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[Notes on Data Collected:  For Assignments 4 and 5, the number of questions asked is based on the number of stem questions. Probing questions based on a stem question IS NOT included in the number of questions asked calculation.  All statistics reported for Assignment 4 is based on elicited responses, not the number of questions asked. This means that one question may have a response from more than one student (i.e. wrong answers, amplified answer based on another student’s answer, etc).]

For this assignment, an Accounting I class was taped for approximately 50 minutes. The lesson was over preparing a worksheet for a service business. There were 31 responses elicited from a total of 27 questions. Nine students present during the lesson. The following is an analysis of the attached seating chart and the data collected.

Voluntary vs. Involuntary: I preferred calling upon volunteers, allowing them to answer 67% of the questions. This is probably because I fear making shy students uncomfortable and do not want to embarrass a student who may not have the right answer. Out of the 10 involuntary responses, 8 were correct. This should ease my anxiety about calling on involuntary students, as they did better percentage-wise than the volunteers. 

Answers by Gender: Males answered 74% of all questions despite the fact that only 66% of the class is male. This means that males answered a proportionately higher number of questions. My involuntary questions were proportionately spread equal amongst the males and females. The males were generally more willing to volunteer than the females.  The questions asked were, as far as I can tell, gender neutral.


Answers by Location: The strongest bias appeared in number of answers by location. The left side of the room, which accounted for 33% of the class, answered only 13% of the questions.  Oddly, I was physically closer to the left side of the room during the lesson.

Question Characteristics: The majority of the questions were low-level questions, relying heavily on knowledge and application. Wait times were acceptable, usually within the 3-5 second range, and proper questioning procedure was observed with all but one question.

Analysis and Reflection:  I was very much unaware of the lack of questions I directed to the left side of the room. In this particular group of students, the left side of the room is where all the “quiet” students sit. Perhaps my preference for calling upon volunteers influenced my asking questions to the left side because they tend to volunteer much less. (Carl, who answered the most questions, had his hand raised a greater percentage of the time.) In the future, I could try to put the quiet students near students who volunteer for more questions, since the frequent volunteers clearly garnered more of my attention.  My apparent gender bias is also a product of my preference for calling upon volunteers because the males had their hands up much more on almost every question.


A very interesting observation was that increasing wait-time did result in more students raising their hands. It is very hard for me to wait if two or three people already have their hands up, but waiting a little longer solicited willing responses from several students who would not have raised their hands otherwise.
