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Context/reminder of workshop
The 1st ROER4D Workshop was held on 9-12 December 2013 in Cape Town, South Africa. Approximately 36 attendees were present. The conference programme can be found here: https://docs.google.com/document/d/13r5Bnnbd40eZs7nSCdSJt2wIxFDPXyJLPPaL3mUzzA8/edit
Evaluation methodology
Following the workshop, we created a questionnaire to ascertain participants’ responses to how useful they had found specific sessions and the workshop as a whole. Additionally, the questionnaire collected qualitative data. The full questionnaire can be found here https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1kPh1gcesQEYflLOnvOmrkGMOJQrNpA_-q4KKJFhN3ZA/edit#
Invitees were told this would be a confidential survey and that responses would be collected anonymously
11 responses were received.
Findings
Summary of Findings (quantitative)
We asked eight specific questions about how useful participants had found the presentations given by other attendees, including mentors. These were on a sliding scale of 1-5 with 1 being ‘not useful’ and 5 being ‘very useful’.
The most useful presentations were:
· Brief overview on the cross-regional survey (sub-project 2), with 83% saying useful or very useful.
· Brief overview of Academics’ adoption of OERs (sub-projects 3 &4) with 92% saying it was useful or very useful.
· Sessions on research instrument questions (practical activity) with 92% saying it was useful or very useful.
Presentations with the lowest positive ratings (ranging with a score of between 50%-60% saying it was useful or very useful) were:
· Brief overview on the OER desktop review (sub-project 1)
· Brief overview on the impact of OER on student performance (sub-project 9)
· Brief overview on educational expenditure
· Session on gender issues.
· Session on Creative Commons
· Global congress sessions
Detailed findings (quantitative)
Below are individual results for each of the eight questions. Where a participant did not answer on the 1-5 scale (possibly because they did not attend that session), their response is categorised as ‘not applicable’.
How useful did you find the session on the OER desktop review (Sub-Project 1)?


How useful did you find the brief overview on the cross-regional survey (Sub-Project 2)?





How useful did you find the brief overviews on Academics’ adoption of OER (Sub-Projects 3&4)


How useful did you find the brief overviews on Teacher educators’ adoption of OER (Sub-Projects 5, 6 & 7)?






How useful did you find the brief overview on the country study on OER adoption (Sub-Project 8)


How useful did you find the brief overview on the impact of OER on student performance (Sub-Project 9)?






How useful did you find the brief overview of the educational expenditure (Sub-Project 12)


How useful did you find the sessions on research instrument questions?







How useful did you find the session on quantitative analysis?

How useful did you find the session on qualitative analysis? 









How useful did you find the session on gender issues?

How useful did you find the session on Creative Commons?









How useful did you find the Global Congress sessions?


