'y

,zi‘ ®E BT K& R
‘fé; Quality Education Fund M .FR/E

—R

Project No.: 2008 /0107

Final Report of Project

Part A

Project Title: Promoting a collaborative teaching approach to inquiry project-based learning with Web 2.0
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Part B

Please read the Guidelines to Completion of Final Report of Quality Education Fund Projects before completing
this part of the report.

Please use separate A4-size sheets to provide an overall report with regard to the following aspects:
1. Attainment of objectives

Project impact on learning effectiveness, professional development and school development

Cost-effectiveness — a self-evaluation against clear indicators and measures

Deliverables and modes of dissemination; responses to dissemination

Activity list
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Difficulties encountered and solutions adopted
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1. Attainment of Objectives

The following items should be included in the evaluation of the attainment of each of the project objectives stated

in the project proposal
Reasons for
Cooaldnd Extent of Evidence or not being
objective Activities related to the objective Attatnment mfi 1cator§ o al.Jle fo
Statement of the having achieved | achieve the
objective the objective objective, if
applicable
To promote and | i. Implemented the collaborative Fully | a) The suggested
support inquiry inquiry PBL approach in 4 local aelticyzs: ;Zfr}(l::cgh i
PjBLin primary schools with students implemented in
collaborative having top, average and low classroom as
teaching approach| academic performance. scheduled.
which brings b) The 3 sets of
together different |ii. Conducted 6 training workshops teaching guides
groups of and produced 3 teaching guides for ca111'be re}neved
teaching staff the teachers to equip them with online (please

(e.g., General

essential knowledge and skills to

subject teachers from all four
schools was held at HKU.

refer to appendix
item 1-3).

Studies, IT, guide students’ through
; T ; p c¢) Teachers
Library, anc? collaborative 1nqu1.ry P? BL using renearied fiabif
Language) in web 2.0 technologies (i.e. Google implementation
equipping Sites in our project). of such teaching
primary students increased the
opportunities for
with the 1ii. 4 rounds of school visit and 8 tlll?m to
knowledge and school-based meetings with communicate
skills essential for|  subject teachers and curriculum W1;11':1h oneda;other,
enhanced the
them to engage in leads were held on a regular basis integration of
such teaching to support teachers for guiding their different subject
approach actively |  student through inquiry PjBL at the areas_,d al;d
and confidently P4 level and (in addition with Web provicec more
chances to
20) at the P5 level determine
effective
iv. 11 subject-based meeting with teachlqg
strategies.
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Continuance of Part 1: Attainment of Objectives

Reasons for

111

iv.

environment on Google Sites
for P5 students to co-construct
their group projects and
discuss their ideas among
group members.

2 workshops on the use of
Google Sites were held for the
students to demonstrate some
basic techniques of using and
employing Google Sites (a web
2.0 technology) in their project
works

1 workshop on the use of
PBworks was held for teachers
to demonstrate the feasibility of
practicing collaborative
teaching using Web 2.0
technologies

accomplish the project
collaboratively.

c¢) One conference paper
has been published
regarding the
improvement in
students’ information
literacy (item 13 in
Appendix). The
findings showed that
students had a higher
familiarity with
information sources
and information
searching skills after
the project.

Goal and Eﬂi?i]:l:): Evidence or indicators ng;)}:a e:::g
objective Activities related to the objective of having achieved the :
nt of the A achieve the
statement o objective i e
objective objective, if
applicable
To cultivate i. Setup an agreement with Wisers | Fully | a) Pre-test and post-test
information and for sponsoring free achieved ;ﬁggﬂ?:?g;setsrg;zd
media literacy of | subscription on WiseNews and higher sensitivity and
primary students encourage librarians from all better understanding
through the four schools to heighten their tmga:r(}s mf:cl}a hteraci
and information searc
application of students’ sensitivity towards the
inquiry PBL nature of the materials in the b) Students
projects as mass media (which includes the de?l?nsnate? . -
satisiactory level o
enhanced by the Internet) competency using
use of Web 2.0 Google Sites to share
technologies; ii. Created an online learning their resources and




o

B OE o &
Quality Education Fund

Continuance of part 1: Attainment of Objectives

Reasons for

Goal and sl EXt?m of Evidence or indicators of nobbelug
e Activities related to the attainme p . able to
objective s having achieved the £

objective nt of the F achieve the

statement o . objective o .
objective objective, if

applicable

To further i. Developed and adopted Fully  |a) Improvements on

develop the new
teaching and
learning approach
through formative
assessment of
students and
action research of
the project

implementation; [i.

