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Conceptual Framework . Discussion

* | felt the negligible differences in normalized gains could be
contributed to the complexity of the unit.

* The treatment units included some of the traditionally
“harder” material and, in my opinion, would have had even
lower normalized gains without the use of clickers

* The non-treatment units were some of the traditionally
“easier” units

* The success of this action research wasn’t measured in tangible
data, but more in the student’s reflections and survey
responses.

Classroom response systems such as clickers have been shown to
increase test scores and engagement, lower failure rates, and turn
students into participants rather than observers (Preszler et. al.,
2006). Clickers will not inherently bring about all of these changes,
but their correct usage allows the teacher to address
misconceptions and desigh more engaging and interactive learning
experiences with instant feedback (Beatty, 2004).
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