Programme Reactionnaire

ICT for School Librarians

Day 2, Hong Kong

For every item, place an ‘X ’ in the box that most closely represents how you feel about the programme as a whole.  Please comment briefly on each item about your reasons for giving this score, particularly if your scorings are 3, 2 or 1.

Name: ________________________________________________________________________
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Some areas rather boring but realise my knowledge of some areas was higher than average.

· I am now even more interested in this subject.

· Found it stimulating but feel I’m sinking in the colossal amount of work to be done.

· Renewed interest in course.

· I found learning about creating web pages interesting.

· The morning session could have been more concise and thus more time to the afternoon hands-on.

· More fun than session I.

Useful for my work
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· All areas relevant to current concerns and projects.

· My school is currently designing a web site.

· In the long term.

· Hopefully for future work – that’s why I came!

· Can’t see myself using this in my work but I am sure it will come in useful.

· Helped me fully understand what my students are doing when I give them directions re the web page.

· Web pages not within my area of responsibility at present and no time available.

Relevant to my work
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Have already been asked to produce a library web page so can see immediate usage of items learnt today.

· My school is currently designing a web site.

· Not at the moment.

· We have decided to add a page about our learning centre to the school web site so will help.

· Helped me fully understand what my students are doing when I give them directions re the web page.

· Web pages not within my area of responsibility at present and no time available – though things may change one day.

Good discussions
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Not quite as much discussion as previously but good brainstorming especially for group works in afternoon.

· I could actually contribute this time!

· More discussions would have been better.

· Much more lively.

Flexible
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Was able to change programme to allow for specific HK situation and breaks were taken at different times to schedule as needed (and more logically).

· Limited time.

· Would have preferred more time allocated to hands-on experience.

· More time on hands-on.

· The amount of real evidence of work needed is unclear.

Well conducted

(
 (
 (
 (
 (
(
Poorly




2
  5
  2
  -       
  -
 -
conducted

Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Generally well-prepared – though afternoon session could have done with being longer.  

· Variety of presentation.

· Would have liked a hands-on opportunity in the morning.

· I was satisfied with the outcome and left a little more confident.

· Clearly defined.

Demanding
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Discover my knowledge of subjects covered was better than I thought and obviously higher than many of my cohort.

· Still new to me.

· Extremely!

· Enough to make you think – without frightening.

· Time is a valuable commodity as a school librarian – the work has to be done outside school hours.

· Directions straight forward to follow.

Challenging
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Discover my knowledge of subjects covered was better than I thought and obviously higher than many of my cohort.

· Still new to me.

· Due to support – now feel more of a challenge rather than: I can’t do this!

· Not over relevant to library work so far.

· Never considered this before!

Coherent
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· I understood most of it!

· Well-presented – clear – good PP presentation.

· Trainers came across clearly.

· It should be hand-on from the start.

· Well-planned, didn’t get sidetracked.

Objectives achieved
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Good feedback from 
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Please comment briefly on why you have given this score:

· Since our group was working way ahead of the majority, we didn’t have much contact with the trainers at this stage.

· Needed more time – but rushed.

· Good feedback, but a bit quick.

· Too rushed at the end.

· Hands-on was very rushed so trainers were rushing around trying to assist everyone.

· I still feel unsure of my capability within modules 1 & 2.

· Everyone seems more relaxed this session.

What specific changes, if any, would you make to improve this workshop?

· Demo of building web page would be more useful before section 4 on web authoring (tags etc) otherwise many of the comments are meaningless until you actually come to use them!

· More hands-on time.

· We don’t mind going overtime!

· More hands-on!

· More hands-on please!

· Better direct communication.  I found it difficult to know whether and what to send for assessment so I did nothing when the assessors came; I was still unsure whether I should be sending work for reference. A better guideline to exactly what the assessors expect from us from the point of view on actual work handed in would be good. 

· Different venue – poor seating, lack of space to work in, poor ventilation – I realise it’s difficult to find a good place to do this!  

