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WP6.5 Evaluation Report for Teachers, Students
and Stakeholders

A

The CARMA project has been designed in the form of 8 Work Packagesand
4 main project phases which have been structured to improve and assess
project implementation and to give to partnerd smilestones and
performance indicators to ensure good overall management of the project
and each WP from start to finish.

This report summarizes task 2 developed in Phase 3 Evaluation: collection of
data on effect of CARMA approach on ESL and low achievement. Evaluate

Impact on target groups and ensure evidence base results for transferring to
Policy Makers.




Task 2 d Monitoring of the  Activities and CARMA \%E
Products evaluation by the Target Groups.

This final evaluation report assesses the outcomes,

Impact and results with all target groups of the project.

The report highlights key achievements and the impact

on direct and indirect target g roups and beneficiaries

strengthening the evidence base, and sharing lessons

learnt in order to effectively transfer results to policy
| making level.




Evalqatlon with the targ(?t groups CARMA \§
iInvolved the following:

¥ Evaluation with teachers and students

»= Evaluation with non-formal learning experts*

»= Evaluation with the teaching staff

»= Evaluation with professionals and stakeholders

*evaluation with non -formal learning experts will be delivered in a separate
report as part of WP6.7 of WP6 Task 2.
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»% This presentation is a summary of the evaluation
report, part of WP6.5

¥ Summary of the evaluation findings of the
teachers, students, teaching staff, professionals
and stakeholders in policy making




The pilot phase included 3 important stages: CARMA \§

%= Collaborative learning and assessment sessions with students

At least 7 sessions in total of the school year to test the range of non-
formal learning methods and RMA assessment tool to monitor learners
progress.

%= Demonstration workshops

Most of the worksh ops took place during the last months of the 2
school semesters within the piloting phase

%= Collaborative assessment with students

A formative assessment approach using RMA
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%= As part of WP6.40 Evaluation Tools for the Target Groups

Different evaluation tools were developed to allow effective evaluation
of the impact on the target groups of teachers, students, teaching
staff, professionals and stakeholders in policy making.

The tools covered the following areas of evaluation:
Impact on teachers (DTG1)
%= Impact on students (DTG2)
% Impact on wider school community (teaching staff) Impact
% on stakeholders and professionals in policy making




CARMA%E

As part of WP6.30 Piloting Guidelines o

A document was created to outline the codes of practice by the non -
formal experts and teachers. The document defined the monitoring
responsibilities and ensured the use of the standardized evaluation
tools and non-formal learning materials.




Evaluation Tools and Data Collection Instruments CARMA \;

For each of the target groups, data collection
Tools and Instruments were developed




Direct Target Group 1:
Teachers

Data collection
iInstrument: Teacher Diary

A set of eight indicators were defined

that refer to the 6 Mo n i t Questionsg
found in WP6.4. The eight indicators
refer to evaluating the impact of the

non-formal methods and RMA as an
assessment tool on the DTGl of
teachers, the usefulness of the materials
and the added value this target group

finds in collaborative methods.

Eight indicators were identified:

© N o O

Increase in knowledge and competencies regarding NFL
methods to facilitate collaborative teaching and learning

Increase in knowledge and competencies regarding RMA
as an assessment tool for monitoring learners progress

Increased confidence in leading collaborative methods
within own school environment

Increased peer learning and collaboration via co-working
with non-formal learning experts and other teachers

Usefulness of the materials
Increase interaction in the classroom
Increase motivation and engagement of the students

Increase learning outcomes in the classroom




Direct Target Group 2:
Students

Data collection
iInstrument: RMA

The Reciprocal Maieutic Approach
(RMA) was used as an assessment
tool to measure the learners
progress and impact of the
collaborative learning methods on
the students.

Because of the age difference among this target
group, no fixed questionnaire was implemented.

The teacher alone or together with the non-formal
learning expert evaluated the impact of collaborative
learning on the students through the use of RMA. The
teachers where provided with guiding questions in order
to facilitate the assessment and to direct their RMA
session in line with the monitoring questions found in
WP6.4.

Evaluation with the students included the impact of
non-formal learning methods on their learning,

motivation, interest and enthusiasm towards the new
learning materials.




Target Group: Teaching Staff

Data collection
instrument; Mixed
Questionnaire

For this indirect target group
evaluation, a questionnaire was
developed with qualitative and
guantitative aspects to be collected
after the demonstration workshop
events in the schools taking part in
the pilot study

Evaluation with the teaching staff is aimed at
having feedback from the wider teaching and
school staff, everyone that is involved in education
within the school environment. It is not limited to
teachers only, but to librarians, faculty and staff.
The evaluation incorporated how they see
collaborative methods as useful and of an added
value, the challenges and areas for improvement.

