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Thinking with Technology End-of-Training Survey 
(For Participant Teachers and Master Teachers)
The training survey is administered to Master Teachers (MTs) and Participant Teachers (PTs) soon after the Thinking with Technology training is completed, and is meant to gather information on their training experiences, and their preparedness to implement what they have learnt. This survey is divided into four sections, and the first three sections are to be filled in by both PTs and MTs, and the last section is for MTs only. In this document, each section is introduced with a description of what the questions in that section are intended to capture, and this is accompanied by an explanation for each set of questions if different constructs are measured within a section.

Section I asks the teachers taking the Thinking with Technology training about their teaching background, such as the subject they teach, their teaching experience, the grade level they teach, if they have participated in any Intel Teach professional development program previously, and their prior familiarity with the concepts covered in the training. This information is helpful for understanding who the program is reaching, and also allows investigation of whether participant characteristics influence their experience when they take Thinking with Technology. Teachers are also asked about the extent of computer access their students have in school, as this will strongly influence whether and how they are able to use the online thinking tools after the training. This information can also tell the evaluator if the program is targeting schools with sufficient infrastructure to support teachers’ integration of technology. If the data reveal that participants do not have adequate infrastructure, program staff will need to decide if they should change the program’s recruitment approach. This information can also help Ministries of Education staff make informed decisions about technology infrastructure policy.

Section 1: YOUR BACKGROUND AS AN EDUCATOR

1.
Which of the following best describes the professional role you play in your school district? Please select the best choice.
· Classroom teacher 

· Enrichment or resource teacher 

· Technology coordinator

· Media specialist or librarian 

· Other professional staff (for example, staff developer, instructional coach, curriculum coordinator) 

· Administrator 

· Other (please explain): 
2. What is the primary subject you are teaching during the 2005-2006 school year? Please select the best choice.

· Arts / Music

· Bilingual Education or English as Second Language 

· Computer Science 

· English/Language Arts 

· Foreign Languages 

· General Curriculum 

· Mathematics 

· Physical Education 

· Science 

· Social Studies/History 

· Special Education 

· Vocation/Technical Training 

· Do not work with students directly

· Other (please specify): 
3. What grade level(s) are you teaching during the 2005-2006 academic year? 
Please select all choices that apply. 

· Early elementary (K-3rd grade) 

· Upper Elementary (4th-5th grade) 

· Middle School (6th-8th grade) 

· High School (9th-12th grade) 

· Do not work with students in the classroom

4. How many years of experience do you have as a K-12 teacher (including the 2005-2006 academic year)? Please select the best choice. 

· 0-2 years 

· 3-9 years 

· 10-20 years 

· Over 20 years 

· Do not work with students in the classroom

5. Have you previously participated in an Intel® Teach professional development program?

· Yes

· No

6. Have you previously been trained as a Master Teacher in an Intel® Teach professional development program?

· Yes

· No

7. How many computers are available for students to use in classrooms? Please select the best choice. 

· 0

· 1

· 2-4

· 5-7

· More than 7

· Do not work with students in the classroom

8. How often do your students have access to computer lab(s)? 

Please select the best choice. 
· There are no computer labs in our school

· Daily

· 1-2 times per week

· 3-4 times per week

· Monthly

· Less than once a month

· Do not work with students in the classroom 

· Other (please explain): 
9. Before the training, how familiar were you with the following?
	
	Not 

familiar
	A little familiar
	Somewhat familiar
	Very familiar
	No 

Opinion

	a.
Teaching higher-order thinking skills
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
Curriculum Framing Questions
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
Project-based approaches
	
	
	
	
	


In Section II, Questions 10 and 11 gather information on whether teachers found the training useful or not, and how prepared they feel to use the online thinking tools and project-based approaches to teaching and learning when they are back in their classrooms. Responses to these questions indicate how effective the training was in preparing teachers to implement later in the classroom.
Section II: Response to the Thinking with Technology Training
10. Would you recommend this training to a friend or colleague? Please select the best choice.

