RESEARCH ON

EDUCATORS OBSERVATION KEY

Konstantinos Karras, University of
Crete
Dr. Aikaterini Sklavenitoy, University of

A\

Co-funded by

,x.b),(? <\ NANEIIETHMIO KPHTHE
the European Union

h":‘ I'l‘-.l";ll{‘n.llﬁ(]lll-!lll

Y




and

'cepts and the

* Effective ot to diverse student needs.

* Rigorous evaluation ¢ ofessional development and enhanced
pedagogical approaches, ensuring VI edL emains dynamic, inclusive, and impactful

Q f* “c funded by

.l' l"'\.l‘\il‘t"‘|1\l1|l|-||f thE‘ EUFOpEaﬂ UFIIDH




METHODOLOGY
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Slovenia: 7 teachers

Turkey: 6 teachers
Finland: 4 teachers

Portugal: 4 teachers

taught through a
variety of
teaching skills?

F|N|PD|5L|TU FIN|PD|5L|TU FI|PD|SL|TU FI|PU|SL|TU FI|PD|5L|TU
Subject Matter 1 2 3 4 5 NO ANSWER
Knowledge [NOT AT ALL) [SLIGHTLY} (MODERATELY) (SIGMIFICAMTLY) [TREMENDOUSLY)
Was the content 1 2 |1 1 2|2 2 2 3 (3 1
linked with past
and future
learning
experiences?
Was the content 1 1|2 1 |2 3 1 |3 1 5 (1

Was the content
linked to practical
life?
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Instructional
Planning and
Strategies
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Instructional

Planning and
Strategies

FIN | PO | 5L

FIN

PO | 5L

FIl | PO | 5L

FI| PO | 5L| TU

FIl |PO|SL|TU

(NOT AT ALL)

[

2
SLIGHTLY)

(MODERATE

LY)

4
(SIGNIFICANTLY)

5
(TREMENDOUSLY)

NO ANSWER

Were the
cbjectives met
within the
teaching time?

2 (3 4 1

1 1 1

2 5L

Were the
students taught
according to their
individual
differences?

To what extent

did the teacher
manage to
maobilize all the
students?

Did the teacher
engage, motivate,
and maintain
students’
attention to the
lesson?

Did the teacher
engage, motivate,
and maintain
students’
attention to the
lesson?

Did the teacher
use different
teaching
strategies to
enhance
students’
understanding?

Did the methods
and means serve
the abjectives
set?
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Learning Environment

Fl

PO [ SL

TU

Learning

Environment

(NOT AT ALL) (MODERATE

(sI

q

GNIFICANTLY)

NO ANSWER

Was the teacher
adequately
helpful?

2

3 1

1

Were these
assignments
directly related
to the previous
knowledge?

Was the use of
technology and
tools seamlessly
integrated into
the process?

Was the
management of
the classroom
effective?

1PO, 2FI,
2TR

Was students’
participation
enzsured in the
learning
process?

Did lower-
achievement
students have
opportunities to
be successful?

Co-funded by
the European Union

TANEIIETHAMNY KPTITH
UNIVERSITY OF CRETH

A\

e et gl
g g .




Assessment

FIN (PO | SL| TU FIN| PO | 5L | TU FI | PO | 5L | TU FI| PO |SL| TU FI |PO|SL|TU

1 2 3 4 5

NO ANSWER
Assessment (NOT AT ALL) (SLIGHTLY) (MODERATELY) (SIGNIFICANTLY) (TREMENDOUSLY)

Were exercizses, 3 1 3 1 4 (1 2 |2 3 15L
questions,
knowledge
eXpansion
activities given
at the end of the
lesson to
evaluate the
students?

Were multiple 1 i | 1|1 2|2 3 (1 3 15L, 1FI, 1TR
assessimernt
strategies
mcorporated?

Dhd the teacher 2 1 4|3 2 |2 1 3 2 5L, 1TR
provide
feedback on the
students’
performance?
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MAIN AXES OF THE ANALYSIS
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Some teachers found the content well-linked to past and future learning, but
there was inconsistency in responses.

A variety of teaching skills were used, though the effectiveness varied.

Practical applications of content were moderate, with some teachers indicating
a lack of real-world connections. sTEAM

Content Linkage Teaching Strategies Variety Practical Application
Tremendousty Tremendously Tremendousty

Significantty

15.0% Not at an 4 25.0%  z00%
Not at all 0% Not at all
I50% Significantly
Slightty 00N Significantly
30,0%

25.0%

g Moderately




2. INSTRUCTIONAL PLANNING AND STRATEGIES

Stude
indicating that son Student Engagement
students' interest. : e

The use of different teaching strategies showed
inconsistency, with some relying on limited methods.




3. LEARNING ENVIRONMENT

Technology Integration

Sed 29, - Classroom Management

* Classroom management wa | | Ny o
but problematic for others. -

* Student participation and success for lower-

/

achieving students were not universally ensured.




4. ASSESSMENT

Asceassment & Feedback

4641 ¥

provided, but its freque!
effectiveness varied.

/



Open Questions 1/3

Vv “Student asked teacher that she
/ the solution”.



OPEN QUESTIONS 2/3

erent activity

v/ Code changes fo

v/ Colorful picture in the end
V' Use Alinanew way, to write code needed



OPEN QUESTIONS 3/3

There wa

f V' I think it was quite enough



SUMMARY

* Integratin

®* The use of varied strategies and
and respond to student learning.

Overall, these results suggest that while there is a foundation of effective STEM teaching, there is also

/)significant scope for targeted professional development to standardize best practices, enhance

practical relevance, and improve evaluative feedback across diverse educational settings.
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