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1.Executive Summary

Technologyenhanced learningTEl projects and ICSuppliersfrequently underestimate the
complexity and cost of developirand runningeffective panEuropean validations schools Many
particularly have a poor appreciation of the degree of support thety classroom teachers may
need in different countries (with different curricula and levels of ICT deployment) in order to test
prototype platforms and services, explore the pedagogical usewfforms of digital content,
validate pedagogical scenariand learning activitiefor the future classroom et®thershave
unrealistic expectations about what can be achieved witralidations that have limited duration
and scope.

In line withthe Description of WorkTask 4.2), European Schoolnet started wiorknonth 8 of the
projecton producinga Waselin® 2 NJ \@ifisfichNdetBimology along withversion 1 ofan LSL
Validation Manual (deliverable D4.2).

The LSL Validation Manual that will be deliverethatend of the project aims

» To provideorganisaions that are commissioning a validation involving school pilots with an
insight into how EUN will manage this process within an LSL validation service;

» To offera model and tools which any organisation can replicate or adapt if it wishes to set up and
run its own school pilot.

Version 1 of the deliverable has been produced following a revievalidation methodologies

and protocolsin over25 pan-European projects involving Ministries®ducation in order to

determine the ley elements behind designirgdzO0Saa Fdz &d0K22fta LIAt20a | yR
when running theseln parallel, workhas startedo identify someexisting guidelinethat could help

stakeholders understand different evaluation methodologies and how to run effective school pilots.

Based on this scoping exercise, some key sections of the Validation Maeualtlinedin this
deliverablealong with a set of practical templates and tools that various stakeholders can use when
running their own schools pilots. In version 2 of thedaion Manual, the project aims to provide

the following:

» A brief introduction to different evaluation methodologies, if possible by means of an evaluation
& Y I (i(MiiaEideas for this in section 4.8)at illustrates the interplay of the variables that
need to be considered when designing any validation project involving school / classroom pilots.
» A moreindepthguideli 2 @I f ARF GA 2y a A ywehh idithally appears O Hefag y NI & S
approach that is best suited to the developing LSL netwbsdcloolqas explained in section
4.2).
» Case studies of school pilots that illustrate what can be determined as a result of using specific
SOl fd GA2Y (22f4 YR AyastoNHS8 A3 TRNROAKR! @A § B,
(seesection 2.4that are of longer durationyhichrequire a greater degree of teacher
commitment and where there is a possibility of classroom observation and more extensive and
sustained data gathering.
» Detailed operational guidelines for how to set up and manage bothll and largescale
validations; initial guidelines in sectiorobthis deliverablewill be elaborated in the final version
of the Validation Manual.
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» Templates and forms will be included in v2 of the Validation Maaoahe of these are already
provided in section 6hat can be used bthosewishingto set up and run their own school pilot
validations
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2.Introduction

2.1. Definitions

In this document we use the term validation to refer to the total process assocmtadhe practical
organisationand runningof schoolor classroonpilots involving the use of ICT by teachers and
students including thecollection offeedback andlatafor evaluation purposes

Within this process, we take evaluatito mean thespecificactivities where stakeholders
commissioningor setting up their own validation: clarify what they wish to discover by carrying out a
schoolvalidation and adopta suitable methodology thagnables them to collect and analyse
gualitative and/or quantitaitze data needed tanakedecisions about future action.

2.2. Background

European Schoolnet (EUNgs coordinated numerous peBuropean school pilotsver the last 15
years and beeimvited to run validations as a partner within Commission funded proj&etgier
validationscoordinated by EUMNpically involve Ministries déducation (MoE) frorh0-12 countries
in ECfunded projects that may includseveral hundred schools. Curtn European Schoolnettise
coordinator for theFP7ITEQntegrating Poject whichhas validated future classroostenarios and
innovativelearning activitiesn over 2,00 classrooms with 17 MoEhis is by some measure the
largest parEuropean validation exercise yet undertaken involving innovation in schoptsorted
by ICT.

In many EUN projects, ministriegork alongside industry partners who participate as either funded
project partners or unfunded Associate Partners. Over the last five years, EUN hdessageed and
run school pilots on a Bateral basis fomndividuallCT suplpers, particularly around.:1 computing
approacheslin some ofthese validation&€UNhashandled all the operational issues related to:
identifying schools; contracts with schools and insurametated to hardware/software being
supplied organising and mnaging school piloti® several countries; monitoring and observing
classroom practice; publishing the results of the action research; and helping the company to
promote the results of this work to both policy makers and practitioners.

2.3. Purpose of the LSkalidation Manual

As a result of this expemce EUN has becomaware that manyechnologyenhanced learninglEND
projects and ICSuppliersfrequently underestimate the complexity and cost of develomng
runningeffective panEuropean validations schools Many particularly have a poor appreciation of

the degree of support that busy classroom teachers may need in different countries (with different
curricula and levels of ICT deployment) in order to test prototype platforms and services, explore the
pedagogical use afew forms of digital content, validate pedagogical scenarios and learning activities
for the future classroom etc.

More often than not many stakeholders, particularly IGUppliers also have unrealistic expectations
concerning evidece-based resarch in education, even where a project budget allonty limited
testing of new hardware or software in classrooms over a matter of weela best a few months.
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For ICT suppliers, this is particularly true where the demand for somefseatidation activity is
frequentlyled by marketingrofessionalswho are looking for evidence to support saléke
expectation is often that such validations can demonstrate clear impact on student learning
outcomes when this is rarely, if ever, pddsiunless a longgerm validation can be undertaken and
effective controls can be put in place to ensure that the research can withstand scientific scrutiny.

Afurther complication is thateach project or studinvolving a school validatiamsuallyrequires a
WoSaLlR1SQ a2t ae sodsyitarcynity @ AeédedoRI& MIdevelop afrotocol of
experimentatio? 2 NJ Y S foKa2sBhadl @idl Blowever, thiFrocesss time-consuming and
can potentially inhibit takeip and mainstreaming of re#fs in a fastmoving market.

The aim of thdLivingSchoold.ab Validation Manuas$to increase the ability of the TEL research
community, Commission funded projects and $§Qpliersto better understand what is required

in order to develop and run paBuropearvalidationsin schoolsand particularlywhat outputs

they can expect as a result odirrying outpilots involvingschoolsor teachersn the LSL networld
key part of this will include helping various stakeholders to appreciate the challenges faced by
busy teachers who arengaged in educational research activities when their first priority must
remain delivering a high quality learning experience foirtsaidents.

2.4. Building on D4.1 Validation Requirements

Version 1 of the Validation Manublilds onwork that has been undertaken in Year 1 of th8L

project to better understand the validation requirements of bothfd@ded projects and ICT vendor
aswell as the expectations of teachers that may be interested in being part of a validation network.
Thefindings from this work are contained deliverable D4.1 LSL (Validation Requirements).