various assessment tools to
monitor students’ progress and
to measure their development in
twelve dimensions (original
eight learning dimensions in the
proposal) gained through
inquiry PjBL

Provide backup support such
as data analysis and assistance
in research paper writing to
facilitate action research

among teachers

achieved

students’ learning
dimensions were
recorded. A survey based
on the Hazari’s scale
(Hazari et al., 2009) has
shown that students
perceived that the
pedagogy had positive
influence on their learning
motivation, group
interaction and learning
interest.

b) Based on the active
research during the
project, teachers presented
their experience findings
in a conference and 2 QEF
sharing seminars with
assistance from the
research team. A number
of conference papers were
produced by teachers.

i ¢

To propagate the
application of an
innovative and
effective
collaborative
inquiry PjBL
approach that
promotes
high-quality
teaching and
learning to local
educators, as well

as abroad.

. A public project website to

circulate information and
disseminate project findings in
symposia and seminars.

As well, another internal project
website is built for teachers to
share some confidential materials.
Both website are updated and

monitored frequently.

Fully
achieved

Public project website at
http://gefpblp.nbworks.com/

Internal project website is
built using PBworks at:
http://qefpbl.pbworks.cony/
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2. Project Impact on
The project brings a number of positive effects in regards to the following areas:

— fostering students’ development in their potential and specific abilities

Inquiry project-based learning in collaborative approach was shown to foster students’ development in 12 learning
dimensions including reading, writing, subject knowledge, cognitive abilities, presentation skills, problem solving
skills, information literacy, ICT skills, social and communication skills, self-directed learning, self-confidence and
research skills. Collaborative teaching approach involves school administrators, subject teachers and school
librarian as a teaching team to work together towards the development of students” knowledge and skills.
Concluding the positive impact on students’ learning experience and knowledge/skills attainment, a number of
papers were written by some of the teachers and project investigators. Hui et al. (2010) acknowledged
improvement in students’ information literacy skills as they became increasingly familiar with the school library
online catalog and WiseNews (an electronic news database) after the inquiry-based project. Law et al.’s (2010)
findings indicate that, due to the collaborative approach, students showed significant progress in their Chinese
writing skills in the General Studies inquiry-based project.

— training students to better meet social demands

As stated in EDB public information, students’ are encouraged to achieve seven learning goals including
responsibility, national identity, habit of reading, language skills, learning skills, breadth of knowledge and healthy
lifestyle. Regarding the habit of reading, Hui et al. (2010) indicated that the school library online catalog had been
more frequently used and the borrowing rate had increased after the implementation of the pedagogy, suggesting
that students were able to develop a reading habit through the new learning style. In addition, students’ language
and learning skills (such as information literacy and media literacy), as well as their breadth of knowledge had
shown to be improved. Law et al. (2010) indicated that the average word count of students’ Chinese composition
had increased from 257.36 to 316.69 characters after the implementation of the pedagogy, suggesting a significant
improvement on students’ writing ability. We are confident that the project identified a teaching approach which
trained students to better meet the social demands.

— Increasing students /teachers’ sense of achievement

The result supported that the project was useful in fostering students’ learning and teachers’ teaching effectiveness.
Impressive improvement was found in students learning interest and enthusiasm. Based on students’ feedback, as
inquiry project work required them to find the answer and solve the problem independently, it increased their sense
of achievement and satisfaction alongside the project completion. In a survey which investigated the wiki’s
influence on students’ learning, most participating students (79%) believed that “I stayed on task more because of
using the Wiki”. In an interview a student said, “I prefer to use Google Sites than write on paper”. Furthermore,
teachers also reported that the project enhanced their teaching effectiveness by increasing the communication
between teachers and enhancing subject integration and thus resulted in better sense of achievement. For example,
many teachers believed that their IT and information literacy have improved through the project which gave them
more confidence on guiding students through the inquiry learning process. A GS teacher put it this way:
“Sometimes I want to train my students to be critical thinkers, but I don 't have the expertise to provide them with
effective tools and practical resources. With the Web 2.0 tools, students can engage in discussions within a group.
Their interactions are now of a higher quality, and I believe this is a good way ahead to help students, especially
for the stronger students to help weaker ones when doing group projects”. Hence, the suggested use of web 2.0
technologies has significant impact on teachers’ teaching effectiveness.
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— increasing training opportunities for teachers and enhancing their professional development

