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	CL@SS Evaluation of Remote Voting Systems

Monday 30th January 2006 
Advantages / Disadvantages



Following the remote voting device system presentations, please find a précis of the comments received from CL@SS Group members below.  Feedback comments are based on the presentations provided during the CL@SS Group meeting not on an extended evaluation.  Comprehensive analysis (following longer term school-based trials) will be available in the summer term.
	
	Advantages
	Disadvantages

	Promethean
	· Potentially greater range of resources

· Child friendly

· More robust

· Appeals to younger users

· Easier access to software

· Very tactile handsets

· Particular beneficial for STF pupils

· Teachers already familiar with the software

· Multi-sensory handset helpful for pupils with ALN
· Highly ergonomic handsets
· Export of data features very good

· Development of a primary version sounds interesting


	· Temperamental 

· “Hardware not connected” banner displayed when PC not connected to a Promethean IWB would be distracting
· Not possible to run on two differentiated tasks at the same time
· Not possible to input numerical answers

· Unreliable

· No screen

· Unfortunate that the system must use Promethean hardware/software



	Turning Point
	· Simple interface

· Software at least comparable with other products

	· Restricted to MS PowerPoint

· Limited resources

· Requires a certain level of IT expertise to operate system
· Handsets are too small

· Easily lost or stolen

· Not many resources available

· Not SEN friendly

· No screen

· Uninteresting handset



	Qwizdom
	· Greater functionality

· Versatile

· Greater scope for interaction

· Ability to type actual answer

· More appealing to older pupils

· Ability to ask open-ended questions

· Ability to self-assess was useful

· Greater whole school use 

· Very flexible

· Excellent variety of games available

· Handset screens useful for pupils

· Pupils having the ability to check and change the answer is useful


	· Not particularly ‘younger’ child-proof 
· Could be confusing

· Not SEN friendly
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	CL@SS Evaluation of Remote Voting Systems

Monday 30th January 2006 
Additional Comments




· Comments indicate that all three systems provide:

· Simple installation

· Good selection of resources

· Easy facility to deliver training

· Immediate feedback for children

· High level of pupil engagement

· Alleviation of teacher marking workload

· Some colleagues felt that the systems were more designed to meet the needs of schools in England (with specific reference to e-learning credits).
· As the systems only have a one year warranty, how does this sit within the current SLA?
· The value of an ICT Teacher Adviser working with the respective companies to achieve accreditation was suggested.  This would also enable ICT Curriculum Team staff to provide more specialised training to schools.
· The use of systems in other curriculum areas was commented on.  (A copy of this evaluation, together with notes, will be sent to all subject advisers).
· The initial outlay is expensive.  Several colleagues pointed out that the systems are a “luxury too far” in the context of ever-shrinking school budgets.

· Some colleagues noted that the assessment feature in the three systems is focussed on knowledge not skills.

· Some colleagues suggested that the systems actually place a barrier between teacher and pupil.
· Several group members noted that equally effective (and far cheaper) feedback is available in the form of ‘show me’ boards and erasable markers.
· Many colleagues suggested that schools intending to acquire the systems should analyse their needs carefully before committing to purchase.  Some colleagues suggested that a remote voting device system was low on their list of priorities.  
· Three main factors appeared to be common throughout the responses:

· Cost of the systems 

· Availability, cost and quality of training post-purchase

· Access to resources
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