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Specific activities performed by STLF

1) Professional development 

· Hosted invited CWSEI talk by Simon Bates: Just how good are student-generated assessment questions? (Oct 16).  Session was well attended and there were many good questions when the audience was invited to ask in the last part.
· Attended weekly STLF Meetings (Oct 10, 24) and Reading Group (Oct 30).
· MetaSTLF Meeting with new partner – overview of current work status and setting medium-term goals (Oct 17).

· Presented at Science Supper Series with Costanza Piccolo and David Kohler: Comparison of Teaching Methods in a Large Calculus Classroom (Oct 25).  This well-attended session had a number of good discussions about the nature of comparing teaching/learning and what evidence might be of value, with our study provided as a thorough example.  The work is tricky to present; introducing the various parts (structure of study, instructional design, observed misconceptions, assessments and results) in one session is a significant challenge.

· Co-developer for the CWSEI’s Celebrate Learning Session with STLFs Mandy Banet, Sandi Merchant and Gaitri Yapa: Interactive Engagement in Large Classrooms: Methods and Examples from the Carl Wieman Science Education Initiative (Nov 2).  Nearly 2-hour session featuring teaching examples from two instructors (G. Rieger, B. Dunham) who were joined by a third (T. Schulte) for a Q&A panel for the last 20  minutes or so.  Mandy Banet gave a brief introduction to the CWSEI and the teaching methods to provide the needed framework for the guest instructors.  Session was recorded for the CWSEI video project, though this added an additional layer of details on the day (consent forms for recording, and audio concerns that led to the multiple speakers using a hand mic); it will be interesting to see the footage.  This was complex to design and pull together, and technical difficulties appeared even in the last few minutes of preparation, but I am happy with the way it turned out thanks to the significant contributions of the team members listed above.
· Writing progress: 
· Made some edits based on feedback from CW and elsewhere.

· Some more reading on the teaching comparison literature, including A. Schoenfeld’s chapter on education research methods from the Second Handbook of Research on Mathematics Teaching and Learning, preprint here:
http://gse.berkeley.edu/faculty/ahschoenfeld/Schoenfeld_Method.pdf
2) Department meetings/activity

· Met with graduate student Steve Bennoun to discuss data on a “gender gap” in grades observed in other contexts.  In a preliminary analysis, using absolute scores and also some simple correction models for incoming grades in UBC Math, we do not see such a gap related to gender that is of any appreciable size nor separable from biasing due to the enrolment ratios in the various programs (engineering, life sciences, physical sciences, business).
3) MATH SEI general meetings/activity

· Weekly meeting with other Math STLFs (Oct 17, 24, 31).
· Math STLFs meeting with Sarah Gilbert to discuss project status (Oct 10).

· Math STLF Reading Group: We have restarted our Math STLF reading this Fall, but requiring the leader to build a more substantial presentation; I presented the first (Sept 28, forgot to include in previous report) on conceptual images in Taylor series convergence, and Sandi Merchant the second instalment on reading of proofs with data from eye-tracking software (Oct 26).  List and summaries here:  http://wiki.ubc.ca/Sandbox:Research_in_Undergraduate_Mathematics_Education_Reading_Group
· Math Attitudes and Perceptions Survey:  We have planned a new, smaller round of student interviews to bulk up the numbers we have already.  We have also discussed plans for the broader, confirmatory expert survey, which will be ready by the end of term and delivered either around the December break or just as the new term starts (our contacts are at various schools, with their own academic schedules).
4) Course-specific meetings/activities

MATH 104 – Differential Calculus for Social Sciences

1. Continued: weekly meetings and work with Sujatha Ramdorai in running activities in the last 20 minutes in most classes, generally involving a worksheet and usually some clicker questions.  Activities continue to go well, with better timing (giving the students a bit less to do, but still with enough material to keep faster groups busy).  Some transition in terms of responsibility for running the activities will occur this month, with the instructor attempting more with less from me.
2. Corresponded with Albert Chau, the instructor in charge, about various course items.
3. Attended instructor meetings (held most weeks); discussion continues to centre around content coverage (which topics have been covered) and much of the time is devoted to discussion of the common midterms.

4. This is the first year for common evening midterms for this course.  There were some concerns about the overall grading efficiency for Midterm 1; I am trying to collect some information from the instructors about this.  I also plan to survey students about the midterm scheduling towards the end of term.
MATH 110 – Differential Calculus (2 semester version)

1. Discussed survey plans with Instructor In Charge, Fok-Shuen Leung.  A survey on use of resources will run in November and we will attempt to hold  a focus group as well (plus one in Spring to match that of March, 2012) on the use of the textbook and other online resources.

2. Revisited Joseph Lo’s survey on use of study resources from last year in Math 110 and I will re-use almost entirely as-is this year (last year: standard textbook, this year a free, online one).

Plan for immediate future work
MATH 104/184:

1. Worksheet activities with clicker questions for the remaining weeks.  Attempt to “fade out” from some activities.

2. Re-use Linear Approximation materials developed last year.
3. Run end-of-term survey: attitudes and study habits.

4. Generate recommendations for WeBWorK based on experiences in this course.
5. Teaching Methods Comparison paper recoding/reliability and collecting final numbers from the assessments, moving on to the second topic (Linear Approximation).
MATH 110:

1. Deliver “use of study resources” survey, likely bundled with MAPS.
2. Check in with the other course instructors about their experiences with the online textbook.