Teaching in collaborative approach increased the opportunities for teachers to communicate with one another. It
enhanced better integration of subject areas, and provided more chances to determine effective teaching strategies.
As a result, it enhanced teachers’ teaching development through discussion. A teacher coordinator expressed his
view that collaborative teaching approach allowed teachers to review their teaching schedule to better cater for
their students’ needs, “because we have to work with the GS teachers in implementing the GS project, we teach
PowerPoint earlier in our teaching schedule. In the past, we were very much bound by the teaching guidelines and
taught PowerPoint in Primary 4. But now we feel that even Primary 3 students have the ability to handle the skills
of using PowerPoint. So we have exercised our professional discretion of moving the teaching of this IT skill to an
earlier stage”.

— improving learning atmosphere

The student group interviews indicated that the project intervention in second year facilitated their peer learning
and interpersonal relationship skills. The introduced teaching strategy using web 2.0 provided them a space to
comment on each other’s work. Essentially, students were presented with ample opportunities to evaluate others’
work and reflect on their own, leading to improved quality of their writing. The group interviews revealed that
students found the experience of using wiki for their English collaborative writing very rewarding due to its
accessibility. One student noted, “If we use Google Sites as the collaborative platform, we get to read the pieces of
writing from other classes, exchange views and comment on our classmates’ work. If we write on paper, we can
only read a few pieces”. In addition, the technological support of Google Sites has been shown to have positive
impact on students’ learning experience. A student who compared using wiki to the traditional learning approach
remarked, “Google Sites is better because we can easily locate all the information we need online”. Chu et al.
(2011) and Yu et al. (2011) found that students were very positive about and contented with the use of Google Sites,
a wiki, to co-construct their General Studies group project in Chinese.

- inducing collaboration with other schools / professional organizations.

Teachers (especially subject teachers) were encouraged to collaborative with teachers from other schools. In our
regular subject-based meetings, experience sharing seminars and some of the workshops, teachers and curriculum
leaders from ALL four concerned school were invited to actively share their findings and experience. In particular,
teachers from various subject areas were invited to share their practice and difficulties in their teachings during the
subject-based meetings. Collaboration was induced via such experience exchanging. Such meetings have been
found to be very fruitful for the development of teachers’ professionalism. For example, a teacher expressed that
“in the meetings with teachers from different schools, I've learnt a lot during the discussion as well as the sharing.
For example, when the teachers discussed how to set Chinese writing topics, although I am not teaching Chinese
this year, I can still learn something new. And the discussions on what the students have learnt through inquiry
project-based learning and which teaching methods worked and which did not have proven to be very fruitful to me
too”. Another comment from the participating teachers is “I’'ve learnt a lot from the sharing with teachers from
other schools, but the most important thing that I feel I have gained is the need to bring back the messages and
experiences from others to my own school to share with my colleagues so that they know what we are doing on the
project. Thus, when I require their help on some tasks related to the project, at least they are aware of what I am
doing. I've sharpened my coordination skills and communication skills here”.
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3. Cost-effectiveness

Grantees are required to complete the ‘Budget Checklist’ at Table 2 in this Annex and enclose it as an appendix of

this report.
Budget Items
(Based ongSchedule I of Approvgl) Budget Actual (IB)‘,;ipense [(1():)].1(11;]%‘(:1)
Agreement) +- %
Staff Cost HK$1,310,662.50 HK$1,239,388.62 -0.054%
General Expenses HK$64,980.00 HK$71,560.95 +0.101%
Equipment HK$56,400.00 HKS$57,076.90 +0.012%
Service HK$1,541,857.50 HK$1,535,673.90 -0.004%
Works HK$0.00 HK$0.00

The resources are fully utilized in implementing the project. No equipment was left idle and no excessive workforce
was found. The teaching supplies and students’ work markers in budgeted item service were found effectively reduced
the teaching reliefs for PI and the grading work for the research team. Furthermore, as stated in section 1, the research
team in budget item staff cost successfully facilitated teachers’ professional development.

