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Background {c

Evaluations of teaching have bet

Most frequent formm of assess

In higher education
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O They give academics feedback to help them improve as

RN teachers
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Weekly Student Evaluations of
Teaching (: Y,

O The aim of this project was to explore
whether the: introduction of weekly
formative evaluations of lectures are viable
both from a student and faculty point of
view

The objectives are to:

1. Explore which particular teaching and learning activities

utilised during the module students believe helped them
understand and critically evaluate the material being presented

2. Understand whether faculty members find immediate
formative student evaluation useful in improving current lecture
materials whilst still fresh in their minds




O A list of possible questions
was compiled
O Variety of literature
O Faculty feedback
O Pilot tested in first few/weeks 2oz
O Mainly Likert-scale 1-5 with
one open ended at the end
O Common guestionnaire for
each faculty member to
upload onto Moodle jpinenes
O How? Depended on style of
lecturer i
O Link to LLecture Notes
O Link to Extended Materials

O Link to Materials

0 Not ||nked at a”, just put up as @ Add a resource... G Add an activity...
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O Weekly feedback could bers
including whether: ,
O Their lectures are pitchied = at the right levell off
~ background knowledge for stude
O The students are finding the: balance  between actual
formal lecturing and other discussion based activities
~ appropriate for material being presented
O The material was presentédc in an interesting andl
challenging manner
O The particular class material is linkeeld well to materials
pre;iolusl)y taught im earlier weeks (on previously takem
modules |




Results: Lecturers Point of
Vie

O Lack of critical evaluation
response rate by the studen
frustrate many faculty members

O Resuilt?

O_I\Iot many changes to teaching materials were
implemented as a result of the: student
evaluations

O Useful?

O Confirming lectures were hitting) the: right
notes with the: students

From: OExploring the wutility of wusing a
Presented at ICICTE 2010, Corfu, Greecqr e



Cannot force students to filll
out the: evaluatiom tool
(BERA, 2004) so will the
students be motivated to
complete the evaluation?

Possible iissue:

O fThenedsrthe pdtestialtfoh e
students to become
uninterested in the:
evaluation process simply
because of overfamiliarity/
with the:instrumenttandithe-
way yYhevtfihieoyt” (Hdod |
318, Divoky, 1995)

o] Altematwe school of thought

po i QG&%?Q%%@S%%&? once

they see their comments are taken
seriously and incorporated into the:
lee@cctsuutiecrnsitérialf ut ur e

O Expectancy theory
O Students will be continuously

il suggeé?dins |¥$‘%@d in m
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Result: Students Point of View

Expectancy \Théany Ove S

O Tended to be motivated by O Mor ly to comment

seeing the results of their on what is wrong withha
iInput inte the-evaluation lecture, rather that
tool, and were: positive critically evaluate or

about the IMpAICES ey iRt provide praise on what is
they were making

A right

O [ff & problem did arise; they. A J
were confer BT o O Therefore small response
lecturer would take: this: on rate = mayybe-aresulttof
board and attempt to rectify a good lecturer
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Re- Thinking Preject

OnHowever, a s | pi t ous
knowing an evaluation was to be of their
materials motivated a faculty member to make
changes to her teaching materials even before the
tool was implemented, and some of the
guestions on the evaluation tool motivated
some to

N\
O (p 143, Winchester and Winchester, 2010)

OnThi s may be rel ated to tI
would be willing to stand up to scrutiny and
iImplement such a tool voluntarily, calling to future
resear ch exp lwskauncnest olokg S

t Harper

Adarns




