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Table 1. StRIP Survey Subscales and Items (Cronbach Alpha Value)
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Types of Instruction

Passive Lecture (2 = 0.67)

Listen to the mstructor lecture dunng class.
Get most of the information needed to solve the homework directly from the instructor.
Watch the mstructor demonstrate how to solve problems.

Active Learning Lecture (@ = 0.78)

Solve problems individually during class.
Answer questions posed by the mstructor during class.
Ask the mstructor questions duning class.

Group Based Activities (o = 0.81)

Work in assigned groups to complete homework or other projects.
Study course content with classmates outside of class.

Discuss concepts with classmates during class.

Solve problems 1 a group dunng class.

Do hands-on group activities during class.

Be graded on my class participation.

Self-Directed Activities (¢ =0.79)

Brainstorm different possible solutions to a given problem.

Find additional information not provided by the mnstructor to complete assignments.
Make individual presentations to the class.

Assume responsibility for learning material on my own.

Make and justify assumptions when not enough mformation 1s provided.

Solve problems that have more than one correct answer.

Take initiative for identifying what I need to know.

Instructor Strategies for Using In-Class Activities

Explanation (o= 0.82)

Clearly explained what I was expected to do for the activity.

Clearly explained the purpose of the activity.

Discussed how this activity related to my leaming.

Used activities that were the nght difficulty level (not too easy, not too difficult)

Facilitation (@ = 0.71)

Solicited my feedback or that of other students about the activity,

Walked around the room to assist me or my group with the activity, if needed.
Encouraged students to engage with the activity through his/her demeanor.
Gave me an appropnate amount of time to engage with the activity.

Student Responses to Instruction

Value (u=0.86)

I felt the time used for the activity was beneficial
1 saw the value in the activity.
I felt the effort it took to do the activity was worthwhile.

Positivity (a = 0.73)

1 felt positively towards the instructor/class.
I felt the instructor had my best interests in nund.
I enjoyed the activity.

Participation (o = 0.76)

1 talked with classmates about other topics besides the activity.*

I distracted my peers during the activity.*

I surfed the internet. checked social media. or did something else mstead of doing the activity. *
I participated actively (or attempted to).

I tried my hardest to do a good job.

I pretended but did not actually participate. *

I rushed through the activity, giving minimal effort *

Evaluation (« = 0.89)

Overall. this was an excellent course.
Overall. the mstructor was an excellent teacher.

Student Charactenstics

Expected Grade

What final grade do you expect in this course?

Prior Expeniences with Active Learning

In how many of your college courses has the instructor asked you to do an in-class activity at least once a week?

* Indicates that these items were reverse-coded.
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