The initial conclusion from this woikthat the foreseen LSkalidation servicéeingdevelopedin

the projectis certainlyof interest both to TEkesearchers and IGUppliers Howeverjn terms of
take-up, it may be difficult for currently running Edhded projects to fully participate in an LSL
validationservice given the limitations proposed by their existing work plan and project bagget
most projects seem to see more potential in LSL as a dissemination rather than a validation network.
For ICBuppliersthe speed at which validations can be carried oygasamount so thatresults can
feed into future product development cycles or support envisaged marketing campbigwever,
some vendor$iave unrealistic expectations about what can be achieved withlidations that have
limited duration and scopdn terms of teachers, the extent to which they require incentives and
rewards in order to participate in validations is linked to how much time and effort they will need to
make in terms of testing anekporting / data gathering.

Theinitial result of thiswork has beerto present the challenges for different stakeholders within
very simpleivalidation spectrurd> & Af f dzai N} GSR 0St26T 6A0GK WiAIAK
throughii 2 YWRBIF BANRP2YQ @Gl fARFGAZ2Y G GKS 20§KSNW
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Validation Spectrum

LSL focus group

“Heavy” “Light”
Classroom teac.her
Application testing

....... INCENTIVES and REWARDS.......

Example: Example:

- Feedback on the use - Feedback on a web
of technology x for portal or content
assessment purposes - Mainly online
in the classroom feedback?

- Possibility of

classroom observation

Figure 1: Validation specim

Where any one stakeholder resides in this spectraiiinked to thecomplexity of theresearch

guestions and th@bjective of the validation requirement, aradsowhat level of rigour is requireih

terms of the evidencer data that will be collected! (i i K®&nd4ehchelskniay be required only

to quickly test a newveb portal or content for a few hours and then provide some feedback via a

short questionnaire.! i (0 KS WKSIF@ASND SyRZ | LINR{G20eLIS G§SOKyY
to be teded with teachers and pupils bgtegrating this in several lessons over a number of weeks

months Theremay also be a strongeequirement to include the possibility of the observation of

classroom practice by an experienced TEL researcher.

Thepreliminary interviews with bth TEL projects and ICT suppliezse alsohighlighted that while

many stakeholders seem committed to carrying out school pilots and classroom valig#tieresis

a lack of clarity abouhe researclguestions they are trying tanswer! Mostappear tostart with the

aim of demonstrating that a new pedagogical approachCThardware, software odigital content
WAYLINE@ZSAaQ G(GSHFOKAY3 YyR fSIENYyAYy3a Ay &a2YS gte GKI
guantitative measureg or both. This need to prove effectiveness is particularly importanbtih

policy makerand suppliersvhenthere is a demand for guidelines frosahoolghat are under

pressure from IC3uppliersto invest in the latest technology or when decisions haveé¢ made

concerning whether to scale up an interesting pilot

However, there appears to be a very low level of awarenessa¥ one can frameneaningful

research questionsyhat one can measure accurately when it comes to teachers and students using

ICT and what sort of evaluadin methodologieshould be selecteth order to answer specific

research questionsn short, many stakeholdei62 LIS (G2 FAYR I yagSNaER (2 WLINE
use byteachers and learners bworking at the light end of thealidation spectrum when they really

need to make an investment at the heavier esfdhe spectrum
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3.Methodology

In line with Description of Worask 4.2)European Schoolnetarted workin month 8 of the
projecton developing a baseline validation methodology that could be used by the LSL ndti®rk.
has involvedeviewing the validation methodologiesand protocolsin over25 pan-European
projects involving Ministries diducation in order taleterminethe key dements behind designing
and running successful schools pilots. These have incliatg@-scale Commission funded projects
involving hundreds of schools/teachers in Europe (e.g. BREAEEALIBRATECB/INGeniousENIS,
iTEC, MELPencil/ XploraVALNETXploreHealthy EC projects with smaller scale school pilots
(CPah DESIREMapps,Global ExcursionClass, INSPIRE)Net, MetaschooldylOLANNanoyoy
Nanopinion SPICE, UniSchoolLabgery small scalglobalpilots funded by foundationgl2teachers
from Europe, USA, Austrabad Africa in the OER International Teacher NetwpHewlett
Foundation); and several pilots funded by ICT suppliers that also involve the provision of hardware to
schools (e.g. AcdEUNpilots onNetbools, InteractiveProjectors, Table)s

Particular attention was paid during this review to idertify 3 G KS Wf S aaéloftide f S| N SR
school pilots. In a number of cases these were explicitly statdtkiproject ddiverables and final

reportsthat were reviewed dting this LSL activityut further informationwas alsayathered by

talking to project managers and staff from Ministries of Education who had been involvedsi the

projects.

As indicated in thentroduction, the work to produe this deliverable was alsoformed by LSL
deliverable D4.1.SL (Validation Requirements) in order to understand the validation requirements of
nine currently running EC projects and over 30 ICT suppliers including major ICT vendors and a
number of SMEs.

In parallel, vark wascarried out to identify existing guides or manuals that could help stakeholders
understand different evaluation methodologies and how to run effective school pilots. Some of
these, like theveb-based resource currently overseen by Maureen McGinty at the Untyerfsi
Plymouth, mayprovide a useful model for version 2 of this deliverablprioviding anintroduction

to both qualitative and quantitative education research methoéisecentGSMApublicatiorf also
provides agood explanatiorof why one should evaluate, differeevaluationmethodologies and
examples of evaluatioimstruments andools. Elements of this approach may also be useful to
incorporate in the LSL Validation Manual.

Howeverthe Year work on this deliverable has al€onvinced the LSL team that a different
approachmay beneededto explaining what is obviously a complex set of issues in dote¢ne
projectto produce gpractical manuain month 24whichcan be of maximum benefit to a wide
variety of stakeholders tarested in runningschool pilotawith LSL teachersnitially, therefore, work
has focusedn seeing if it is possible taedelop an evaluatiofhatrixC{as outlined in section)4

1 http://www.edu.plymouth.ac.uk/resined/actionresearch/arhome.htm
2mEducation Evaluation ToolkiESMA, August 2018tp://www.gsma.com/connectedliving/gsma
meducationrevaluationtoolkit/
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linked to the types of evaluations that potentially can be suppotigdhdwanced Schools and
Advanced Practitioners in theetwork.

Some elements of thpracticalguidelinesto organising pilotshat will be included in théinal

validation manual have also been outlingskction 5) although the intention is talso illustrate

GKSaS Y2NBE O2yONBGSt e gAlK -sealelsch@pilaisindie indla Q 2F 020
deliverable. The project will decide what sorts of case studies may be most useful following the

validation workshop that will be held with E@hded projects and ICT suppliers in Spring 2014

Draft versions of some the templates that will also be included in the final ver§itie &alidation
Manual areincluded in version 1 of the deliverall&ppendices B). Again, these will be refined and
new ones intuded as a result of work in Year 2 with different stakeholderse their requirements
are better understood.
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4.What do we mean by Evaluation?