· Definitely not 

· Probably not 

· Probably yes 

· Definitely yes

11. After participating in the training, how prepared did you feel to implement each of the following in your classroom?

	
	Not 

prepared
	Somewhat prepared
	Adequately prepared
	Very prepared
	No 

Opinion

	a.
Visual Ranking
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
Seeing Reason
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
Showing Evidence
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
Teaching higher-order thinking skills
	
	
	
	
	

	e.
Using Curriculum Framing Questions
	
	
	
	
	

	f.
Project-based approaches
	
	
	
	
	

	g.
Unit creation using Intel's guidelines
	
	
	
	
	

	h.
Assessing student work with the thinking tools
	
	
	
	
	


Question 12 asks teachers to indicate what they thought the training focused on. This information will reveal if the key messages of the program are well communicated in the training. This information can help program staff understand if the localized training and related materials are successfully communicating the key messages of the Thinking with Technology course to participants from their country.
12. To what extent do the following statements describe the training you just completed? For each item below, select the choice that best represents your experience. 

	
	Not at all
	Small extent
	Moderate extent
	Great extent
	No 

Opinion

	a.
It provided useful, new strategies for creating projects that develop students’ 21st century skills
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
It introduced new resources and strategies for developing students’ higher-order thinking skills
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
It guided me in the use of Curriculum-Framing Questions as a method of project planning
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
It provided opportunities to collaborate and share ideas with other teachers
	
	
	
	
	

	e.
It prepared me to support my students’ higher-order thinking through the use of visual representations
	
	
	
	
	

	f.
It provided me with new resources and ideas about how to assess my students’ learning
	
	
	
	
	

	g.
It provided me with different models for categorizing thinking skills (for example, exploring Bloom, Marzano, and Costa and Kallick, and creating a “Habits of Thinking Taxonomy”)
	
	
	
	
	


Question 13 asks the teachers if they think the tools can support key 21st century skills for their students. This will help understand if the teaches see any value or utility in the tools for their students. 

13. The following statements describe various opinions you may have about the online thinking tools. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each statement.

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree 
	No opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	a.
The Seeing Reason Tool will help my students better understand causal relationships.
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
The Visual Ranking Tool will help my students evaluate and prioritize information.
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
The Showing Evidence Tool will help my students analyze evidence and construct arguments.
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
The online thinking tools will help my students consider issues from multiple perspectives.
	
	
	
	
	


14. During the training, you developed a unit plan. Which of the online thinking tool(s) did your unit plan include? Please select all that apply.

· Visual Ranking Tool 

· Seeing Reason Tool 

· Showing Evidence Tool 

· I did not develop a unit plan.

15. Do you plan to use the unit plan you developed with your students? Please select all that apply.

· Yes

· No

Question 16 asks teachers who have participated in the Thinking with Technology training to indicate how often they plan to use some of the key topics from the course. Responses to these questions can reveal to evaluators what information covered in the training is relevant to the teachers and can also indicate which tools and pedagogical strategies are easier for teachers to implement on a regular basis. 

16. How often do you plan to use the following in your own classroom? Please select the best choice for each question.

	
	Never
	Rarely
	Once in a While
	Often
	N/A

	a.
Visual Ranking Tool
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
Seeing Reason Tool
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
Showing Evidence Tool
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
Teaching higher-order thinking skills
	
	
	
	
	

	e.
Using Curriculum Framing Questions
	
	
	
	
	

	f.
Project-based approaches
	
	
	
	
	

	g.
Unit creation using course template
	
	
	
	
	

	h.
Assessing student work with thinking tools
	
	
	
	
	


Section III asks teachers to rate how successful their trainers were at leading them through the instructional- and technology-related practices covered in the training. Responses to these questions can help evaluators and program staff understand whether trainers are adequately prepared to deliver the Thinking with Technology training.

Section III: Response to the Trainer 
17. Think about the trainer who led your training and his/her leadership of the training. For each item below, select the choice that best represents your experience. How successful was the trainer at:

	
	Not successful
	Somewhat successful
	Adequately successful
	Very successful
	No 

Opinion

	a.
Helping participants to understand the online thinking tools and their workspaces
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
Helping participants to think about ways to manage a classroom project using an online environment
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
Helping participants through the process of creating their own unit plan that integrates one or more of the online thinking tools
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
Assisting participants in understanding deeper thinking through thinking models (for example, Bloom, Marzano, and Costa and Kallick)
	
	
	
	
	

	e.
Assisting participants in developing Curriculum-Framing Questions
	
	
	
	
	

	f.
Supporting participants’ development of project ideas
	
	
	
	
	

	g.
Helping participants understand and develop assessment methods that would be used throughout the project
	