In terms of sustainability of the learning programme and materials, the project proved inquiry project-based learning
with Web 2.0 in collaborative approach is a feasible and effective teaching approach. It brings significant and
long-term effect towards students’ learning,

Furthermore, a number of guiding materials (3 sets of teaching guides, a project website, and a book product which
captures the project essence) are developed to support replication by other schools. These guiding materials are highly
sustainable and are ready for use. To attain these materials, resources in budget item service and general expenses are
deemed important.

As well, those developed guiding material require no injection of resources when the project is replicated by other
schools. In effect, more than 50% of the project expense is contributed into the actual implementation of the teaching
pedagogy and the development of sustainable guiding materials.
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4. Deliverables and Modes of Dissemination

The following items should be included in the evaluation of each of the project deliverables and their value for

dissemination

Item description (e.g. type, title,
quantity, etc.)

Evaluation of the quality
and dissemination value of
the item

Dissemination
activities conducted
(e.g. mode, date,
etc.) and responses

Is it worthwhile and
feasible for the item
to be widely
disseminated by the
QEF? If yes, please
suggest the mode(s)
of dissemination.

A public project website
http://gefpblp.pbworks.com/

Contains links to the related
publications as well as
powerpoints used by teachers
the project team in 2 QEF
sharing seminars. Examples of
students’ work on Google Sites
were captured in the
powerpoints, together with
students’ and teachers’ opinions
regarding the new pedagogy.

It serves as an exemplar
of good practices which
can be accessed at any
later time for reference to
what has taken place in
each of the phases of the
study and for adaptation
by schools.

In addition, the examples
of students’ work in the
sharing powerpoints will
provide concrete ideas to
the public on how the
project was actually
carried out in schools.

The public project
website 1s open to
everyone from
October 2010.

Promotion of the
website to all
schools and
teachers during
QEF seminar is
suggested.

An internal project website
http://qefpbl.pbworks.com/

Contains timelines of the
project implementation, a
summary of teachers’ comments
on the experience in the project
and links to students’ projects
on Google Sites. Meeting
minutes and other resources are
also included.

It serves as an online
collaboration and
communication hub
between the participating
teachers and the project
team.

The internal project
website is shared
among ALL
participated
schools, principals
and teachers
throughout the
project period.

The internal
website contains
links to students’
projects and the
actual
implementation
timeline. This
information will be
of great value and
help for other
educators hoping to
replicate the
pedagogy. The
website could be
open to anyone
provided that
approval is granted
by the concerned
parties.
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Continuance of Part 4: Deliverables and Modes of Dissemination

5 seminar papers

(For title, please refer to appendix
item 11-15)

quantitative and
qualitative data. They are
of great dissemination
value as first-hand
experience in
implementing the
mnovative pedagogy is
recorded and discussed.

are open to everyone.

Is it worthwhile and
it feasible for the item
Item description (e.g. type, title, Evall_xatwl} ot fhe quality activities conducted . ta l.)e widely
antity, etc.) and dissemination value of (e.g. mode, date, etc.) disseminated by the
quantity, etc. the item & i 2 QEF? If yes, please
and responses
suggest the mode(s)
of dissemination.
6 academic conference papers | The papers are of high All of the papers are | Promotion of the
(For title, please refer to appendix | quality with _ideas uploaded to the public website containing
item 4-10) supported with both project website and all of the papers to

all schools and
teachers during
QEF seminar is
suggested.

3 sets of teaching guide titled:
FR BT EETFI - W5
FIEEIE, HAEEEA

XA E and BRAZEE
EEET ¢ Google Sites (Z/HF
## (written in Chinese)

The guides are designed in
particular for on-the-job
primary 4 and 5 teachers
respectively. They provided
some hands-on guide and hints
on how to implement
inquiry-learning and facilitate
students collaborative wiring
using Web 2.0

FHE oD e BB S R

The teaching schedules
and recommendations
included in the teaching
guides are designed to best
fit the Hong Kong
education curriculum. The
teaching guides are hence
most relevant to Hong
Kong primary teachers.