Ministries of Education in Europe have already made substantial investments in integrating ICT in

schools andhere is an increasing demaifior more evidence that this investment is worthwhile and

really worksln the UK at presenthose calling for more evidendgased research in education

highlighthow major advances in &tlicine have been underpinned by eviderbased research,
G6SOlFdzaS Al Qa 2yfe 08 ¢lataes dopaking 8ne HEdimMehRBNY A & SR i NA
anotherci K 0 6SQ@S o6SSy |o6fS 312 FTAYR 2dzi ¢KIFG 62N a

However,as others have pointed outvidencedbased educatiofiaces a numbeof challenges, not

f SFrald 0SOlFdzaS aLJzZIAfa FNB y20 LI (ASyHEdacatibnglR G KSA N
outcomes are not always as clezut as most medicdtials andexperimentswe are not always sure

about what needs to be measureand randomised controlled tals are not necessarily the only way

forward. Qualitative data gathered by researchers can also provide important insights as well as

guantitative measurements

There is obviously a vast literature on different evaluation methogielsand the purposes of
evaluaton but it is not the aim of the LSL Validation Martogbrovide indepth analysis odebate
the validityandmerits of one method of educational research method over anoth@ther, the aim
isto provide some practical gdelinesto a variety ofstakeholders that want to run a school pilot or
validationso that they camnderstandhow these can be developedt what cost and also what
outputs one might reasonably expect as a result of utilising different research methgieslo

Nevertheless, its important for those wishing to conduct an evaluation in schoofg$bunderstand
that there are some fundamental differences in the types of evaluatibat can be arried out. The
GSMA in itsisefulmEducation Evaluation Tliit cites the three types of Evaluation identified by the
American Evaluation Association. This seems a good starting point for theprorialist.

I Processevaluations that describe and assess materials and activities
Outcome evaluationsthat study theimmediate or direct effects on participants

Impact evaluations that look beyond the immediate results of policies, instruction, or
services to identify longeterm as well as unintended effects.

Version 2 of this deliverable will aim to prdgisome casetudies of differentypes of evaluations
possibly linkedto anevdluii A 2y WY I (i NA HrReludingiSdBatienSdDlibw they are ® o
typically structured (e.g. samp$ize and selection of schoolg)hat evaluation instruments might be
used(with some examples of theseggndthe duration and scope dlifferent school/classroom pilots
and experimentations.

3 Ben GoldacreBuilding Evidence Into Educatjdviarch 2013,
http://media.education.gov.uk/assets/files/pdf/b/ben%20goldacre%20paper.pdf

4Marc Smith, Guardian Professional, 26 March 2@\Mgenceebased education: is it really that
straightforward? ,Marc Smith, Guardian professional, 26 Marc 201t8://www.theguardian.com/teacher
network/2013/mar/26/teachersresearchevidencebasededucation
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4.1.  Anevaluation approactior the LSL network

The next question to consider is to what extent somalbof these three types of evaluations dam
supported within the LSL network and whether teachers and schools in the network have the time,
resources and, above athe motivation andincentiveto systematically collect the data required by
each type of evaluation.

In Year 1, the LSL projdws scrutinizedeveral possiblevaluationmethods useélby the
educationalresearch community and concluded thahat is called? OG A 2y NB afpeasOKQ A Y ;
to be the one best suited to the developing LSL network of sshool

Definition of Action Bsearch

Wi O A 2 yQOswa Beao§nizedokm of applied research that focuses on the effects of the
researcher's direct actions of practice within a participatory community with the goal of improving
the performance quality of the community or an areacoficern (Dick, 2062Reason & Bradbury,
2007’ Hult & Lennung, 1980McNiff, 2002). Action research involves utilizing a systematic cyclical
method of planning, taking action, observing, evaluating (includingeseluation) and critical
reflecting pior to planning the next cycle (O'Brien, 28 McNiff, 2002%). The actions have a set
goal of addressing an identified problem in the workplace, for example, reducing the illiteracy of
students through use of a new strategies (Quigley, 29@@ developig shared governance to
increase the quality of nursing (Doherty & Hope 2600

It isalsoa collaborative method to test new ideas and implement action for change. It involves direct
participation in a dynamic research process, while monitoring and etiadutine effects of the
researcher's actions with the aim of improving practice (Dick, Z0@heckland & Holwell, 1998

Hult & Lennung, 1986). At its core, action research is a way to increase understanding of how
change in one's actions or practicesmgautually benefit a community of practitioners (McNiff,

SWdza SRQ K Siotfalis¥dfid aycdridimextent and permanently revisited, as with other methods in

social sciences) aratceptedoy the scientific community as based on proper scientific criteria (even if criticized

by some groups of researchers), here again, as are other soi@ate methods, including quantitative data

analysis.

6 Bob DickAction research: action and reseajth  LJI LISNJ LINB LI NBR F2NJ 6KS aSYAyYyIl N
NB a S I NO K aitheihStoss Uhiviersitfebruary 18, 2002.

" PeterReason and Hilary Bradbur§Ed.) The SAGE Handbook of Action Research. Participative Inquiry and

Practice London: Sage, 2001.

8 MargaretaHultand SvenrAkeLennungd ¢ 2 6 NRa | RSMBY¥SHNRKY2F yDid2VyR 0A
Journal of Management Studiég, no. 2 May 1980, 242-250.

9 JeanMcNiff, Action research for professional developme2@02.http://www.jeanmcniff.com/bookletl.html

YRoryh Q. BABYY h@SNIBASE 2F aSiK2R2t23IAO0FE ! LILWINRI OK 2F ! C
Theory and Practice of Action Reseatldao Pesso, Brazil, 2001.

11 McNiff, Action research

12B, AllanQuigley GThe practitionefresearch: aesearch revolutionyf £ A (/AN O @ ¢

Learningll, no. 3 (200Q)6-8.

13 CaroleDoherty andJohn W. Hopedt { K NB R 3y20eNSENS/E yYO S| A y Burhal oRNuBidigS NBy OS¢ =
Management3, no. (2000), 7-B1.

14 Dick,Action research

15 peter ChecklandandSue HolwellGActionResearch: Its Nature and Validit$systemic Practice and Action

Researci 1, n. I(February 1998 9-21.

1 Hult and Lennung Towards a definition of action reseai241¢250.

11
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20027; Reason & Bradburym, 2081Carr & Kremmis 1988 Masters, 199%0 dfinition from
Pepperdine University (US, California).

