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Gibbs 1988 Reflective Proforma

Title of research: How do different questioning techniques affect student engagement?

	Description: What happened?

	Pupils came into the lesson aware of observer presence and why the lesson was taking place. All pupils appeared comfortable and quickly sat down for the lesson. Pupils completed class discussion and were stopped throughout for the teacher to ask questions and instruct the children what he expected from them.

I observed from the back of the classroom, I had very limited interaction with pupils apart from introducing myself to the whole class on arrival and a few minor conversations with students who were situated close to me
I made observation notes electronically using the observation schedule made prior to the lesson starting and my partner ensured that I had a good view of the target pupils.

During the interview, I again made notes using the interview log previously made. I had little interaction with pupils during the interview due to the fact myself and my research partner thought it would allow the pupils to be more comfortable speaking to someone they had a previous pupil-teacher relationship with.

	Feelings: What were you thinking and feeling?

	Throughout the observation I was conscious not to miss any student interactions but quickly realized that this would be difficult due to the fact I was typing as I things happened and often struggled to keep up.


	Evaluation: What was good and bad about the experience?

	· I thought that the alternating of questioning was a very good way of ensuring that the children were motivated throughout the lessons duration. 
· All target pupils took part in the session and were keen to answer questions most of the time.
· I feel that my biggest issue was keeping up with the observations, I feel that I may have potentially missed some interactions which could have been key to the research.

	Analysis: What sense can you make of the situation

	Overall I feel that the children thoroughly enjoyed the lesson and were keen to attempt to answer the majority of the questions. There was some visible changes in student engagement and wellbeing when the questioning type changed and I feel that this support our hypothesis that different questioning techniques affect the engagement of students.

	Conclusion: What else could you have done?

	I feel that I could have taken shorter notes when observing the children and write them up fully after the session, this would have allowed for less interactions to have been missed and therefore a more detailed observation log as a result.

	Action plan: What will you do next?

	Analyse the results and write the report which will be concluded with key recommendations for future research and my teaching moving forward.







Interview Questions and Log
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date:21/02/19
Pupil ID: B1,B2,B3

(Completed  by investigators) 

	Question
	Pupil response 

	How did the name randomiser/teacher selection/voluntary answer make you feel?
	B1 Didn't like the name randomizer called it creepy and nerve racking as they did not like the uncertain nature of the technique.

Question difficulty was the main factor to teacher choosing the pupils who answer the questions, all three unanimously agreed that if the question was something they believed they could answer then they did not mind the teacher asking them to answer.

Preferred method was voluntary answering, the target children believed that this method allows them to only answer when they feel they know the answer and therefore this is their prefered method.

All pupils felt that when they were given ITT they were happier with answering the question.


	Does the questioning strategy make learning more interesting?
	All three of  the children liked the teacher led questioning with the use of a bean bag, all three children believed that it made answering questions more fun and this led to them engaging more within the lesson as they wanted to take part in the session.

One of the children did say that it made them nervous, they were scared that they would drop the bean bag and be made fun of, but when they caught they said that “it made me feel great that I caught it and got the answer correct”.

They said that the name randomizer was a good way of asking the questions to the class as it was fair and meant the teacher was not biased towards the class in any way. However B1, B3 students said that in increased their nerves because they didn’t know when they were going to be asked a question.

B2 agreed that volunteering to answer isn’t particularly interesting but if they were thrown the bean bag it would make it more fun in future lessons.



	Which of the three strategies used do you prefer? Why?
	The preferred method overall was the name randomiser with the use of a bean bag for the extra fun factor. The children liked it because they were uncertain if they got picked and by getting picked by the computer then having to catch the beanbag they believed that it added an extra challenge element to the task.


	Do you think the questioning strategy makes you pay more attention in class? Why?
	The three children believed that the name randomizer means everyone has the equal chance to answer the questions as it is uncertain when they would answer the question they would definitely pay more attention to ensure that they have the best chance of answering a question if they were asked.




	Does the questioning strategy affect the way you answer the teacher?
	B2 of the children believed that the way the teacher asked the questions affected the way they answered the question. This pupil said he could tell when the teacher wanted a more detailed answer depending on the question.

B1 and B3  were unsure whether the way the teacher asked the question affected their answers.




	Investigator comments 
	









Interview Questions and Log
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date: 20/2/19
Pupil ID: 

(Completed  by investigators) 

	Question
	Pupil response 

	How did the name randomiser/teacher selection/voluntary answer make you feel?
	This pupil prefers the name randomiser as they felt that it made the lesson a little more exciting because they had to pay attention to everything. They stated that they were less comfortable when they thought that the teacher was just going to choose them without any warning.




