=
5{"%.“.;:-'5":?
FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

Cultivating Inclusive and Supportive Learning
Environment - CISLE II

End of Project Indicators
External Evaluation

April 2020

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1)



A _

USAID |
Table of Content
TADIE OF CONTENT ...t ettt e st e e bt e e s at e e s bt e e sabeesabeeeneeesabeeesnbeesaseesneeesaneann 2
I o) 7AYol o] 0 1Y o -SSP 4
I o)l T ={ U LS 5
LIS OF TABIES ..ttt ettt e s bt e s bt e she e s et e et e et e e bt e beesbe e saeeeat e et e e nbeenaeenane e 6
EXECUTIVE SUMIMAIY ittt e et e e et et et et et e e e e e e et e e e e et et e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeesanns 7
CONCIUSIONS <.ttt ettt ettt e s bt e s bt e e s ab e e s bt e e sabeesabeeebbeesabeeebbeesabeesabeeesabeesabbeeanbeesanaeesareenn 10
Project Impact LeVEl MEASUIEMENTS ......cciicuiiiiiiiiee ettt esree e esree e s e e e s e e e st e e e e sabee e s s sabeeeesnbaeesennsenas 16
INEFOTUCTION .ttt sttt sab e s bt e e s bt e e bt e e s abe e s be e e abeesabeesabeeesabeesabeesanseesabeeenanes 16
(0] oY [Tt 4 VLTSRNt 16
EVAIUGLION AUGIENCE ...ttt sttt b e bt s et st e et e e sbeesbeesatesanesbeenbeennes 16
EVAlUGTION QUESTIONS ...eeiiiiiiiieet ettt ettt ettt e s e bt e it e e sttt e ab e e sabeesbbeesabeeebaeennteesbeeenanes 16
V=7 VoY Fo] oY -V 2P 17
In order to achieve the aforementioned objectives, the evaluation adopted a combined methodology of
guantitative and qualitative tools WhiCh @re:.........c.ueii it 17
Sampling Design and SEIECTION PrOCESS ......cciicuiiieieiiiee ettt ettt e ettt e e et e e e et e e e e eate e e e seataeeesssaeeesnreeaesnnes 17
Y= 100] o] LI 5 = Lo =TSRRIt 18
L CT D IRY T o o] oy AU e 1= o PP 20
D @ VT | 1 Y PP 21
Ethical CoNSIAEIATION .....uiiieeeeee ettt b e s bt s at e et e et e e sbe e sheesabesabesbeenbeenes 22
B = I AN g T V] LSS 22
Determinants of the Evaluation Frame.........ccoci ittt st st s 23
Limitations of the Overall Evaluation ASSIZNMENT..........eiiiiiiiiiiiiiie et e e 23
ST 0o 11 Y =C 3PP 23
Demographical Background and Sample Characteristics ........cccccuiieiiiiiei i 24
LCT=T oo [T TSP P S TORTOTRRPI 24
FAY =L o o I I 11N 24
NV =TT g - 11 A 2R 25
LCTo V=T g g o =L (PP PT PP OPPPRRON 26
Findings for the IMmpact LEVEl INAICATON ...cc...uviiiiee e e e e e e ree e e e 27

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 2



&

US

i

AID

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

Students’ Perceptions Toward the Improvement of the Educational Environment ...........c.ccccveeeeiiieennnnns 27

Students’ Perceptions Towards the Implementation of Psychosocial Support and Interactive Pedagogical

Strategies by Their TEACKEIS ......oo ittt st s e s be e e s b e e sraeesaree s 31
Students’ Perceptions Towards the Impact of Educational Strategies in the Improvement of The

EdUCAtioNal ENVIFONMENT. .. .ciiiiiiiieeeeee ettt sttt st sttt e bt she e st e s e s b e e b enns 33
Challenges Faced by the Student at their SChOO! .........cccuviiiiiiiee e 45
Findings for the Outcome Level INAiCator. ... .o iiiiiiiiiec e e s s 46
Community Members’ Awareness of INClusion PractiCes........covveviiiieeciiiiiiieee ettt e e 47
Community Members’ Use of Inclusion Practices at SChOOIS.........ccooveciiiiiieiiiiicceeee e 49