Summary of Findings (qualitative)
As well as asking for feedback on how useful participants found the sessions, we asked open questions on five specific areas:
· What did you find particularly valuable about the 1st ROER4D workshop?
· What was not as valuable and why?
· What concerns or queries do you still have?
· What would you like to cover in the next workshop?
· What conferences are you likely to attend in 2014/2015, either self-funded or what would you like to attend with ROER4D funding/back to back with the 2nd workshop.
Furthermore we asked participants to indicate interest in joining online sessions in a number of topics and to indicate when they would like the next ROER4D workshop to be held.
Findings: What did you find particularly valuable about the 1st ROER4D workshop?
Four main themes emerged from the feedback in response to the question ‘What did you find particularly valuable about the 1st ROER4D workshop’? These were:
Networking and meeting others
Networking and getting to know others was the most frequently cited aspect of value, with comments about discussion and meetings others in general being positive aspects. More specifically some participants commented on the importance of knowing what others in the subprojects were doing, with interaction within project clusters being particularly important.
Being part of a community of researchers in the Global South
A number of participants commented on the value of meeting other OER researchers in the project, with a specific comment that ‘the face-to-face time is essential to grow a sense of community’. One participant commented on the value of ‘seeing all project components together’ while another mentioned the value of being able to see what the other projects’ research questions and methodology were. 
Access to experts and valuable content
One participant commented on the value of access to expertise in qualitative and quantitative research methodology, while a few others commented on the value of discussions about research methodology and the value of presentations. One participant specifically mentioned that the combination of presentations, discussions and activities was valuable.
Moving the project forward
Two participants felt that 1st workshop enabled them to move forward with their own work; one participant commented that the workshop gave the opportunity to take forward the thinking on the research and to enable him/her to ‘approach the next level of detail’, while another considered that the workshop was preparing sub-projects for ‘the kickstart of their research activities’.
Findings: What was not as valuable and why?
No overall theme emerged as to what was not valuable in the workshop; rather, participants made some specific comments to do with particular sessions, the timing of the workshop, and the time and opportunity for more hands-on work and discussions. These included:
Specific presentations: Gender and Global Congress sessions
Two participants made a specific comment that the presentation on Gender was ‘not very useful’, while another expanded to say that the presentation on Gender was the ‘least integrated’ and took ‘focus away from other issues that seemed more central to our discussion’. One participant commented that the ‘Global congress sessions were not really that interesting’, a comment that tallies with the quantitative findings that indicate that the Global Congress sessions were found to be less useful that the other presentations. There as a further comment from one participant that the presentation on Creative Commons ‘was very basic’, which is also reflected in the feedback from the quantitative findings.
Timing and purpose of the workshop
Three participants commented on the timing of the workshop, which was at a time when not much was or had happened in the sub-projects, with one commenting that ‘participants were not as prepared to get the best out of the meeting’. One participant questioned the purpose of the workshop stating that ‘I believed it would work more deeply into the relationship between the research questions of the project and the questions of sub-projects’ presumably indicating that it had not done so. Another thought a more hands-on activity for the qualitative and quantitative aspects would have been more valuable.
Further, one participant commented on the lack of time for discussions after the presentations.
Findings: What concerns or queries do you still have?
In answer to the question, ‘What concerns or queries do you still have’, the main concerns focussed on how sub-projects within a cluster would work together with one commenting that ‘It is not clear how the project cluster with 2 or more sub-projects will work together and how to address some possible common research questions’ while another stated ‘I feel there could of been more time spent in groups sharing ideas across projects especially where there are synergies, eg. Sub Projects 2,3 and 4.’ 
One participant had a concern about how the sub-projects will contribute to the project, while another stated ‘I still have a big concern about the survey design (validity) regarding all projects. The definition of OER used in each survey(all projects) may lead to different outcomes.’ One participant was concerned about ‘The need for continuous coordination across projects, with emphasis on their timelines’. 
Findings: What would you like to cover in the next research workshop?
Some specific areas were mentioned in the question, ‘What would you like to cover in the next research workshop’. These included:
· ‘a common framework for the meta project’
· Sub-projects in a cluster to address one or two common research questions beyond the questions already formulated
· Presentation of preliminary responses to research questions
· Methodology
· Progress of sub-projects
· Data analysis
· How to disseminate results better and strategies to publish findings
· Ways of collaborating and publishing together
· Establish timelines for projects
· Small group work to work on synergies among projects.
Findings: What conferences do you envisage attending in 2014/2015
We asked two questions relating to conferences that attendees are likely to attend in 2014/2015 in a self funded capacity and which conferences attendees would like to attend with possible ROER4D funding. 
This question elicited the most ‘don’t knows’ or ‘not sure yet’ type responses. However the following conferences were mentioned, with three coming from one participant:
· OER Symposium in Penang
· OpenEd ‘if there is one’ 
· OCW Global Conference in   Ljubljana, Slovenia from 23-25 April 2014                                      
· Unisa Cambridge International Conference on Open and Distance and eLearning 2013.                                          
· 26th ICDE World Conference in Pretoria-2015

Findings: What online sessions are you interested in?
In order to guage interest in future online sessions, we asked participants to check which areas they might be interested in. There was a high level of interest in all four areas. No one added any additional areas, although the option was given.