	
	
	
	


18. Please use the space below to share any comments you may have about this training, project ideas, or your plans for using one or more of the online thinking tools (for example, Seeing Reason Tool, Visual Ranking Tool, or Showing Evidence Tool) in your classroom. Less than 1000 characters.
While the questions up to this point are for both MTs and PTs, Section IV is for MTs only. Questions 19 and 20 measure how prepared MTs feel to lead a training on their own and how comfortable they are with explaining the online thinking tools. These data can help evaluators and program staff understand if the MT training is preparing MTs to train participant teachers, and can also indicate topic areas or tools that might need extra scaffolding in the MT training.
Section IV: Training Other Teachers 

(The following section is for Master Teachers only)

19. Please select the statement that best describes your feelings of readiness to lead a training on Thinking with Technology for others following this five-day training experience:  

· I feel ready to lead a training at this time. 

· I feel I will be ready to lead a training after reviewing the curriculum and presentation materials again. 

· I feel I will be ready to lead a training after I have used the online thinking tools in my own classroom. 

· I feel ready to lead a training with the support of another Master Teacher. 

· I do not feel ready to lead a training without additional support or training from Intel.

20. How well prepared do you feel to present each of the following formats of the training on Thinking with Technology to teachers in your school or district? 
	
	Not 

prepared
	Somewhat prepared
	Adequately prepared
	Very prepared
	No 

Opinion

	a.
Thinking with Technology using only the Visual Ranking Tool
	
	
	
	
	

	b.
Thinking with Technology using the Visual Ranking and Seeing Reason tools
	
	
	
	
	

	c.
Thinking with Technology using the Visual Ranking and Showing Evidence tools
	
	
	
	
	

	d.
Thinking with Technology using all three tools (Visual Ranking, Seeing Reason, and Showing Evidence)
	
	
	
	
	


Thinking with Technology Follow-Up Survey 
(For Participant Teachers and Master Teachers)
The follow-up survey is administered to Master Teachers (MTs) and Participant Teachers (PTs) after at least six months from their having completed the Thinking with Technology training, and is meant to gather information on how they follow up on what they learned at the training in their classrooms. This survey is divided into four sections, and the first three sections are to be filled in by both PTs and MTs, and the last section is for MTs only. In this document, each section is introduced with a description of what the questions in that section are intended to capture, and this is accompanied by an explanation for each set of questions if different constructs are measured within a section. 

Section I primarily gathers background information from teachers on the unit plan they had developed while in the training on Thinking with Technology, asking such questions as the subject area and grade level the unit plan targeted, which tools it included, and their objectives for the unit plan. It also asks the teachers if they had participated in any Intel Teach professional development program previously, and also about their motivations for taking the Thinking with Technology training. These data set the context for the rest of the data from that teacher, by revealing why the teacher took the training on Thinking with Technology and what their objectives were for the unit plan.

Section I: Background and Course Experience

Q1.
Which of the following best describes the primary professional role you play in your school district? 

· Classroom teacher

· Enrichment or resource teacher

· Technology coordinator

· Media specialist or librarian

· Other professional staff (such as staff developer, instructional coach, curriculum coordinator)

· Administrator

· Other (please specify): ____________________________________________

Q2.
Have you previously taken the Intel® Teach Essentials Course (40 hours)?

· Yes

· No

Q3. How important was each of the following to your decision to participate in the Intel Teach training on Thinking with Technology?

	
	Not at all important
	Somewhat important
	No opinion
	Important 
	Very important

	a. I wanted to use the online thinking tools in my classroom.
	
	
	
	
	

	b. I wanted to learn new ways to teach my students to use higher-order thinking skills.
	
	
	
	
	

	c. It is part of my job to provide professional development opportunities to others.
	
	
	
	
	

	d. Attending the training was one way to fulfill a professional development requirement.
	
	
	
	
	

	e. Someone at my school or district recommended I attend the training.
	
	
	
	
	

	f. I wanted to learn about integrating new technologies into my teaching.
	
	
	
	
	


Q4. After having a chance to implement in your classrooms what you learned in the training, how well do you think the training prepared you to do the following?

