Brown Bag Lunch Sepdion:
Ethichr and SoTL

special Interest Group dcholarship of
[eaching and Learning (16 SolL)

Thursday September 17, 2024

Chair: Svenne Groeneweg

buest speaker: Titia van Luijen



Condenis

* Brief introduction to SolL and the Special Interest Group on Soll

e (ase discussion
* (ood practices
o Additional resources

* What's next: future meetings and upcoming conferences




What do we mean with doTL?

001L: dcholarship of Teaching and Leaming > leacher research in higher education settings

University teachers engage in SolL when they..
...conduct systematic inquiry into their own educational practices
.. with the aim of better understanding and improving teaching and learning

[ . and share their insights with the academic communtty.

|
Discipline |  Pedagogy

p—— g

|
. / , Scholarship of Teaching

and Learning (SoTL)
Research

301L can be positioned at the intersection of disciplinary knowledge,
pedagogical practice, and research



Main characterizticy of doTL

Jes: All stages of the research cylce incl. consulting literature, data collection & analysis
Research- e g | '
o No: Informal reflection, it should be more than critically reading student evaluations.

cholarship of

Jiee N Ves: Grounded in own educational context & conducted by teachers themselves.
Uy No: 'Traditional' educational research by external researchers.

leaching and
Learning

Ves: Dissemination of results so that others can review, benefit, or build on these.

No: Internal use only



Purpose of this pecial nterest Group

We bring together university staft who are interested in conducting research on their own teaching practices to..

* create a network of kindred spirits;

* exchange experiences; Please share your ideas on what

kind of sessions we can organize,
themes you would like to discuss,

~—or people we should involve, \

via s/ groeneweg@uvan

* inspire each other;

*‘a

* and support each other in setting up and conducting solL projects

* foster collaboration:



Impact on teaching and learning processes:
dtudents may be advantaged or disadvantaged by an educational experiment,

Why do we need to
talk aboul ethicy

when dom SoTlY

Data management:
0L research is not just for
infernal purposes so there is 2

Voluntary participation: need to protect students’ data.
There always is a power relation

between students and teachers,




4 H
\/: 7 q.
e «'

Please read the case first

Care
diA CwWHH i«O."/ l Which ethical dilemmas do you recognize! What would you advice Alex to dof



L )

®
Care: Alex” doTL pro, ect
When Alex grades his students’ papers, he always provides elaborate written feedback to substantiate the grade
and to help students to further improve their work in the future. However, Alex doubts to what extent these
efforts actually contribute to his students’ learning. He suspects that some students do not even take the time to
read the feedback when they are happy with the grade they have received. To stimulate more critical reflection
of his students, Alex has the idea to develop a new assessment approach in which third-year students must

propose a self-assessed grade based on a rubric developed by Alex. The time that Alex would usually spend on
providing written feedback, he then wants to use to host meetings in which he discusses the assignment and

proposed grade together with each student. During these meetings, Alex wants to reserve the right to change
their self-assigned grade, if necessary.

In his SOTL research, Alex would like to study the effects of self-assessed grading. When Alex informed his
colleagues about his idea for a new assessment approach, they had expressed concerns that the new approach
might lead to a different grading average or larger grading differences between the students. Alex therefore
proposed to use the new assessment approach for one working group and keep the old assessment approach for
his other working group. He would interview all students about their experiences and would be able to compare
both their experiences and their grades. The ethics review board gave the feedback to his proposal, that he could
not use a ‘control group’ in this sense. But how could Alex study the effects, and take away his colleagues’
concerns, if he did not compare the approaches?




4 H
\/: 7 q.
e «'

You have read the case now.

Care
diA CwWHH i«O."/ l Which ethical dilemmas do you recognize! What would you advice Alex to dof



Good prowﬂce *

Critically reflect on your research idea

* Ieleological perspective

Focus on outcomes: the end qoal or outcome of an action and determines morality based on whether the outcome is qood or bad
Jo what extent can stakeholders benefit or be disadvantaged from the Soll research in the short and long term?

* Deontological perspective

Focus on duty: evaluating the morality of an action based on its inherent rightness or wrongness, regardless of its consequences

Jo what extent are autonomy and freedom of choice respected in the Soll research!



To make iF mote Hpecijic...

Handle personal data confidentially,
and try to pseudonymize or
anonymize as much data as possible

Weigh the importance of the research

with the interest of students and
other relevant stakeholders.

(reate equal benefits for students, e.q.
by working with a crossover design o
do your interventions in voluntary,
extracurricular activities rather than in
your reqular lectures.

bive students autonomy over their
own participation: provide them with

access to their own data and offer

options for withdrawal or opt-out




Other difermand

L

 (an you use student data for your research to which you as a

teacher already have access, such as assignments or grades’
Why (not)? Or under what conditions

* How should we protect students from well-intentioned, but
nossibly not so successful educational interventions!

* How to combine your role as a teacher with your role s a
researcher




Need help? You can afwayd conpul...

e Privacy officers, data stewards, efc

* tthical review board (ERB): first reach out to the ERB at your own faculty, and
otherwise the FMG ERB has the expertise to support you with your research.

o Joll literature, for example:

redoruk, L. (2017). Létics in the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning: fey Frinciples and
Strategies for Hhical Practice Ist ed., Vol. 2). Springer International Publishing
https.//doi org/10.100//978-3-031-11810-4

o Your peers via the ol6 doTL M Teams page or send an e-mail to
s | groeneweq@uvanl and we will try to connect you to peers that may have
relevant experience or expertise.



https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-11810-4
mailto:s.l.groeneweg@uva.nl

ldead jor this dpecial Inferedt Croup

* Preferences for the set-up and topics of future meetings

* Expectations regarding the Microsoft Teams group

e People we would like to get involved What are your ideas and

sugqestions for this
opecial Interest Group?
Please send an e-mail to \

s ] groeneweq@uvanl

\



UPCOMM

Congerences

National SolL day
Amsterdam, 3 April 2025

urosol|
broningen, 18-20 June 2025
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