	Does the questioning strategy make learning more interesting?
	“I think it does” this pupil stated they felt that the randomiser (lollipop sticks) made the learning more interesting because they felt they had to listen and concentrate more about what was going on. 



	Which of the three strategies used do you prefer? Why?
	This pupil prefers the lollipop sticks, (randomiser) as it made more of a game element to the lesson that they felt they could fully enjoy, making the lesson more fun and interactive.



	Do you think the questioning strategy makes you pay more attention in class? Why?
	“I thought that when the lollipop sticks were used I paid more attention” pupil goes on to suggest that they paid more attention  to this period of the lesson 
 Because they found it more fun.




	Does the questioning strategy affect the way you answer the teacher?
	‘I don't think so’ this pupil was uncertain how the questioning type affected their responses.





	Investigator comments 
	
















Interview Questions and Log
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date: 20/2/19
Pupil ID: A2

(Completed  by investigators) 

	Question
	Pupil response 

	How did the name randomiser/teacher selection/voluntary answer make you feel?
	This pupil prefered volunteering an answer, than either of the other two questioning strategies. They stated that by volunteering their own answer they felt that they knew what they were going to say and prefered it because it was their own choice to then answer the question. Made them feel more comfortable compared to the others



	Does the questioning strategy make learning more interesting?
	“I don’t know”, this pupil stated that they didn’t know if the questioning strategy made them listen more or not. From observation notes its easy to see that this pupil was disengaged for a large portion of the lesson, but did volunteer answers even when not called upon 



	Which of the three strategies used do you prefer? Why?
	This pupil prefered volunteering an answer because they could answer the questions they wanted to answer. They did state however they found the name randomizer (lollipop sticks) more fun as you don’t know who is going to be asked questions. 





	Do you think the questioning strategy makes you pay more attention in class? Why?
	This pupil stated that they paid more attention during the lollipop stick portion of the session because they did not want to be caught out by being asked a question that they didn’t understand or know. It only appeared that they paid more attention during the name randomiser and not before when the information was being given for the questions. 





	Does the questioning strategy affect the way you answer the teacher?
	Pupil stated that when the questioning was more fun they would answer the felt that they wanted to answer a question more.





	Investigator comments 
	Agreed with pupil A1 that if there was a ball involved they would have found the questions more fun.










Interview Questions and Log
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date:20/2/19
Pupil ID: A1 

(Completed  by investigators) 

	Question
	Pupil response 

	How did the name randomiser/teacher selection/voluntary answer make you feel?
	Prefered being able to choose when to answer the questions as they felt that they had a better response prepared. (Voluntary answer). Found the randomiser fun but stated how it could be sometimes stressful. Suggested the idea of using a ball to pass around the classroom which would make them more willing to take part with questions and get involved.

	Does the questioning strategy make learning more interesting?
	Yes, randomising questions made it more interesting as it was more fun, thinks that if there was a use of a ball to pass around the classroom as prompt, the questioning would be even more fun. Making learning more interesting as a whole.




	Which of the three strategies used do you prefer? Why?
	Volunteer, because I was prepared with an answer and new that my answer was correct. The others made me worried in case I got chosen and I didn’t know the answer to the question.  





	Do you think the questioning strategy makes you pay more attention in class? Why?
	I paid more attention when we were using the lollipop sticks as I wasn't sure if I was going to be asked. So I paid more attention to make sure I knew the answer to the question





	Does the questioning strategy affect the way you answer the teacher?
	No





	Investigator comments 
	This pupils idea of using a ball prompted a change in this research, as researchers we will now incorporate the use of ball/beanbag into our next stage of research in School B












Observation Grid
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date: 20/02/19
Pupil ID: A3

*EWB = Leuven scale for emotional wellbeing	*LOI = Leuven, Level of involvement 

	Teacher selected

Participation: Good response to the question presented. Stayed engaged throughout after response was given. 

Wellbeing: Comfortable responding.

Quality of response: Good level of response, pupil provided information in their response to allow the discussion to be built from.   





EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Name Randomiser

Participation: Engaged throughout the period of the name randomizer being used.  

Wellbeing: no difference, pupil seemed comfortable  

Quality of response: n/a pupils was not selected.






EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        

	Volunteer Answer

Participation: Eager to respond and give an answer. Once answer given less engaged 

Wellbeing: Very comfortable giving an answer.

Quality of response: A good response, did not prompt other thinking and contribution from other students.

EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Notes 

Very engaged throughout the class apart from directly after answering a question. Kept engaged to offer a number of different answers to several different questions.




Observation Grid
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date: 20/02/19
Pupil ID: A2

*EWB = Leuven scale for emotional wellbeing	*LOI = Leuven, Level of involvement 

	Teacher selected

Participation: Limited participation

Wellbeing: Uncomfortable, didn't provide an answer. 

Quality of response: Low level of response, they were unable to respond to the question and continued to be somewhat distracted. 





EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Name Randomiser

Participation: willing to participate, kept engaged throughout

Wellbeing: seemed more agitated, whilst waiting to see if they were being called.

Quality of response: N/A, name randomiser didn't select them. 





EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        

	Volunteer Answer

Participation: Quickly put their hand up, no prompting needed. Less engaged after the response was given 

Wellbeing: very happy and confident with the answer they gave. 

Quality of response: Good response, pupil understood what they were talking about and how 


EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Notes

The pupil was disengaged for a period of the lesson, played with whiteboard showing limited interest in the discussion. However when a question was asked pupil participated in volunteering answers after questions stated.  

During name randomizer, they seemed engaged but appeared as if they were worried they were going to be called upon without knowing an answer.



Observation Grid
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date: 20/02/19
Pupil ID: A1

*EWB = Leuven scale for emotional wellbeing	*LOI = Leuven, Level of involvement 

	Teacher selected

Participation: Happy to give an answer without hesitation.

Wellbeing: good, confident answer. 

Quality of response: Good clear response,  Teacher able to build off their participation. Pupils understood what was said




EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Name Randomiser

Participation: Engaged throughout.

Wellbeing: no difference in pupils attitudes

Quality of response: Pupil responded well they were comfortable when their name was drawn and happy to contribute to the class discussion. This answer was at a good level which allowed a level of response from the teacher and other students. 


EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        

	Volunteer Answer

Participation: Good to a high level of participation

Wellbeing: Very happy with being given the choice to answer questions and take part, seemed very comfortable with this choice. 

Quality of response: good level of response allowed the discussion to be built around that answer, responded to several questions posed by the teacher after  initial response.

EWB:
 1       2        3       4        5        
LOI:
 1       2        3       4        5        
	Notes 

This pupil volunteered to get up and sing the St Davids day song in front of the class. They seemed very comfortable in front of the class and were more than happy to provide answers to the class after every question 





Observation Grid
(How do different questioning strategies affect pupil engagement?)

Date:
Pupil ID: 

*EWB = Leuven scale for emotional wellbeing	*LOI = Leuven, Level of involvement 

	Teacher selected

Pupil A
Stumbled a bit but answered correctly, stumble did not affect her confidence.
Was scared when she had the beanbag thrown to her, not quite confident.


Pupil B
Confident answer very good, looks like he enjoys answering questions.
Loved when he had to catch the bean bag as he showed a visible increase in his physical happiness.


Participation: 
Pupil A was willing to participate if chosen but was not overly enthusiastic until the introduction of the bean bag which showed LOI = 3

Pupil B loved giving answers and was enthusiastic at all points. LOI = 5

Well being: 

Pupil A stayed neutral throughout the teacher led section of the lesson EWB = 3

Pupil B showed an increase in happiness when asked to answer questions and this led to an increase in his EWB scale number. EWB = 4

Quality of response:
Both students showed a good quality of response when answering questions






	Name Randomiser
Name randomiser was very exciting for the class and it seems it is not an approach to questioning that they are usually accustomed too.

Some children showed visible discomfort when chosen by the name randomizer as they felt that they were put under pressure and this led to them being unable to answer the questions.

Pupil A 
Looked nervous but very engaged, was visibly worried that their name was going to be chosen. LOI = 3 EWB = 2

Pupil B 
Wanted to answer the questions but was not chosen to answer and he showed visible disappointment when he could not contribute to the lesson. When he was finally chosen he was visibly delighted to answer the question this brought the biggest raise in his wellbeing throughout the session. LOI = 4 EWB = 5 when finally chosen.









	Volunteer Answer
Target pupils were more than willing to volunteer themselves for answers and both showed a small increase in their motivation to answer when they knew the answers that other pupils in the class did not know.

When picked to answer they instantly would answer which shows that they were excited to do so.

The bean bag was also a new concept and led to a lot of children disrupting the lesson.

Pupil B was ecstatic to answer the question when thrown the beanbag. LOI = 5 EWB = 5

Pupil A was happy to avoid questions when she became less sure and more children had feedback into the lesson. LOI = 3 EWB = 3









	Notes 

APK lesson on St David's day