The above definition does neiplicitly specify who the research&: Ineducationalprojects
researchers can beacademic researchers apaactitioners working togethemr academic
researchers only butnes who endorse and assurae explicit change agent role gassibleway to
address the Hawthorne effect/bids projects); or practitioners only bubnes who ardrainedin
techniques that enable them to reflect qoractice

Thefollowingdefinition from Jean McNiffYork Saint John, Limerick and Chinese Ningxia Teachers
Universities), an expert in action researchigacher training development, focuses only on

practitioners as researchers, and states tht OG A 2y NBaSI NOK Aa | GSNY 6KJ
way of looking at your own work to check that it is as you would like it to be. Because action research
isdone by you, the practitioner, it is often referred to as practitioner based research; and because it

involves you thinking about and reflecting on your work, it can also be called a form-céftaifive

pradi A OS ®¢ wS T Getnédibg Schil(188750k( skh@dpasity to reflect on action so as to
Sy3r3asS Ay | LINRrOSaa 2F O2yilAydz2dza fSINYyiAx@aws | C
hadSNXYIFyQa NBA&SIE NDK Oped Ndivarsity UKyapproaNE dzy RA Yy 3 (K

4.2. LSL as an action resehrnetwork

Action research seems to particularly fit with tbbjectives of the LSietwork for a number of
reasons:

»  Thestarting pointfor action researclis to address aeal problem or issue in practioghich
resonates wih busy teachersThroughout these sorts of validationseachers aralsorequired
to reflect on their current practice and can quickly see the benefits of this; in action research,
GGKS OG0 2F FAYRAY3I @2dzNJ a2 f dzi A £ylhisvéfldcta@ & 2 dz dzy
practicecan also be seen as being at the core of successful professional development for
teachers and contributing to the development of a new teaching identity and competence.
» Most importantly, there is a buiiin incentive for teacher® beinvolved in actionesearch pilots
as these sorts of validations are:
» about applied research (action related directly to practice)
» improving practice (already a strong reason why schools and tesittase joined the LSL
network)
» Fo2dzi FOGA2Yy T2 N OK teyelhBdwhold sthpdl gproaches tofugifgQa I A Y
ICT)
» communitybased (linked to the LSL regional hub strategy and community of practice)

17 McNiff, Action research

18 Reason and Bradburyhe SAGE Handbaok

P Wilfred Carr andStephenKemmisBecoming Critical: education, knowledge and action reseamhies,
Falmer 1986.

NJaneta  a i IMBRXaaG2NE 27T !iDliHughys (ed)ySctob ReNdarkhéERctronic Readdre
University of Sydney,995.http://www.scu.edu.au/schools/gcm/ar/arr/arow/rmasters.html

2! Donald SchoérEducating the Reflectiveractitioner San FranciscdpsseyBass 1987.

22 Maureen McGintyAction Research iaducation University of Plymouth, 2006.
http://www.edu.plymouth.ac.uk/resined/actionresearch/arhome.htm
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» Itis based on a formalised and transferable method that can be easily understood by those with
little or no background in adcational research methods. The main components of the method
can be summarised very briefly (without detailing here how to implement each phase) as:
identify a practicearea/problem to be investigated; imagine a way forward; try it out; take stock
of what happens whilegathering eviegnce about the change happenirdgvelop a hypothesis
based on this evidence to explain the influeméehe new way of doing thingsnodify the
practice in he light of what has been found; monitor what is doneyiew and ewluate the
modified practice

» It is compatible with shorterm investigation into the changes in teaching and learning imposed
by rapid technological change and can often provide both policy maker$CT vendors with
quick and useful feedback.

Of coursethere are issues to consider in terms of the credibility of action research within the
scientific community and, by extension, its perception by policy makersGhduppliers. In its plea
for a (more) balanced cooperation between practitioners and restears, as well as its more explicit
recognition of the knowledge and experience of teachers, action research has undoubtedly
UNRSNXAY SR WI Ol RSardsah, itkssasy $ovaadgrstandbwhy diticism of this approach
has flourished within the research community as a whole and tnisvitas influenced policy males)
opinions.

However,as with any approach, method or tool, when properly implemented, action research

produaes relevant and useful resulfShere is also a good deal of flexibility in this appro&an.

SEFYLX S GKSNB A& I 6ARS OINASGe 2F Angl@iBgd G A3 (A2
guestionnaires, desk research, focus groups, direct olasienvetc. Action research care viewed as

averyoped WdzYo NBff I+ Q | LILINRFOK (2 SRdzOF GA2yL+ft @Ff AR
combined depending on what you want to achieve and the question/issue being addressed. Finally,

the core principle®f the action research method also appear rather in line with current sanil
educationalalues wherééxpert knowledgé€lsincreasinglyseen as being socially constructed and

emerging from communities of practice or relayed through online forurtogd) wikis etc. .

The key phase of an action reselaproject is to properlgefine which tools have to be used at each
phase of the project (from qualifyingpé starting point situation through twentifying the post
experiment situatio, as well as capting what actualiyhappered and why duringhe process). Each
phase could/should use differenvols, ormore likelya different combination of them. For example,
a written questionnaire W not be suited to understandinghat and why a change has happehe

but it maybe possible to capturthis through focus groupsigcussiongfor example (possibly
supported by video practice as a starting point for such focus groups discussions).

An aim in the final version of the validation manual will be to explaiatvdan be determined as a
result of using specific evaluation tools and instruments and when they can be most appropriately
deployed.Again,the manual will try to illustra this by providing some real onagined case studies
of how evaluations tools have been used and data has been gathered in different types of school pilots.
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4.3. Towards an LS¥alidation Matrix

As indiated earlier,a betterunderstandingf the differences between the three main types of
evaluations (process, outcome and impact evaluations) may enable various stakeholders to plan
more effective school pilots that are aligned with the budget and otheoueces that they have
available.

In Year 1 of the LSL projesbme preliminary work has been carried out to see if it is possible to go

beyond simply describing the three main typeswéluatiors (which is very diféult to do concisely

AY | 9byHeyedapiiggomethingy 2 NB £ A1 S | G f m&mdrdcesily YY I (G NA EQ
illustrate the interplay of the variables that need to be considemubn designing @y school pilot.

The initial work on this haso farresulted in a table rdter than a propr matrix where we

reformulate the evaluatiorlypes of the Anerican Evaluation Association as three types of school

pilots concerned with:

» hodaSNIBAY3 (GSHFOKSNE | yRk2NJ addzRSyiaQ LINF OGAOS ¢

» Testing changing practice of teachers and/or studeviten using ICT (itself divided into two sub
categories)

»  Analysing the impact on students of using ICT

All of these are concerned with teaching and learning practice. There is possibly a fourth type of
school pilot that could be considered as welhere the focus is something likénalysing conditions

for scaling up changing practicédere, however, the focus would b#re on systemic and

ingtitutional change rather than Ti&practice As this sort of evaluation would be more complex and
require a very diffrent methodology involving a very high degree of representativeness in the
sample used for a pilot, it has been ruled out of scope as something that is viable for the emerging
LSL network to undertake.

In the table below, the fatilwing aspects are address for each type of school pilot

»  Criteria to select schools to be part of the pilot, dependinghe type of pilot.