	
	Not 

prepared
	Somewhat prepared
	Adequately prepared
	Very prepared
	No Opinion

	a. To use the online thinking tools
	
	
	
	
	

	b. To discuss with peers how to teach higher-order thinking skills (such as causal reasoning, analyzing, prioritizing information, and making claims and building arguments)
	
	
	
	
	

	c. To use Curriculum Framing Questions (Essential Questions, Unit Questions, Content Questions) and questioning strategies
	
	
	
	
	

	d. To develop project ideas using the online thinking tools
	
	
	
	
	

	e. To develop concrete strategies for integrating higher-order thinking into my teaching 
	
	
	
	
	

	f. To discuss with peers how to enhance students’ 21st century skills
	
	
	
	
	


Q5. During the training, you developed a unit plan. Which of the online thinking tools did your unit plan include? Please select only one response.
· Visual Ranking Tool only

· Seeing Reason Tool only

· Showing Evidence Tool only

· Both Visual Ranking and Seeing Reason tools

· Both Visual Ranking and Showing Evidence tools

· Both Seeing Reason and Showing Evidence tools

· All three of the online thinking tools

Q6. What was the primary subject area targeted by this unit plan? Please select only one response.
· Art/Music

· Computers/Technology

· English/Language Arts

· Foreign Language

· Mathematics

· Science

· Social Studies/History

· Other (please specify): ________________________________________

Q7. For what grade level was your unit plan intended? Please select all that apply.
· Lower elementary (grades preK-3)

· Upper elementary (grades 4-5)

· Middle school/junior high (grades 6-8)

· High school (grades 9-12)

· Other (please specify): _________________________________________

Q8. What objectives did you seek to address in developing your unit plan? Please select all that apply.

· To provide students the opportunity to visualize their thinking process through using the tools. 

· To promote discussion in the classroom. 

· To encourage collaborative work among students. 

· To engage students in project-based learning activities. 

· To support the diverse needs of students (for example, ELL, gifted, special needs). 

· To connect my curriculum with the higher-order thinking skills the tools are designed to support. 

· Other (please specify): _________________________________________

Section II ask teachers to indicate their teaching practices in the classroom, and their use of the online thinking tools. These data can provide valuable information about how teachers are following up in their classrooms. Responses can also reveal if there are topic areas teachers are not following up on (for example any particular tool use or use of project-based approaches), and if it appears that there is a consistent pattern emerging, the evaluators can find out more by asking the respondents targeted questions so that the program staff can provide extra guidance in the next round of trainings. 

Section II: Classroom Activities

Q9. Since the training, which of the following assessment have you used in units involving the online thinking tools? Please select all that apply.
· In-class assignments

· Classroom participation

· Student presentations

· Homework assignments

· Teacher-made quizzes and tests

· Assessments included in published curriculum and textbooks
· Diagnostic tests 

· District simulations or mandated exams

· Authentic assessments (for example, portfolios, experiments, read-alouds)

Q10. Since the training, which of the following material and resources have you used in units involving the online thinking tools? Please select all that apply.

· Email

· Web resources
· Smartboard/projector

· Productivity tools (for example, Microsoft Word*, Microsoft PowerPoint*, and so on)

· People outside classroom 

· Print materials/textbooks

· Graphics or imaging software

· Specialized content-specific software

· Other (please specify): ____________________________________________

Q11. Since the training, which of the following grouping strategies have you used in units involving the online thinking tools? Please select all that apply.

· Individual

· Pairs/Small groups (2-4)

· Large groups (5-half class)

· Whole class

· Other (please specify): ____________________________________________

Q12. Since the training, which of the following student activities have been performed in units involving the online thinking tools? Please select all that apply.

· Seat work/individual work
· Group work
· Brainstorming
· Role playing
· Read-alouds
· Have small group discussions
· Whole class discussion
· Hands on work/work with manipulatives (including science labs) 

· Library work 
· Internet searches
· Writing tasks
· Readings
· Generating questions
· Presentations
· Debate
· Other (please specify): ____________________________________________
Q13. Since the training, which of the following teacher activities have been performed in units involving the online thinking tools? Please select all that apply.
· Lecture

· Advise

· Facilitate class discussion

· Show a video 

· Demonstrate/model activity for students 

· Monitor/assess student understanding

· Monitor/assess student performance or skills

· Collaborate with students
· Collaborate with colleagues
· Other (please specify): ____________________________________________
Q14. Since the training, which of the following have you performed with the Visual Ranking tool? Please select all that apply.
Student activities