Findings: When ideally would the 2nd workshop be good for you
Of the three options given, there was a slight preference for October-November 2014. 


Recommendations and conclusions
The findings indicate the following preliminary recommendations:
Design and timing of future workshops
There was an overall positive feedback from the workshop with participants finding much value for their own projects. The findings indicate the following for the future design of workshops
· Include more practical sessions and small group work.
· Enable working in sub-project clusters.
· Focus on methodology, detail and research instruments. 
· Report on progress and timelines.
· Consider pre-workshop (online) activities to prepare attendees for workshops including roles and expectations about purpose.
· The optimum time for the next workshop would appear to be October-November 2014, with another possibility being early 2015.
· Assist participants in deciding which conferences might be suitable for their projects.
Buiding the community and network
Participants commented on the value of meeting face to face and understanding how the sub-projects related to the overall project. Some participants also indicated uncertaintly about how the whole project would come together and how the individual research would relate to the whole.  In light of the key objective of building a network of researchers, the findings indicate:
· Activities to build community through virtual and online communications and interactions in between workshops.
· Regular and detailed communication between network project and sub-project teams.
· Development of resources and online seminars to address questions around research methodology and research instruments.
· Develop and communicate greater clarity around timelines and milestones for all sub-projects.
· Start discussions with and assist sub-projects with how they might communicate and disseminate research within the network and externally.





How useful did you find the session on the OER desktop review (Sub-Project 1)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.16666666666666699	0.33333333333333298	0.25	0.16666666666666699	How useful did you find the brief overview on the cross-regional survey (Sub-Project 2)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	8.3333333333333301E-2	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.5	0.33333333333333298	How useful did you find the brief overviews on Academics' adoption of OER (Sub-Projects 3&4)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	8.3333333333333301E-2	0	0.66666666666666696	0.25	How useful did you find the brief overviews on Teacher educators' adoption of OER (Sub-Projects 5,6&7)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	8.3333333333333301E-2	0	0.16666666666666699	0	0.5	0.25	How useful did you find the brief overview on the country study on OER adoption (Sub-Project 8)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	8.3333333333333301E-2	0	0.16666666666666699	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.41666666666666702	0.25	How useful did you find the brief overview on the impact of OER on student performance (Sub-Project 9)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	8.3333333333333301E-2	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.16666666666666699	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.25	0.33333333333333298	How useful did you find the brief overview on the educational expenditure (Sub-Project 12)?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	8.3333333333333301E-2	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.16666666666666699	0.16666666666666699	0.41666666666666702	8.3333333333333301E-2	How useful did you find the sessions on research instrument questions (practical activity)
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	8.3333333333333301E-2	0	0.66666666666666696	0.25	How useful did you find the session on quantitative analysis?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	0.16666666666666699	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.41666666666666702	0.33333333333333298	How useful did you find the session on qualitative analysis?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	0.16666666666666699	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.33333333333333298	0.41666666666666702	How useful did you find the session on gender issues?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	8.3333333333333301E-2	0	0.25	0.16666666666666699	0.33333333333333298	0.16666666666666699	How useful did you find the session on Creative Commons?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	0.33333333333333298	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.41666666666666702	0.16666666666666699	How useful did you find the Global Congress sessions?
Not applicable	Not useful	Slightly useful	Somewhat useful	Useful	Very useful	0	0	0.33333333333333298	0.25	0.33333333333333298	8.3333333333333301E-2	What online sessions are you interested in?
Quantitative research	Qualitative research	Report writing	Research communication	8	9	7	9	When ideally would the 2nd Workshop be good for you?
Early 2015	June-July 2014	October-November 2014	0.41666666666666702	8.3333333333333301E-2	0.5	1