» Variables to be explicitly controlled at school and student levels (education level, school size,
etc.). Controlling these variablesdo€si A YLX & Fy& NBRdzOGA2Y 2F GKS
simply basic elements to be explicitly addressed from the starting point, for the research findings
to refer to a clear context and conceptual framework; in other words, you have to know what
you eak about and under which conditions your findings happen. It is also an important feature
to have in mind with a view to be ablat one point in time to cumulate findings coming from
different projects and, doing so, remfice your overall evidenceasis The same set of variables
has to be controlled whatevehe type of the pilot concerned.

» Accompanying measures: they mostly refer to measures already identified (by research in several
cases) as facilitators to implement change processes. The sarokrseasures is envisaged
whatever the type of the pilot concerned; their conditions of use (frequency, intensity, etc.) may
nevertheless vary dependirap the type of pilot.

» Methodology thisrefers to basic components (tools, type of data to be colléctedex needed,
etc.) of possible methods to be used dependimghe type of pilot.Although not specified in the

14



NS g0 LiVING
Schools D4.21 Validation Manual
Lab

table, all types of pilots need to start with a relevant literature review (preferadtyexisting
one; otherwise, the cost of thisas tobe integratedin the pilot). Aconceptual famework
specific to each pilot must also b#egratedwhen calculating the costf the pilot).

In Year 2 of the LSL projefitrther work will be done to develop this initial matrix in order to test it
with Comnission funded projects and ICT suppligrat will be invited to attend a twalay workshop
that is planned irSpring 2014Task 4.2 in the DoW)
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Types of interventions Criteria to select schools Variables to be Accompanying Methodology, success factors, outputs

explicitly controlled | measures

Observing T&L practice when Innovative Typical action researchNo need for before/after
usingXx schoolgteachers, i.e. Country/ies comparisons, nor test and control groups
(X being ICT based solutions or | ensuring enough room and Group work

systems, devices, etc.)

[Aim: identify and describe ICT
based innovative T&practices to
be used by pedagogically
innovative teachers Avery open
approach, not anticipating what
will come out of it]

support for innovative T&L
practices to be designed an
implemented(see Note 1)

Already usingor not
specific types ofCT
equipment or devices

Testing
changing T&L
practice when
usingXx

[Aim: enriching,
diversifying and
improving T&L
practice]

Reaching the
same(i.e. aiming
at a similar
learning result)
using a different
way to reach it

Reaching
something
different hardly
feasible without

ICT

Any school, with aexplicit
aim of testing different T&L
practices

First stepis to support the
school indefining/fine
tuning such aimANDfor it
to beexplainedshared at
whole school level

Analysing impact oryY (motivation,
achievement, etc.yvhen teachers
and/or students usingX

[Aim: demonstrating ICT based T&

added value]

Any school, with aexplicit
aim of testing impact in the

area concerned, and ready
G2 62N] 2y (Il
OKIFftfSyasSq of

processes and achievemen
not necessarily properly
assessed with existing tools

Education level(s) or
grade(s)

Target population(s)
(teachers? students?
both? school
leadership?)

Sudents with pecial
needs (any type of)

{GdzRSy i Qa

Specific subjects or
trans curricular

Type of teaching
curriculum (specific
content and method
AYLRZ E&SRK 2
assessment model
used?)

School size
(pre) existing school

i SOKy2t23¢&
use

between teachers
(to be used before
implementing a
change in practice)

Reflexive practice
in groups (to
support debriefing
about the change
implemented)

What is key creativity and pedagogical expertise of
the teachers; quality of their cooperation with the
experts; their joint competence to document what
took place

What type of resultsto expect ICT based innovative
T&L practices described by practitioners (processes
i.e. repository of practices (story tellingthat may be
powerful whenthere isstrong communication
expertise)

Online community
of practice
(facilitating
exchanges at schoc
level and between
schools @ any
aspects and keep
track for users)

9ELISNI aQ

Action research + before/after comparisons using
measurement tools + using Ti&activities index

What is key clear ideas about what to measure and
how, to be defined from the starting point (ex:
measuring time dedicated to different types of well
defined learning activities)

What type of results to expectlCT based detailed
practices to better teach and learstpry tellingbased
in this case on more date based evidence)

to answer
questions, solve
LINEOof Syaz
with a friendly
critical eye based
on experiencgsee
Note 2)

Action research + randomized evaluatiqsee
comments about repreentativeness issues on page

What is key a strong expertise in test and control
groups methods + knowledge about (existing) tools
assess the impact concerned (standard motivation
tests, achievement tests as in PISA, etc.)

What type of results toexpect quantitatively
measured impact of ICT based T&L practices

Figure2: Evaluation Matrix
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Note 1 The LSL network has been designed to include both Advanced Schools (making whole school

use of ICT) and innovative Advanced Practitioners, as they are likely to be more motivated and have

the level of ICT competence required to test new products, contadtservicesSomestakeholders

wishing to use the L$alidation service may also watat know how their specific solution could

G2N] 6AGK Y2NB WYILAyaduaNBFryYyQ aokz2z2fa FyR gAGK (S|
is a perfectly valid requireant but, in these cases, it would need to be explained enatore

WHespokéilot would haveto be designed by European Schoolnet and that the economies of scale

provided byleveraging the LSL network miagt be possible.

It would also need to be expladd totheseorganisationghat observing teache® Yy Rk 2 NJ & G dzRSy i .
practice when using X in mainstreachseols is only relevant if theurposeof the interventionis

precisely to observe how and why technology is used or not in that specific conteitsthiational

part of the andysis is key here (and vedgmanding), asking for a lot of criteria at institutional leve

to be controlled and analysed. Thisis issughat may be of interest to policy makers but it is

unlikely to be of much interest t&CIT suppliers.

Note 2 This refers to expertwho have both technical and pedagogieapertise; in principle, they
are different from the actiofresearchersvho are primarilyspecialized in action research
methodology.
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5.Validation Service Operatioral process

With the support of LSL project partners and other Ministries of Education, Eur&uanolnet will
aim to develop and offer a sedlustainableyalidation servicdased on the.SL network of schools
After the end of the project, thigill be run as a service under the EUN Future Classroom Lab
initiative. Organisations wishing tase the validation servioeill be provided with a set of
operational guidelinethat will generally be included within @omplete validatiorprotocol. The am
is to: a) provide organisations that are commissioning an evaluation with an insight int& bibiis
managing the procesand b) provide a modeind toolswhich any organisation can replicate or
adapt if it wishes to set up and run its own school pilot

In Year 1 of the projectiffierent W 3 S yrBethBdBlogi¢have already been definddr both larger-

and smalkscale projectsThese will be elaborated in the final version of the Validation Manual and
be supported by a number of standard forms and Eates(some examplg arealreadygiven in

section 6 Appendices 13) along withseveralcase studies illustrating the costEdifferent types of
validation activitiesA decision of which case studies to develop will be taken following the validation
workshop that will be held with EC projects and $Qppliersin Spring 2014

5.1. Large-scale pilots

» Large scale school pilots willsuallybe based aroundhction research projects examining the use
of ICT hardware, softwar@ols, or digital learningesources in several countrigtypically
involving more than 5chools per country. In very largeojects between 1€L5 countries may
be involved and there could be Z&hools (or more) involved in some countries.