· Students created/added factors

· Students created initial ranking
· Students revised their rankings 

· Student discuss rankings in groups

· Students presented their ranking to class

Tool Features

· Adding criteria

· Correlation feature

· Print 
· Create ranking
· Student comments
· Teacher comments

· Teacher-created factors

Thinking Skills

· Evaluate and prioritize information

· View issue(s) from multiple perspectives

· Make decisions by seeking consensus, negotiating new options

· Collaborate with peers

Q15. Since the training, which of the following have you performed with the Seeing Reason tool? Please select all that apply.
Student activities

· Students created/entered variables

· Students created a causal map

· Students revised their maps
· Student discuss maps in groups

· Students presented maps to class 
Tool Features
· Portfolio feature

· Add new comment box

· Print 

· Student comments
· Teacher comments

· Teacher-created variables

Thinking Skills

· Understand complex problems or systems that involve cause and effect

· Discuss interpretations of problems/systems that involve cause and effect

· Represent interpretations of problems/systems that involve cause and effect

· Defend interpretations of problems/systems that involve cause and effect

Q16. Since the training, which of the following have you performed with the Showing Evidence tool? Please select all that apply.
Student activities

· Students developed hypotheses/or question

· Students found/entered evidence

· Students built their arguments

· Students revised their arguments

· Students discussed their arguments in groups

· Students present their arguments to class

· Students rated quality of evidence

· Students organized evidence (used labels)

· Students linked evidence to claim

· Students rated claims

Tool Features

· Simplified version

· Full version 

· Print 

· Teacher creates evidence

· Student comments
· Teacher comments

· Teacher-created hypothesis(es)/question(s)

Thinking Skills

· Work on argumentation skills

· Utilize strategies for encouraging discussion as students make claims, support claims with evidence, debate differences, reach conclusions

· Analyze and evaluate criteria for their decisions

The questions in Section III gather information specific to teachers’ use of online thinking tools in classrooms with their students, and question 21 asks them about any challenges they may have had to face when using the tools. Responses to these questions reveal teachers’ use of the tools, if they value it or not, and also identify possible problems areas in using them. 

Section III: Using the Online Thinking Tools in the Classroom

Q17. Since attending the training, which of the online thinking tools have you used with your students? Please check all that apply.
· Visual Ranking Tool
· Seeing Reason Tool
· Showing Evidence Tool
· I have not used any of the tools

Q18. Which of the following 21st century learning skills did your students specifically demonstrate when they participated in a lesson using the online thinking tool(s) in your classroom? Please check all that apply.
· Information and media literacy skills

· Positive attitudes and perceptions about learning 

· Critical thinking and systems thinking

· Problem identification, formulation and solution skills

· Acquisition and integration of knowledge skills

· Listening to others with understanding and empathy skills

· Communication skills

· Striving for accuracy and precision skills

· Other (please specify): ___________________________________________ 
Q19. Which, if any, of the following activities have you done since attending Thinking with Technology Course? If you are not a classroom teacher, please answer as someone who supports others in integrating these tools.

	
	Yes, I have done this
	No, I have not done this

	a. Integrated one or more of the online thinking tools into an existing lesson or unit plan.
	
	

	b. Taught students how to use the online thinking tools through an activity that was not related to my curriculum. 
	
	

	c. Used one or more of the online thinking tools in ways that were different from the uses of the tools explained in the course. 
	
	

	d. Used one or more of the online thinking tools in an exercise to introduce a class project or unit. 
	
	

	e. Used one or more of the online thinking tools in the middle of a unit or project in my classroom.
	
	

	f. Used one or more of the online thinking tools as part of a culminating project in my classroom.
	
	

	g. Used one or more of the online thinking tools to help students represent or organize information as a stand-alone activity. 
	
	

	h. Had my student’s access one or more of the online thinking tools from locations outside of school.
	
	

	i. Allowed students to save, refer to, and revisit resources over time
	
	


Q20. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each of the following statements. If you are not a classroom teacher, please answer as someone who supports others in integrating these tools.

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	No Opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	a.  Students found the online tool(s) easy to use.
	
	
	
	
	

	b.  Using the Seeing Reason Tool helped students better understand causal relationships.
	
	
	
	
	

	c.  Using the Visual Ranking Tool helped students evaluate and prioritize information.
	
	
	
	
	

	d.  Using the Showing Evidence Tool helped students construct arguments and analyze evidence.
	