Community Members’ Perceptions Toward the Impact of CISLE Il Project on Their Awareness of Inclusion

o = ot 4= TP PP P PP PP OPI 50
Challenges Faced by ComMmMUNItY IMEMDEIS.......cciiiciiiiiiiiiiee ettt e e s e e e ssata e e e sraeaeessntaeeesanes 52
Community Members’ Suggestions for Future Improvement........ccccceivciiieieciiee e 52
CONCIUSIONS ..ttt ettt b e s bt s at e e a bt et e e bt e sbeesheesaeesabeeabeeabe e beesbeesaeesabeenbeenbeesbeesanenas 53
AANNEXES .ttt e e e et e e e et e e b et e e s et e e s et e e s a bt e e s b a et e s raeeesas 55
ANNEX H 12 STUAENTS  SUIMNVEY ettt e e et e e et e e e et a e e e e atae e e e asaeeeeasaeeesssseeesanssaeesanssneenan 55
Annex # 2: Students’ FOCUS Group DiSCUSSION GUITE......cccuuveiiiciriieeiiiieeecireeeecree e setre e e esare e e e sereeessnaaeeeas 60
Annex # 3: Community members’ focus group discussion SUIAE .........ceevciiiieiiiiieiiiiiec e 63

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 3



—

USAID

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

List of Acronyms

CBOs
CISLE II
FGD
MoE
PSS
QRTA
TC

TOC
USAID

Community Based Organizations

Cultivating Inclusive and Supportive Learning Environment
Focus Group Discussion

Ministry of Education

Psychosocial Support Program

Queen Rania Teacher Academy

Teachers College

Theory of Change

The United States Agency for International Development

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1)



.
#m ¥

i

USAID |

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

List of Figures

Figure 1 Distribution of students by gender Figure 2: Distribution of participants of students’

L] B = o)A 1= [ [T P 24
Figure 3 :Number of FGD participants disaggregated by age.........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i 25
Figure 4: Distribution of student by nationality Figure 5: Distribution of student '
from other NationNalities. .. ... 25
Figure 6: Distribution of FGDs participants by nationality and governorate ...............c.cevvvenen. 26
Figure 7: Percentages of students by governorate........cocoviiiiiiiiiiiiiii i 26
Figure 8: Do you like yOoUr SChOOI? ... . i i e e e e 28
Figure 9: Do you like your school by sex and nationality .........coovviiiiiiiiii e 28
Figure 10: What do you like at your SChOOI?. ... e e eaeas 29
Figure 11: What do you like at your school by sex and nationality? ........c.ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin s 29
Figure 12: Did your teachers apply the educational strategies? ........cccviiiiiiiiiiii i 31
Figure 13: Did you participate in the panning of code of ethics for your classroom? ................ 32

Figure 14: Students’ answers to the two questions regarding Code of ethics educational strategy

.................................................................................................................................. 32
Figure 15: Teachers' responses toward students' participation at the classroom from students'

[T =TT ot o Y= 35
Figure 16: Students' perception towards the impact of PSS strategies in the improvement of
educational ENVIFONMENE ... . 37
Figure 17: Students' perception towards the impact of educational strategies in the
improvement of educational ENVIFONMENT ...t e 38
Figure 18: Matrix described students' perceptions toward the impact of psychosocial and

[o1=To k=Yoo Yo [Lot= ] I=] o =Y =T [ =T P 39
Figure 19: Students’ perceptions toward the impact of education strategies? ..................ee.eee. 40
Figure 20: Do you prefer teachers’ maintaining the use of educational and PPSS strategies in
YOUF SChOOI, I Y& WY 2 et e e e ane s 42
Figure 21: Challenges faced by students in their SChool ........ccoviiiiiii e 45
Figure 22: Community members' awareness of inclusion per governorate ............ccocevvievnennn. 48
Figure 23: Community members' awareness of inclusion practices by gender Figure 24:
Figure 19: Community members' awareness of inclusion practices by nationality.................... 48

