of distinctive features and grading cultures per country and
institution are provided, including the range of grades, condoning, the average distribution of
grades, required overall averages or not, specific bands within grades, differences among
disciplines, etc. This allows for a better interpretation of each grading system and hence of the
grades suggested by the online tool. For some countries a first draft is already available. We invite
everyone to help us fine tune the info by sending us your comments.

The questionnaire is also still open for institutions who have not supplied information yet,
preferably at the institutional level.

. ]
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