	
	
	
	

	e.  Using the tool(s) helped students consider issues from multiple perspectives.
	
	
	
	
	

	f.  Using the tool(s) helped students meet appropriate standards and/or benchmarks in my subject area.
	
	
	
	
	


Q21. The following is about challenges you may have faced when using the online thinking tools in the classroom. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each of the following statements. If you are not a classroom teacher, please answer as someone who supports other teachers in integrating these tools.
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	No Opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	a.  The skills that the tool(s) focused on were difficult to fit into my curriculum.
	
	
	
	
	

	b.  It is not easy to schedule adequate computer/Internet access for students to use the tool(s) (i.e. scheduling computer lab time).
	
	
	
	
	

	c.  My school does not have adequate computer/Internet resources for students to use the tool(s).
	
	
	
	
	

	d. The tools would have to be more flexible to be useful.
	
	
	
	
	

	e. My students do not have strong enough computer/Internet skills to use the tools effectively.
	
	
	
	
	

	f.  I would need additional training on the tools to use them effectively with students.
	
	
	
	
	

	g. I did not have adequate technical support to use the tools.
	
	
	
	
	

	h. I would need more administrative support to use the tools.
	
	
	
	
	

	i.  The tools do not align with standards and benchmarks in my subject area.
	
	
	
	
	


Q22. In the space below, please provide any additional comments you may have about the online thinking tools, their use in the classroom, or your course experiences.

While the questions up to this point are for both MTs and PTs, Section IV is for MTs only. Question 15 asks about their motivations for training to be an MT and question 16 asks which version of the training they will be conducting or have conducted. Question 17 asks if MTs have led a training themselves, and looks for possible reasons why they may not have done so. Question 18 asks about the support they received to lead a training and how prepared they felt in general. Data gathered from these questions can help evaluators and program staff understand why MTs are not leading trainings themselves by indicating topic areas or tools that might need extra scaffolding in the MT training.

Section IV: Training Other Teachers
Please answer the following section only if you are a Master Teacher. 
Q23. How important was each of the following to your decision to participate in the Intel Teach Thinking with Technology Course?
	
	Not at all important
	Somewhat important
	No opinion
	Important 
	Very important

	a. I wanted to lead a training on Thinking with Technology for Participant Teachers.
	
	
	
	
	

	b. I enjoy working with other Intel Teach Master Teachers.
	
	
	
	
	


Q24. Which Intel Teach Thinking with Technology agenda type have you conducted — or do you plan to conduct — for Participant Teachers?

	
	I have con-ducted
	I plan to conduct within the school year
	I plan to conduct but I’m not sure when 
	I don’t plan to conduct

	a. Course featuring Visual Ranking Tool 
	
	
	
	

	b. Course featuring Visual Ranking and Seeing Reason tools
	
	
	
	

	c. Course featuring Visual Ranking and Showing Evidence tools
	
	
	
	

	d. Course featuring Visual Ranking, Seeing Reason and Showing Evidence tools
	
	
	
	


Q25. If you have NOT yet conducted a training in your school or district, please select the response that best describes why. If you have taught a training, please select “I have conducted a course”. Please select only one choice.
· I have conducted a course.

· I did not want to schedule a course for teachers in my school or district.

· I could not find time to schedule a course for teachers in my school or district.

· I scheduled a course, but I did not have enough teachers signed up so I had to cancel.

· I scheduled a course, but due to influences beyond my control (for example, weather, change in schedule), I had to cancel. 

· There was not enough interest from teachers in my school or district to hold a course at this time.

· I did not have support from my school or district to conduct a course for teachers.

· Other (please specify): _________________________________________

Q26. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with each of the following statements.
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	No Opinion
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	a.  I felt prepared to conduct a training for Participant Teachers on one or more online thinking tools after taking the training myself.
	
	
	
	
	

	b. The Thinking with Technology instruction and materials provided me with the background to assist Participant Teachers in developing their own unit plans to use in their classrooms.
	
	
	
	
	

	c.  After taking the Thinking with Technology training, I felt prepared to guide Participant Teachers in discussions and project planning activities related to causal reasoning.
	
	
	
	
	

	d.  After taking the Thinking with Technology training I felt prepared to guide Participant Teachers through discussions and project planning activities related to analyzing and prioritizing information.
	