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 5



USAID |

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

List of Tables

Table 1 : Total sample size for the two INdiCators ......coviiiiiiiiiiiii e 18
Table 2: Sample disaggregated by governorates and schools..........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiennee, 19
Table 3 Sample disaggregated by nationality and gender ........cccoiviiiiiiiiiiic 19
Table 4 :Total planned sample comparing with the actual reached disaggregated by
NAtioNality @nd GENAEr ... s 20
Table 5: Actual Sample disaggregated by governorate.........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiiic e 20
Table 6 : Community committees FGD sample .....ooviiiiiiiiiiii e 20
Table 7 : Student FGDs sample by age, region and gender.........c.coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiininnnnens 21
Table 8: Distribution of students by age/class ........ccoviiiiiiiii e 24
Table 9: What do you like of education and pedagogy strategies? .........ccoevvviiiiiiiiennnnens. 31
Table 10: Students' perceptions towards the use of the educational strategies at their school
.............................................................................................................................. 34
Table 11: Impact of education strategies from the students’ perceptions by gender.......... 40
Table 12: Mean value identification ........oiiiiii e 42
Table 13: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational

L] LV T o T =] L 44
Table 14: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational
environment by gender, age and nationality ......ccoooiiiiiiiiii i 45
Table 15: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational

1o NV aTae) Y anl=] okl o)V e [0}V Z=T o o o] o= f = 45

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 6



S A
"
YT 4

!

USAID

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

Executive Summary

This evaluation report presents the findings of the evaluation of two end of project indicators
of Cultivating Inclusive and Supportive Learning Environment (CISLE) phase II project
implemented by Queen Rania Teacher Academy (QRTA) with support from The United States
Agency for International Development (USAID). These two indicators are:

1. Impact level indicator: % of students reporting improved education
environment.

2. Outcome level indicator: % of school community members reporting increasing
their awareness of inclusion practices.

To measure the aforementioned indicators, this evaluation adopted a methodology that
includes qualitative and quantitative methods, such as: desk research survey and focus group
discussions. Hence, a representative sample from students 1,145 was selected across the
kingdom for the survey and 170 participants from students and school community members
were selected for the Focus Group Discussions (FGDs).

The data collection process went through one working month within December 2019 and
February 2020 due to the schools’ mid-year holidays.

As for the result of the first indicator: Impact level indicator: % of students reporting
improved education environment. The overall findings were generally positive and
indicated positive impact of this project from both students and community members’
perspectives. 4.17 out of 5 or 83.9% out of 100% was the total Mean that students reported
as improvement in the educational environment as a result of CISLE II. Mean for males was
84.3% and for females was 83.8%.

In addition to that, students from all targeted grades assured the positive impact of this
project with a slight difference (Mean 84.8% and 83.9%) for the two age groups (10-14, 15-
18) years old respectively. Additionally, both Jordanian and students from other nationalities
like Iraqgi and Egyptian also reported a critical positive impact by 84.5%, 83.9% respectively.
Syrian students also reported a high positive Mean of 82.1%.

Additionally, across all findings it was clear that students were aware of the new and improved
educational and interactive strategies and indicated clearly that their teachers applied these
strategies regularly. Therefore, 83.6% of the students assured that teachers applied “"Think-
Pair-Share” as an educational strategy, and 78.1% assured that their teachers used “Code of
Ethics”. 59.8% and 62.2% from the students reported that their teachers applied “Traffic
Light Cups” and “Exit Ticket” respectively.