The Google Sites User
guide provided
step-by-step teaching on
how to use Google Sites.
In particular, the handbook
is written in Chinese,
making it an easily
accessible handbook for
Hong Kong primary
students.

Distributed to 4
participating schools
and 62 concerned
teachers on request in
8/2010. Teachers
indicated that these
teaching guides are
useful material to
refer to when
implementing the
project.

Soft-copy is uploaded
onto the public
website for easy
dissemination.

The circulation
of the 3 teaching
guides among
Hong Kong
primary schools
1s recommended.
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Continuance of Part 4: Deliverables and Modes of Dissemination

Evaluation of the

Is it worthwhile
and feasible for
the item to be

. . . Dissemination activities widel
Item descrlptlo.n (2. type, title, fluaht.y al?d conducted (e.g. mode, date, etc.) disseminat};d by
quantity, etc.) dissemination B the QEF? If yes
value of the item : ’
please suggest
the mode(s) of
dissemination.
500 copies of a book titled This book Positive comments have been An e-book
“Developing upper primary captured the received from educators, version might
students’ 21* century skills: project essence librarians and researchers from be considered
inquiry learning through included both over 20 countries. for wider
collaborative teaching and Web | theoretical and dissemination.
2.0 technology” practical The books have been distributed For the
elements. widely among both local and e-version,
global education institutions. please refer to:

It introduced (1) the teaching
theories behind the project, (2)
how the suggested pedagogy
relates to the EDB curriculum
and education roadmap and (3)
the detailed description on how
to carry out the three core ideas
of the pedagogy (inquiry PjBL,
collaborative teaching and the
use of web 2.0 technologies).

It is well-written
and in a fine
structure targeting
ALL education
researchers and
teaching
practitioners
worldwide.

Around 50 copies of the book
were given to local primary
schools for teachers’ and
librarians’ reference. 50 copies
were distributed to researchers
and educators in Hong Kong.
Another 200 copies were sent to
scholars, teachers and librarians
from different parts of the worlds
who are interested in the new
pedagogy. Around 40 copies were
given to some interested
undergraduate and postgraduate
students in the University of
Hong Kong.

To maximize the dissemination of
the book, a seminar targeting to
school librarians, teachers,
principals and researchers will be
held in the University of Hong
Kong. Another knowledge
exchange seminar will be held
directing to parents, with an
objective to share with parents
about the new pedagogy and
discuss their role within it. The
remaining copies of the book will
be distributed in these seminars.

http.//web.hku.
¢s/Chu-2012-D
eveloping-uppe
r-primary-stude
nts-21st-century
-skills.pdf

5. Activity List

Particulars of activities conducted during the project period such as types of activities, brief descriptions of the
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activities, number of participants and feedback from participants should be reported