	
	
	
	

	e.  After taking the Thinking with Technology training I felt prepared to guide Participant Teachers through discussions and project planning activities related to building claims and evidence to support or refute arguments.
	
	
	
	
	

	f.  I received adequate administrative support to hold a training on one or more online thinking tools for Participant Teachers in my school or district.
	
	
	
	
	

	g.  I was able to introduce the online thinking tools to teachers as part of a broader professional development event (for example, Technology Fair). 
	
	
	
	
	


Thinking with Technology Interview Guides
(For Participant Teachers and Master Teachers)
The following interview questions were used to better understand how teachers use the tools and concepts taught in Thinking with Technology in their classrooms. The evaluation’s research questions concerned teachers’ use of the pedagogical concepts emphasized in the training (the project approach, higher-order thinking skills, and Curriculum Framing Questions) as well as their use of the online thinking tools. Research questions also focused on the influence of prior knowledge and other individual factors as well as contextual factors that may influence the way they use the concepts and tools, such as school or district initiatives and local adaptations of the training. 

Interview 1

This interview is intended as an initial interview for this or a similar study. It should be used a few months after the teachers have taken the training but before the period during which you are going to follow the teachers’ classroom activities. It asks about PTs’ and MTs’ impressions of the Thinking with Technology training and if they have begun using the tools in their classroom. It also asks about their prior knowledge of the pedagogical concepts and if the training impacted how they are using them in the classroom.

Interview 2

This interview is intended as a follow-up interview several months after the training, after they have begun their units using the online thinking tools. This interview is a structured discussion about a teacher’s actual unit plan. It asks teachers questions about their unit plan and their students’ work from that unit. It asks about how students reacted to the unit and about the difficulties and benefits of using the tools and concepts. Lastly, MTs and PTs are asked to reflect back on everything they learned in the course and to discuss what in the training was most helpful.  Teachers are expected to bring a copy of their unit plan and samples of student work to the interview.
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	Interview Guide (First Interview)
(For Participant Teachers and Master Teachers)


Date: 

Interviewer: 

Teacher name: 
School/location: 

Phone: 
Introduce self [your organization: For example, Education Development Center’s Center for Children and Technology has worked with Intel over the past five years, evaluating its educational programs] & remind about study. 

We’re conducting an evaluation of the Intel® Teach Thinking with Technology Course. Thank you for helping us understand how you are integrating the tools and ideas you explored in this training into your teaching. There are no right or wrong answers. We will be taking notes. We may use quotes but no teacher, school, or students will be mentioned by name or any identifying detail. 
Icebreaker/Background
*Adjust for PTs/ MTs

1. [PTs ONLY] When did you take the training? [When did you finish?] 

2. [PTs ONLY] Have you used the tools already, or is/will this be your first time? 

3. [PTs ONLY] Why did you decide to take the Thinking with Technology training? 

[** MTs ONLY **] When were you trained? How many times have you given the training?

4. What was your biggest take-away from the training? Why did you decide to implement the tools in your classroom? 

Prior Knowledge
5. On a scale of 1–10, how familiar would you say you were with SUPPORTING HIGHER ORDER THINKING SKILLS [CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS] IN THE CLASSROOM before you took the training? Could you explain?

5(a)
Did you try to support these skills in the classroom before the training? Can you tell a little about that? An example?

5(b)
Did the training help you incorporate higher order or critical thinking skills into your teaching in a different way than before? [If yes]: How so? Can you give us an example? [Probes: new approaches; connection to tools, to technology; pedagogy; classroom management; knowledge about critical thinking skills]

6. On a scale of 1–10, how familiar would you say you were with the USING A PROJECT APPROACH before you took the training? Could you explain?

6(a)
Did you often use a project approach (in the way it’s presented in the training) in the classroom before the training? Can you explain? Give an example?

6(b)
Did the training help you incorporate projects any differently into your teaching? [If yes]: How so? Can you give us an example? [Probes: new approaches; connection to tools, to technology; pedagogy; classroom management; knowledge about project-based learning]

7. How familiar would you say you were with Curriculum-Framing Questions (such as Essential Questions, Unit Questions, Content Questions) before you took the Training? 

7(a)
Did the training help you incorporate these kinds of questions into your teaching any differently? [If yes]: How so? Can you give us an example? [Probes: new approaches; connection to tools, to technology; pedagogy; classroom management]
The Tools
8. How do you think the online thinking tools impact your students’ learning? 