*The questionnaire was designed in collaboration with a
group of researchers in education and validated by an expert
panel of educationalist and collaborative learning specialists.
The questionnaire was uploaded to Google Forms in English,
to be translated by the partners in their respective languages.




The questions included in the questionnaire were principally about:

The Questionnaira.ikert scale of 5 points in addition to some open ended questions. \!
CARMA ;E

The sessions

e
¥
¥

The workshop was relevant to

me The workshop was interesting

The workshop helped me gain new
competencies in RMA as an assessment tool,
collaborative teaching and learning practices
The workshop motivated me to take action
in my classroom

What action/s were you motivated to try out
in your classroom

| want to tell others about RMA and the
non-formal learning methods used in the
CARMA project

The tools and the materials used during the
workshop were useful

| have the confidence to try some of the
methods in my teaching

Student engagement
% The interaction between the students was

good

%  The students were enthusiastic about the
workshop

%  The students showed high levels of
engagement

¥  What was the best aspect of the workshop

Non -formal learning and RMA in the

school environment

%= Do you see some challenges in
delivering non-formal learning
methods and RMA in the school
environment?




Target Group: Professionals

& Stakeholders
Data collection instrument:

Mixed Questionnaire

For this target group evaluation, a
questionnaire was developed with
gualitative and quantitative aspects
to be collected after the
demonstration workshop events in
the schools taking part in the pilot
study.

*The questionnaire was designed in collaboration with a
group of researchers in education and validated by an
expert panel of educationalist and collaborative
learning specialists. The questionnaire was uploaded to
Google Forms in English, to be translated by the
partners in their respective languages.

Evaluation with professionals and stakeholders is
aimed at collecting feedback from professionals
and communities of stakeholders in policy making.
This includes, parents and families, local residents
and organizations that have a stake in the schoold s
success, such as schoclboard members, city
officials, and elected representatives; businesses,
organizations, and cultural institutions; and related
organizations and groups such as parentteacher
associations, charitable foundations, and volunteer
school-improvement committees. The evaluation
incorporated how they see collaborative teaching
methods as useful, if they see a future in investing
in these methods, if they see a possibility of
integrating collaborative methods in formal

teaching school curricula, and finally their advice on
areas for improvement.




The Questionnaira.ikert scale of 5 points in addition to some open ended questions.

The questions included in the questionnaire were principally about:
The sessions

=
¥

e

The workshop was relevant tome 5
The workshop was interesting and

interactive ¥
The non-formal learning methods and

RMA can help teachers gain new ¥
competencies in collaborative teaching

and learning practices ¥

The non-formal learning methods and
RMA to facilitate collaborative teaching
and learning can be of added value in

: =
teaching
| want to tell others about the non -formal
methods used in the CARMA project ¥
The tools and the materials used during
the workshop were useful "

CARMA
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The interaction among the students was
good

The students were enthusiastic about the
workshop

The students showed high levels of
engagement

What was the best aspect of the workshop

Student engagement

Non -formal learning and RMA in the
school environment

Do you see some challenges in delivering non
formal learning methods and RMA in the
school environment?

In what ways do you think the non-formal
learning methods and RMA as an assessment
tool can be adopted to the school curriculum?
What support do you think is needed to
ensure their adoption to the school cur riculum?




Data Collection Process CARMA Jo5

A Data collection was done during the school year 2016-2017 in the seven
partner countries, Italy, Turkey, Portugal, France, Belgium, Spain and Austria.

Country No of NFL Techniques No of NFL Techniques No of RMA Evalations No of students No of teachers
Evaluation

Austria
Belgium
France

Italy

Portugal

Spain
Turkey

Total




Data Collection Process for Impact —— \;E

on DTG1 of Teachers

B
CARMA CARMA
Diary Codes Document Diary Quotes Document
e :
The teacher diaries have been filled by the different ¥
teachers involved in the piloting phase. The teachers
filed the diaries according to the guidelines and
leading questions that were provided to them (Teacher o

Diary Guided Questiong corresponding to the assigned
indicators.

The non-formal learning experts received training and
explanation on the manner of coding during the 3 rd
partnership meeting in Pau, France on 2% d 28t April
2017.

Due to the fact that the diaries were written in seven
different languages, it was agreed upon by the
consortium that the non-formal learning experts
would code the diaries for the eight assigned
indicators, and translate the codes into the English
language.