'Iyp o .Of No. of participants
activities ¢ vy
Brief description
(e.g, ) 3 th Feedback from
o (e.g., date, theme, venue, others participants
SO, efc.) schools | teachers | students | (Please
performance, .
a5) specify)
Regular To monitor the quality of The meetings were
meeting with |project activities and to gain deemed essential in
school more understanding about implementing and
teachers teachers’ teaching monitoring the
difficulties, 18 meetings project. Although
were held at HKU. The date feedback towards the
are as the following: regular meeting was
not collected, teachers
October 15, 2009 9 were encouraged to
November 5, 2009 7 raise their concerns
December 17. 2000 4 and difficulties during
: the meetings. The
January 14, 2010 9 research team would
February 11, 2010 ] then offer their help in
March 4, 2010 res:.olvmg problems.
ar.c 6 With regard to such
April 22,2010 6 support, some teachers
May 13, 2010 7 reflected that it helped
June 17, 2010 g them to implgment the
4 project effectively.
September 2, 2010 8
October 7, 2010 6
November 18, 2010 7
December 2, 2010 4
February 17, 2011 4
April 14, 2011 4
May 19, 2011 7
June 16, 2011 8
July 17, 2011 8
Project team |To evaluate the project The team agreed that
meetings progress and quality, plus to the research team
discuss about the 12 meetings were
) (Research|.
meetings were held Jeamn important for them to
regularly at HKU. The date ensure that the project
are as the following: is implemented
according to the
October 27, 2009 7 proposed timeline.
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December 14, 2009 6
March 2, 2010 3
May 4, 2010 6
May 25, 2010 6
June 22, 2010 6
July 23, 2010 5
September 3, 2010 7
October 4, 2010 7
November 5, 2010 6
November 25, 2010 6
March 1, 2011 4
Meeting with |To promote the Teachers found the
subject collaboration between meetings were useful
teachers teachers from different in sharing ideas on the
schools, 11 meetings were project
held at HKU. The date are implementation. They
as the following: also thought it was
beneficial for them to
March 18, 2010 4 12 share their teaching
Aprll 15.2010 4 ~30 materials with other
October 14, 2010 4 12 teachers.
November 4, 2010 4 11
January 6, 2011 4 6
January 20, 2011 4 10
March 31, 2011 4 12
April 14, 2011 3 4
May 19, 2011 3 f
June 16, 2011 4 ]
July 7, 2011 4 8
School Visit |To gain more understanding Teachers welcomed
about the project the school visits as
implementation, the project , this not only
team visited the participated ; facilitated the project
schools and had meetings team to gain a better
with their teachers at the understanding on the
mid-stage of the project actual learning
environment of the
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STFA Wu Siu Kui
Memorial Primary School

students, but also
allowed the project
team and the teachers

January 22, 2010 13 to discuss about how

June 24, 2010 13 the pedagogy can be

August 27, 2010 18 carried out under the

CCC Kei Faat Primary school’s specific

School setting.

January 28, 2010 8

July 8, 2010 8

August 24, 2010 13

Cheung Chau Sacred Heart

School

February 1, 2010 ig

July 16, 2010 15

August 25, 2010

Canossa Primary School

February 8, 2010 10

July 13,2010 15

August 26, 2010 18
Workshops  |Four workshops were held Positive feedbacks
on Media to equip teachers with basic were received about
Education  |understanding of media the workshop in

education. regard to its

usefulness.

January 13, 2010

STFA Wu Siu Kui 45

Memorial Primary School

January 29, 2010

Media Education ~10

Cheung Chau Sacred Heart

School

February 4, 2010

Media Education 6

CCC Kei Faat Primary

School

February 6, 2010

Media Education 40

Canossa Primary School '
Workshops on|January 28, 2010 Positive feedbacks
Information |CCC Kei Faat Primary 7 were received about
& IT Literacy |School the workshop in

February 1, 2010 regard to its

Cheung Chau Sacred Heart 10 usefulness.

School
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February 6, 2010

on the project
implementation and
difficulties from teachers’
perspective.

Canossa Primary School al
March 24, 2010
STFA Wu Siu Kui 45
Memorial Primary School
‘Workshops on{Two workshops were held English teachers from
teaching to deepen teachers’ the participating
Collaborative [understanding in: schools reported that
Writing e the writing process the workshop on
e approaches to the English collaborative
teaching of writing writing was very
o the teacher’s role helpful for their
o effective strategy use preparation of
e quality written feedback teaching collaborative
e peer editing and WEIng:
revision
The date and venue were:
July 2, 2010
HKU =30
February 24, 2011 90
HKU
Workshops on|Five workshops were Participants reflected
the use of conducted to provide some that the workshop
Google Sites [hands-on training on the use provided practical
of Google Sites. support in
implementing the
August 24, 2010 project at the second
CCC Kei Faat Primary 13 year intervention
School using Web 2.0
August 25, 2010 technology.
Cheung Chau Sacred Heart 15
School
August 26, 2010 13
Canossa Primary School
August 27,2010
STFA Wu Siu Kui 18
Memorial Primary School
April 2, 2011
HKU 2
Focus group |Interviewed the involved Teachers’ opinions in
interview teachers in a group setting regards to the project
with teacher |to more gain understanding were collected. In

general, the project
provided more
opportunities for
teachers to
communicate and
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March 11, 2010
CCC Kei Faat Primary
School

exchange their ideas
with each other. It
facilitated their

March 24, 2010
STFA Wu Siu Kui
Memorial Primary School

10

teaching effectiveness.