» A ValidatiorManager appointed by EUN witlanage the overall coordination of the validation
activity but the coordination of theilot schools in each country wilsuallybe via a national
partner/coordinator (NG)appointed by a participating Ministry of Educatiarho is responsible
for the dayto-day management of the national pilot and liaises diregtith the schoolsThis
national contact is important for ethe-ground support and communication in the local
language.Normally the Validation Coordinatarill have little direct contact with the schools and
will essentially be managing and providing support to a network of N@sost large pilots, the
aim willalsobe to appoint an experienced Lead Teacher who can help the NC watldiz@tion
and training at he national level.

» The Validation Managewill work with the organisatiomommissioning the validation in order to
clearly define what the organisation hopes to gain from school / classpilats and if there are
specific research issues or questions ¢odaldressedBased on this workEUN will finalise a call
for participation in the project using a standard templé&tgppendix 1}hat details the work
involved, the level of commitment requirddy teachers and incentives / rewardisr those taking
part.

» Auniversity (or other research bodfrpbm an EUN poadf experienced TEL researchers will be
selectedto conduct an independent evaluation of the pilot activiti€éhe objectives of the
validationand specificesearch questionsotbe addressed in the pi®will beanalysed in more
detail with the commissioning organisati@nd an evaluation methodologgreed(in line with
the available budge®@long withevaluation instruments

18



»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

°°°°.,° Living
Schools D4.21 Validation Manual
Lab

The ValidatiorManager willliaisedirectly with each NC and organissgular conference calls

with the network of NCs in order to monitor progress. Thiédraft validation protocol
(incorporating the Evaluation Plamvill be drawn up byEUNand the organisation commissioning
the validation andhis willthen be fine tuned andagreed with each NC. Some modification may
be necessary in order to align with school terms, national curriculum etc. in different countries.
The ValidatiorManager willprovidea monthly or bimonthly written status reporton the

progress of the Madation (depending on the duratioof the pilof) andwill arrangeregular
conference calls witthe organisation commissioning the validation

Selection of teacherand schools for each pilot will warried out by the ValidatioManagerin
cooperation wih NCs. For some validations, a generalfcalparticipationmay be issued to all
teachers(seeAppendix ). In other cased Slschool /teache profiles maintained by EUN will be
matched to the specific requirements of talidation (e.g. classes are requirihet are already
using tablets or other hardware, teachers in a specific subject discipdiaehersin primary or
secondary schoo’ss A (K SELISNASYOS 2&) aLISOALT ySSRAQ
Simple contractgtemplate to beprovided in v2 of the Validation Manualjll be made with
teachers takig part in each pilot specifying the level of commitment required, expected ositput
conditions linked to the loanr donation of equipment (where applicable) etc.

Schoolwwill receive méaerials/tools/resources fronEUN(or where relevant the commissioning
organisation) and will beprovided with information / training through written documentation

and probably a facto-face national workshop. Budget will need to be providetheNCfor the
travel of teachers to an initial workshop and possibly other meetings where support is provided.
As costs quickly escalate here, NCs will also need to rely on webinars anddmrtineunities of
Practice CoP¥to provide orgoing support.

Schoolswill test materials/tools/resurces and supply the TEL researcher leading the evaluation
with data and feedback on their ustor example, througlonline surveys, webinars, ard
community of practice. Tdextent to which the researchean carry out claseom observations

in the pilots will depend on the available budget. In larger pilots, the evaluation may include a

classroom observation in one school (one day visit) plus another day when a number of teachers

in different schools are brought together irf@cus group.

In some pilotsteachersmay be involved in creating scenarios or other pedagogical frameworks
in which the resources/materials/toofsom the commissioning organisati@me integrated.
Tools for creating the scenarios and learnintivéties will be provided by EUfSsingEduvista
and Edukata toolkits developed in the iTEC projat) training irtheir use will be offered to
teachers that are part of the validation network.

Events at a pafturopean level (e.g. focus groups, summer schoolgefchers) will be run in
English. National w&shops, focus groups, online communities of practice §0=tB. will be run
Ay GKS S| OKSHé&elnaghbe g grdateryequiztn@dtian in small pilotso

provide NCs with a budget so that they can translate evaluation instruments and guidelines
related to the validation protocols.

To help maintain the motivation of teachers/schqalsnay be possible to provide an
honorarium or other sorts afewards br all or some (e.g.dad) teachers. f@fessional
development opportunities, participation in Future Classroomwalkshopsin Brusselaind
summer school@ different locationsnay also be a way to motivate teachers.
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Validation Roles

Validation Manage r

»

»

»

»

»

TheValidation Managewill bethe person appointed by EUN tmordinatethe overall validation
process, managing the validation as a project in terms of quality, time and cost.

A key role is to determine the validation requirements starting wlgarlydefining the
guestion(s) to be addressed by the validatemmd ensuring that the organisation commissioning
the validation understands the proposed evaluation methodology and the outputs and
deliverables that will be produced.

The central point of contagliaising between the organisation requiring the validation, the
National Coordinators and lead schools carrying out the validation, and the academic institution
carrying out the evaluation.

Responsible foprojectreporting, all supporting documentatioand deliverables.

In a large project, th¥alidationManagemwill also besupported by a/alidation Administrator
who addresses thelay to day operations and the logistics of, for example, coordination of
delivery and setup of equipment contracts withschools and teachers

National Coordinator

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

Essential to have previous project experience. May be employed by the MoE or national agency
or could be an experienced teacher with previous project experience. Good level of spoken and
written English.

Will helpselectschools at national levéparticularly where there is oversubscription to a gall)
getapproval of head teacher and other relevant individuals, and coordinates teachers/schools in
the pilots throughout the project.

Helps schools with pedagogidaithnical/implementation concerns at national level (larger
projects may require both a pedagogical NC and a technical NC)

Supports teachers where they struggle with language / comprehension and may need to
coordinate translation of evaluation instruments

Ensures teachers / schools completes the evaluation instruments and provides other forms of
requested feedback.

Liaisesvith university or TEL researchasllecting evaluation data and may be interviewed as

part of the evaluation.

Reports toEUNValidation Manager directly.

Can support in project dissemination through teacher networks, conferences etc.

Pilot school teachers

»

»

»

»

Teachers in LSL Advanced Schaddgg with Advanced Practitionensill be invited to

participate in validation pilotdt will help if each country aldeas a Lead Teacher with good
English language skiimdwith previous project experience who can help the NC coordinate the
work ofthe other teachers in the pilot

Each teacheranrdinates activity at school level.