Conclusion
9. Is there anything else you’d like to add that we didn’t cover in our conversation today? 

Thank you for your time today. We look forward to hearing more about your classroom / meeting you / and so on.  
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	Interview Guide (Second Interview)
(For Participant Teachers and Master Teachers)


Date: 

Interviewer/Notetaker: 

Teacher name: 

School/location: 

PRIOR TO INTERVIEW: MAKE SURE THE TEACHER HAS COPIES OF UNIT PLAN & STUDENT WORK BEFORE THE INTERVIEW. 

INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS. As you know, we’re conducting an evaluation of the Intel® Teach Thinking with Technology Course. As with the first interview, there are no right or wrong answers -- we’re interested in your experiences, opinions, and ideas. We’ll be taking notes during the interview and we may use quotes from this interview, but we won’t use any identifying details. We’re going to talk about the unit you implemented during this study, and some student work you have selected. Do you have any questions? If not, let’s move on.

Icebreaker
10. Is this the unit you created during the training? 

11. Walk us through the unit and the student work briefly.

PROBE: Get some basics information here about how much time was spent on the unti, how many students were involved, and so on. 

Student Work/Student Learning
12. Tell us about the student work you’ve chosen to share. 

a. STUDENT WORK FROM TOOLS: How did students react to the task? What were your main goals for students in completing this task? Did they accomplish what you hoped they would? Why or why not? In what context was this student work was created in (lab, classroom, groups, and so on.)? What higher order thinking skills were you focusing on? Do you think students deepened their knowledge of those skills? Of the content? How did the prompt for the assignment work? How did you assess student learning for this activity?

b. What helped you decide which tool(s) to use, and how to use them? PROBE: examples provided in the training, MT suggestion, models of other teachers in the Course.

c. OTHER STUDENT WORK PRODUCTS: Tell us the context of this assignment. What were your main goals for students in completing this assignment? Did students accomplish what you hoped they would? Why or why not? What higher order thinking skills were you focusing on? Do you think students deepened their knowledge of those skills? Of the content? How did you assess student learning for this activity? How does this fit in with the student work with the online tools?

The Unit
13. How is this unit typical – or not -- of what you usually do in [SUBJECT AREA: math, language arts, social studies, science, library/media studies, and so on.]? Did you do anything special because you participated in this study?

Was the unit or anything in it an ‘add-on’ or did it contain all the elements you usually include in a unit plan? If anything was an ‘add-on,’ find out what it was.

If not typical: How is it different from what you usually do?

If typical: What, if anything, in the unit was different (example, using the tools, using the curricular framing questions, focus on higher order thinking skills)?

14. How do you feel the unit went / how is it going?

[In the questions below, try to focus on student thinking, student motivation/ engagement, student discussion, tool use. Also, when teachers mention something try to have them refer to specifics in the unit plan or student work. ]

(a)
How did things compare with what you had expected? Did anything surprise you?

(b)
Was there anything you were particularly pleased about? What? Why?

(c)
Did anything disappoint you? What? Why? 

15. Let’s talk about the Curriculum-Framing Questions (for example,, Essential Questions, Unit Question, and Content Questions) you used. How did you come up with them? How did they play out in the classroom? 

16. Now let’s talk about the project approach. How would you say that’s represented in this unit? How did it play out in the classroom? 

17. What higher order thinking skills did you target with this unit? Give me an example of when you saw or heard these skills being used by your students. What allowed that to happen? Were you satisfied with what you heard from them? Why or why not? 

Teacher Learning
[NOTE – use the next question andF these probes only if these things haven’t come up already]

18. What in the training was most helpful in creating or planning this unit? What in the training was most helpful in implementing the unit?

MT Only
· What format of the training did you implement?

· What were the main strengths of the training?

· What were the main weaknesses of the training?

· What sorts of local adaptations did you do? PROBE: Aligning with state standards, district initiatives, only-the-fly modifications, technology use, and so on.
Wrap-Up
19. So, what do you think going to the Thinking with Technology training changed for you? In other words, in all the stuff we just talked about, what parts do you think wouldn’t have happened without the training?

Conclusion
20. Are there any questions I haven’t asked you that you think I should have? Do you have any questions for us?

Thank you for your time today, and for sharing your work. We enjoyed visiting your school and talking with you.  
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