March 25, 2010
Cheung Chau Sacred Heart
School

March 29, 2010
Canossa Primary School

10

March 3, 2011
Canossa Primary School

10

March 22, 2011
Cheung Chau Sacred Heart
School

March 24, 2011
CCC Kei Faat Primary
School

March 29, 2011
STFA Wu Siu Kui
Memorial Primary School

19

Focus group
interview
with student

To collect students’ opinion
and feedback in regards to:
¢ media usage and
information literacy
e inquiry PjBL with
collaborative learning
approach
e English collaborative
writing using Google Sites
o the difference between
collaborative approach and
the traditional method
e Self-reflection on adopting
GS Inquiry PjBL

July 8, 2010
STFA Wu Siu Kui
Memorial Primary School

July 9, 2010
CCC Kei Faat Primary
School

10

July 9, 2010
Canossa Primary School

10

July 13, 2010
Cheung Chau Sacred Heart
School

11

Feedback regarding
the whole project was
collected. Interview
data revealed that
students generally had
positive comment in
regard to this
innovated teaching
and learning approach.
Some remarks
include: the
improvement in
information literacy
enhanced their
information search;
and the use of Google
Sites in collaborative
writing facilitated the
knowledge exchange
among group
members.
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March 30, 2011 9

Canossa Primary School

March 31, 2011

STFA Wu Siu Kui 5

Memorial Primary School

April 6, 2011

CCC Kei Faat Primary 13
School

April 15, 2011

STFA Wu Siu Kui 6

Memorial Primary School

June 10, 2011

STFA Wu Siu Kui 17
Memorial Primary School

June 10, 2011 s

Canossa Primary School

June 13, 2011

Cheung Chau Sacred Heart 11
School

June 20, 2011

CCC Kei Faat Primary 9

School

Individual ~ |With the aim to collect data The teachers indicated

nterviews regarding different teachers’ that the project had

with teachers |views on the helped them develop
implementation of inquiry essential knowledge
learning project and techniques on
guiding students carry
June to July 2010 16 out inquiry projects on
N/A (Phone interviews) Google Sites. They
June 2011 expressed an increase
N/A (Telephone interview) in confidence in
helping their students
develop 21% century
3 skills, such as critical
thinking skills and
interpersonal skills
etc.

Seminar To share the good practices In the QEF Project
from the project and to Seminar held on 9 Oct
promote knowledge 2011, teachers from
exchange among teachers, the participating
educators and researchers schools reported that
Two experience sharing the project had
seminars were held: enhanced their

professionalism. For
October 9, 2010 example, a teacher
HKU ~10 ~60 reported that he was

able to use Google
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June 30, 2011
HKU

14

7 teaching
staff from
universities
or other
educational
organization
and 3
postgraduate
students

Sites to enhance
collaboration among
teachers in his school
effectively.

In addition, some
teachers pointed out
that their students
showed a greater
interest towards their
learning after the
project. More
encouragingly, the
teachers reported that
they observed a
general improvement
in students’ learning
ability and academic
performance.
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6. Difficulties Encountered and Solutions Adopted
The information here should explain why the actual project implementation (including the budget, schedule and

process) differs from the original plan, if applicable.

In order to facilitate the implementation of the new pedagogy and ensure the teaching quality, the PI and
the project team strived to provide spontaneous supports to the teachers. The project team has designed
the teaching materials, teaching schedules and assessment tools. Some of the staff in the project team has
taken up the grading duties. Owing to the heavy workload of the project team, we have applied for budget
revision for four times in which we re-allocated the budget to hire supporting staff such as teacher
assistants, research assistants and markers to help relieve the workload.

Apart from budget reallocation, the frequent staff changes during the project period, such as the
resignation of Project Manager and Project Assistant, have hindered the project from being implemented
according to schedule. Moreover, various positions had left untenanted for a number of months. To
overcome the difficulties, the project period was extended in order to handle all accomplished back-up
tasks such as grading students’ exercises and evaluating questionnaires.
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