Ersures return/signature of relevant contracts, financial details etc.

Implements use of materials/tools/resources with students or other teachdgpending on the
activity.
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Gives feedback by filling in surveys, participating in webinars and online faxyssgind
ensures students/other teachers fill in surveys or provide other types of feedback.

Where recording of classroom practice is involved in the validation, teachers and parents of
students will be asked to sign a permission form fdysequentuse ofphotos/videos (see

templatein Appendix 26 KA OK Y I &
requirements.

Yy SSR

2
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RI LJG SR
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May participate in national and paBuropean workshops and training sessions and possibly a

summer schooif one is included in the {ait.

Can be involved in national dissemiion of the project and pilotesults to local community (e.g.
parents, local newspapers) and teaching peers. Some very innovative teachers may be asked to

act as ambassador teachers for the project and be invibgatomote the project at European

level.

In some projects_ead Eachers or schools may be given a small financial revitdere is a

b/

particularly heavy workload and there are limited other incentives (CPD opportunities, hardware

/ software donations t.).

Community of practice moderator

»

»

NCs will need to provide pedagogical advice and support to teachers in national pilots and may

act as the moderator of a national CoP, possibly along with a Lead Teacher.

Some moderation of webinars and a project CoRdlving all teachers in the pilots) may be

provided by the university partnenvolved in the evaluation

Pedagogical Board
A project running avalidationpilot may wish to appoint #edagogical Board (PB) consisting of
experts proposed by participatirgpuntries.This can be particularly usefal smaler projects

»

»

where only one or twa@ountries are represged and where it may be useful to see if the project

findings have pan-European dimension and fit the requirements of different national

curricula/systemsA PB, however, may also be usefubiggerprojectswherelarge numbe of
schools may be involved but theaee drawn from only a few countries.
EUNwill contact Ministries of Education in order to identify suitable candidates foPtBend

manage the selection process. PB memlwens be asked to participate in a voluntary capacity
(maybe oneor two online meeting a yea). Depending on théudgetavailable, theynayalsobe

paid a smalhonorariumand/or the project may need to coveosts of bringing themogether

for one or two meetings

Data Protection and Code of Conduct

»

Validations will be carried out in line with the European Schoolnet internal data protection policy

and will follow the guidelines outlined in ti&ode of Conduct on School Industry Collaboration

(will be adapted for LSHeveloped in the InGenious projedthis Code contains useful advice

and guidace on the ethical issues involved in school/industry collaborations as well as covering
problem areas such as how or in what circumstances can personal data be used and processed. It

also covers the issue of obtaining consent from parents/guardians éouske of persnal data as

well as for photos

~

a
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5.2. Smaliscale pilots

Smaliscale school pilotare those that aret thed f A Jdadiob thN&Evalidation spectrum (see
section 2.4)Depending on the validation requirements and budget, there may be possibilities to
bring teacherdogetherfaceto-face ina focus groupr for there to be somebservation of
classroonmpractice. However, in mgy casesit is likely thatteachers may onlprovide online
feedback.

Thesepilots are stillusually based around action research projects examining the use of ICT
hardware, software tools, or digitéearning resourcesThey may involva limited number of
countries(maximum 5)a limited numberof schoolg10-150 ® | 26 SHSNE RSLISYRAYy 3
Gl £ AR GA 2y @larysiunidendBsthSojs indy be involvedhia validationproject

The process is simil&w larger validation projecs 06 dzii NEUNV&idafoNXlahager will
direaly manage the overall coordination of the validation actiyggmetimes withwith the
assistance of a Validation Administrator.

Unlike largescale projects, there will beery little or no direct involvement of a national
partner/coordinator in theday-to-day activitieqalthough the MoBuill be informed about the
proposed pilot and will bprovided withan opportunity to comment omnd propose changes to
the validation protocol).

The involvement of a university (or other research badgy not be necessy forsmall

validation projectsparticularly where evaluation data requires fairly straightforward evaluation
instruments(e.g asimple online questionnaij@r where the budget available rules out
classroom observations

Typically these sorts oprojects willrun in English only with very limited or no translation of
materials/resourcesinless this is provided by the organisation commissioning the validation
EUNwill coordinate the validatiomlirectly, sometimeswith support froma Lead &acher inh each
country (preferably someone wh previous project experience).

Schoolswill receive materials/tools/resources from EUN (or where reléxha supplying

partner) and will begiven basic information / trainingnainly through written documentabin
andan online kick off meeting

Schoolswill test the materials/tools/re®urces and supply the Validation Managéth data and
feedback on their usausuallythroughonline surveys and perhaps one or two webinds the
majority of these projects are liketp have a very short duration, it is unlikely that a CoP will be
set up but this may still happen depending on the validation requirements.

Thebudgetfor these sorts of validation pilotmaymean that there will be limited possibilities to
bring teachergogether for faceto-face trainingor professional developmengither at national
level or inworkshopsn the Future Classroom LabBrusselsit will be very important,

therefore, that EUN and the organisaticommissioning the validation clearly idégtthe added
value to teachers / schools participating in the project #mat the level of commitment required
is accuratéy stated in the call to participate

Validation Roles

Validation Manager

»

The responsibilities are similar to those as in laggejects but, as there is no mediating
National Coordiator, the Validation Manager will ba direct contact with all of the schools
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involved There will be moreof a responsibilityo design simple evaluation instruments and
analyse resulting data. Themay also be a requirement to moderateCaP in some projecty
set up a Pedagogical Boasthere a validation is carried out over a longer period.

Pilot school teachers

» Teachers in LSL Advanced Schaddsg with Advanced Practitionemsill be invited b
participate in validation pilotsThe responsibilities are similar to those as in larger projects
although teachers will be coordinated and managed directly by the Validation Marfsger.
smaller budgets may inhibit translation of evaluation instrumetitere will be greater
requirement on teacherm these validationso have a good command of English.

Pedagogical Board

» It may be useful to appoint Bedagogical Board (PB) consistingxdérnalexperts prgosed by
Ministries of Educatiorparticularly f the pilots cover a small numbef countries and the
organisatationcommissioning the validatiowishes to understand the project findings
potentiallyhave a parEuropean dimension and fit the requirements of different national
curricula/systemsTheextent to which this is possible may depend on the budget available and
whether PB members can be paid a small honorarium.

5.3. Next Steps

The operations of the validation service will be described in more detadrsion 2 of the Validation
Manual, followingurther discussions with Efdndedprojectsand ICT suppliers and a moredepth
understanding of their requirements.