In addition to that, the non -formal learning experts
would translate outstanding quotes that correspond
to the different Indicators.

Two documents have been created for this purpose,
to be filled by the non-formal learning experts with
the translated codes and quotes.




Data Collection Process for Impact p—
on DTG2 of Students

% The Reciprocal Maieutic Approach was used as an

Country

Austria

Belgium

France
Italy
Portugal
Spain
Turkey

Total

Data on the impact on DTG2 of students was collected

No of NFL  No of NFL No of RMA
Techniques Technigues Evaluations
Evaluation

by the teachers.

No of
students

No of
teachers

assessment tool for monitoring the learners progress
and for monitoring the impact of the non -formal
methods on the students.

The teachers included data on their students well-
being, learning, motivation, engagement, class
participation, attendance and enthusiasm in their
diaries.

That was later, coded and translated by the non-formal
learning experts.

Data was collected from the feedback and interaction
of 3038 students from the seven partner countries (P1
ltaly=332, P2 Spain=510, P3 France=337, P4
Turkey=678, P5 Belgium=529, P6 Portugal=544, P7
Austria=108).




Data Collection Process for Impact o VLA
on Teaching Staff

It on Tt Orowpe: Teacng OUlT
e B o N % Data was collected from the indirect target group
_— 0 T eac hi@og theSimpadt bf non -formal learning
LT A SRS T RRRXXR EEECRLY methods and RMA after attending the demonstration
workshops that the schools and teachers had to
CARMA Y organize to show case some nonformal learning
methods, in addition to demonstrating some o f the
G- A methods together with the students.
E‘T %* The google form prepared for data collection was
::" translated by the partners into their languages, and
p— filled by the teaching staff after attending the

ample: December 15, 2012

demonstration workshop.

State the extent to which you agree or disagree with the
following statements.
About the sessions

3. The workshop was relevant to me. *
Mark only one oval

11111




Data Collection Process for Impact CARMA \;E
on Professionals and Stakeholders

oo i e %# Data was collected from the indirect target group

T e L ——— 0 Pr of e sasdiStakeholdersion the impact of non -

e S formal learning methods and RMA after attendance of

the two assigned demonstration workshops that the

ooyt schools and teachers had to organize to show case
some non-formal learning techniques, in addition to

C ARMA Y\ demonstrating some of the methods together with the
students.

% The google form prepared for data collection was
translated by the partners into their languages, and
filled by the professionals and stakeholders after

N attending the demonstration workshop.

State the extent to which you agree or disagree with the
following statements.

Atout the sessions




Results of the Data Analysis ~ SARMA X<

Impact on DTG1 of Teachers: Partner Diaries

To assist with the data analysis, NVivo 11 was used. Nvivo is a software that supportgjualitative and
mixed methods research.

http://www.gsrinternational.com/nvivo/what -is-nvivo

Individual partner diary analysis can be found in the report OWP 6.5 Evaluation
Report for Tea chers, Students and Stakeholders 6.



http://www.qsrinternational.com/nvivo/what-is-nvivo

Impact on DTG1 of Teachers: Partner Diaries _ , oy a %E

Total Number of Codes per Indicator

Total number of codes among all partners: 494 codes

Total number of codes among all partners per indicator:

% Indicator 1: Increase inknowledge and competencies regarding NFL
methods to facilitate collaborative teaching and learning.

72 codes from all coded fragments refer to15% of the total codes.

%  Indicator 2: Increase in knowledge and competencies regarding RMA as
an assessment toolfor monitoring learners progress.

46 codes from all coded fragments refer to 9% of the total codes.

% Indicator 3: Increased confidence in leading collaborative methods within
own school environment.

49 codes from all coded fragments refer to 10% of the total codes.




Impact on DTG1 of Teachers: Partner Diaries ., oma \§

Indicator 4: Increased peer learning and collaboration via co-
working with non -formal learning experts and other teachers.

38 codes from all coded fragments refer to 7.6% of the total codes.
Indicator 5: Usefulness of the materials.

28 codes from all coded fragments refer to 5.6% of the total codes.
Indicator 6: Increase interaction in the classroom.

82 codes from all coded fragments refer to 16.6% of the total codes.
Indicator 7: Increase motivation and engagement of the students.

102 codes from all coded fragments refer to 20.6% of the total codes.
Indicator 8: Increase learning outcomes in the classroom.

77 codes from all coded fragments refer to 15.6% of the total codes.