For stakeholders that wish to run their own validation rather than use the EUN/LSL service, it is likely
that the LSlproject will alsd,IN2 RdzOS | aK2 NI o NROKdz2NB 2y a+lfARIG
G52Qa¢ YR a52yQiaé¢ 2F K2¢g (G2 NM¥zy I &adz00SaatdAd a

Drafts of these will be discussed during the workshop sessions with key stakeholders at the validation
workshopscheduled foiSpring 2014.
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6.Validation templates

Templates and forms will be included in v2 of the Validation Mathet can be used by

stakeholders that wish to set up and run their own school pilot validatigresohic design to be done

for all final versions)As well aghe model formsgxampleswill be providedof completed forms for

some ofthe validation case studies that will be prepared for versiontts will be particularly
AYLRNIFY(G F2NJ GKS af/ Fft F2NIJ LI Niers QppeddiXi ) &g ¢ T2 NY
essential that those commissioning a validation appreciate the level of detail that needs to be

provided to schools and teachers in the network.

Templates initially foreseen are kstbelow. Other templatesand formsmayalsobe defined as a
result of work with projects and ICT suppliers in Year 2.

1. Gl for participation in a validation projec{Specifying scope of work, level of commitment
and outputs expected from teachers, incentives or rewards for carrying out the workis.)
document is prepared by EUN working with the organisation commissioning the validation.
Draft version included ithis deliverable as Appendix 1

2. Agreement/Contract TeachergDifferent model contractéagreements will be prepared for
schools andeachersadapting and tailoring to the specific needs of each grangh conditions
of each validation. For example, some aqaits may have specific clauses related to the
donation or loan of equipment To be included in v2 of the deliverable.

3. Photoand Video Pemission Form(Form to be used when permission is necessary from
participants for the use offptos and/or videgrelated to data pivacy Particularly
important whenrecording classroom observatioms interviews with teacherand where
this material may le used for dissemination purpose®raft version included ithis
deliverable as Appendix 2

4. Certificate of Participation(For teachers completing training or professional development
activities linked to a validation projectpraft version included ithis deliverable as Appendix
3.

5. Code of conduct for schoahdustry collaboration http://www.eun.org/school industry
collaboration This work for the CommissidandedInGenious project will be modified in year
2, to be generic and appropriate to the validations.
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6.1. Appendix 1Call for participation in a validation project

Eu n 20 Livi
hoolnet Bas VNG
(” Transforming education in Europe Schools

Lab

Teachers and schools in the LSL Validation Network are invited to participate in a new valid{
pilot commissioned bilame of Commissioning Organisatiaietails of which are provided below
If you would like to participate in this project, please comeltdte online version of this form at
URLby the closing date for this call whichDATE.

Name of Validation Pilot: XXX
Duration: Start:
End:

School/teacher requirements:

Primaryr}

Secondaryj

Or, specific age range of students: XX to YY
Specificurriculum subject(s) required if any

School/classroom requirements: (existing use of particular hardware/software, level of broad
connectivity required etc.)

Key objectives of the validation:

Description of work:

What both teachers and students are expected taldong the project includingequirements in
terms of the collection of feedback and evaluation datd the dissemination of results (e.g. if
videos will be producegermission forms may need to be sigri®y teachers and parents of

pupils)
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Level of commitment:

Approximate indication of the number of hours per weekiegl from teachers. Or the total
number of hours/days for the whole activity.

Incentivesand rewards for school$ teachers:

Details of how schools/teachers will benefit: hardwaodiiware donations; participatioim CPD
access to a CoRycus groups in Future Classroom Lab in Brussels; participation in summer;s
payment to the schoatc.

| would like to participaten this validation projecand confirm that endmy school fulfils
all of the conditions for participation outlined above.

{ATYSRY XXXXXXXXXXXX®

51 4SY XXXXXXXXXXXXD
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6.2. Appendix 2Photo and Video Permission form

Eur n 00 i 8
hoolnet °9°0, Living
(ﬂ Transforming education in Europe Schools
Lab

Name of Validation Project: XXXX

Project description:

Consent for use of photographs and videos where you appear:

In the framework of thé°roject Nameactivities,photographs and video will be taken[AtOCATION
on [DATE These images may be reproduced and used for publicity and training materials pro
by EUN Partnership AISBL including printed publications, videos and online. Any photos o
will only be used for promoting thBroject Nameand other EUN Partnergh AISBL education
projects.

By signing this document you give us your permission to use photographs and video film in v
you appear.

f If you are under 18 years of age:2 dzNJ | YR @ 2 dzNJ LJ NBy i Q& k
needed.

Please read the following information carefully. If you agree, please provide the signature(s)
date and return the form to your teacher.

If you do not understand any of the issues that are dealt with in this form or if you are nol
whether youshould agree or not, please ask your parent(s), legal guardian or your teacher fg
advice.

Pupil to fill in

My name (pupil):

1 | give permission to EUN Partnership AISBL, project partners and press or othar
working for the Interactive Classroom Working Group to take photographs and
footage of me. These photographs and videos may be reproduced and used for proi
or publicising the Interactive Classroom Working Group and other EUN Partnership
educational projects, and may include printed publications (e.g. brochures and newsle
videos and websites of EUN Partnership AISBL and other organisations. [1]

1 | am aware that fointernet safety and data protections reasons, my full name willbeo
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included on any online material. For under 18 yealds pupils, only the first name, age a
country can be mentioned.

91 Iagree that | will not receive any money or other reward for my participation in these pk
or videos.

My signature: Date:

Parent to fill in

My name (parent):

DAGAYI LISN¥A&aAaA2Y F2NJ 6LMzLIAE Qa yvIYSoYypyuyy

1 | give permission to EUN Partnership AlS§Baject partners, and press or other med
working for the Interactive Classroom Working Group to take photographs and
footage of my child. These photographs and videos may be reproduced and us
promoting or publicising the Interactive ClassmoWorking Group and other EU
Partnership AISBL educational projects, and may include printed publications
brochures and newsletters), videos and websites of EUN Partnership AISBL an
organisations?

1 | give my permission for my child to beéntiewed by EUN, the press or other medig
connection with the project?

1 lam aware that fointernet safety ad data protections reasons, rioll names of pupils wil
be included on any online material. For under 18 yedds pupils, only the first mae, age
and country can be mentioned.

1 | agree that my child or myself will not receive any money or other reward for
participation of my child in these photos or videos.

t I NByGQa ardayl ddNE Yy yPaeuyyueuyyyyy

[1] The video can be uploaded to YouTube, Vimeo, and similar-vidéiag platforms, enablindgeUN
Partnership AISBAnd Ministries of Education to embed thieeo into their websites.

[2] There will always be a representative of the EUN team (or otlogzqimpartner) present at the interview
to clarify any doubts the participant may have about making the interview or using the material.

If you have any queries relating to the information in this document, please erm#Eb@eun.org
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6.3.  Appendix 3Certificate of Participation for Teachers

Certificate of Participation
This is to certify that

Name

successfully completed

Training module name:
as part of the XX Validation Project

held on XXXXXXXXX
at EUN Office, Brussels, Belgium

Marc Durando
Executive Director, European Schoolnet
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