Also, students’ role and their involvement and integration in the planning and the design of
the educational and interactive strategies in the classroom was highly appreciated by the
students. In this regard students acknowledged their important role in these strategies and
their participation at the creation of these strategies such as “Code of Ethic”, where 78.1%
students reported that they participated in the creation of this strategy.

Moreover, 109 FGDs students’ participants indicated the impact of CISLE II activities on the
enhancement of the educational environment, and expressed their perceptions on the
different aspects of an inclusive learning environment such as: “Our teachers introduce the
child rights and the negative impact of the bullying and since that time we didn’t suffer from

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 7
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verbal and physical bullying and the students are being more acceptance of other
nationalities” Male students (10-14) years old- Naour district- Amman. “We knew the
psychosocial and pedagogical strategies like “Code of Ethics”, "Bend and Pass”, “Exit Tickets”,
“Journal Writing” ...etc. And we used to apply them inside the classroom with our teachers...
these strategies become part of our daily education process inside the classroom.” Female
students (10-14) years old- Mougar district- Amman.

As for the outcome of the second indicator: the % of school community members
reporting increasing their awareness of inclusion practices. All the participants (N=61,
100%, in a sample of 48% males and 52% females) assured the positive increase of their
awareness of inclusion practices and better relations with schools as a result of this project.

Additionally, the school community members described the improvement of their awareness
of the inclusion process in different aspects like: “"Before, the community’s perception towards
the school was very traditional and the school was a separated entity with no relationships
with the local community and since the day the student enter the school they will be
disconnected from the outside community... Because of this project, these perceptions had
been changed and the relationship between the school and the community become more
interactive and participatory as well as the level of inclusion and harmonization is increased. ”
Balg FGD, community members.

key learning » Psychosocial Support Program (PSS) activities were needed
significantly to enhance the inclusion between students from
different nationalities in schools at refugee hosting communities.

« Syrian students’ integration with other Jordanian students and
students from different nationalities is found to be a critical
approach to improve the learning environment and make it
inclusive.

- Majority of the interactive pedagogical strategies were effective
and helpful in the creation of integration and encouragement
educational environment among students from different
nationalities.

« Improvement in knowledge levels and practices among teachers
on how to use PSS skills in their teaching is clear and evident in
the evaluation findings.

e Students’ reporting improved and inclusive educational
environment as a result of CISLE II training program was clear
and evident in the evaluation findings.

What was -+ Teachers training and capacity building activities on the PSS
effective? strategies and interactive pedagogy strategies, such as skill
building, problem solving, supportive communication, avoid being
judgmental, feeling reflection, and self- confidence
- Practicing educational strategies like “Traffic Light Cups” and
“Bend and Pass” were very effective in creating team-work,
respectful relationship between students and enhance students’
communication skills and self- confidence.
« PSS support and activities were very effective and greatly
supported creating safe and friendly educational environment for
Jordanian as well as Syria students and other nationalities.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 8
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How we can -
improve in the
future? (wider
learning) .

Practicing “"Code of Ethics” by the teachers helped in reducing the
bullying behavior among students.

Sustaining the supporting materials to ensure the implementation
of the educational strategies at the school, such as (colored cards,
markers, tape. etc.)

Maintaining the implementation of the educational strategies by
teachers.

Conducting more follow up and monitoring activities from QRTA
side such as field visit, monthly or quarterly reviews and learning
workshop to capture the learning and demonstrate the lessons
learnt and success stories, also, mitigate the challenges.
Conducting a regular coaching session with the teachers to refresh
their information and skills about the educational strategies as well
as to discuss and agree on the challenges, risk and mitigation
strategies that can be done by the teachers to guarantee the
quality of the educational process by using these strategies.

key learning .
What was -
effective?

Inclusion awareness strategy used in the project is clear and
significant for the improvement of educational environment,
creation of a partnership relation between schools and the local
community, and the creation of social responsibility among the
community members toward schools and the overall educational
process.

Establishing partnership between schools and local communities is
critical to succeed in inclusion awareness and raise the quality of
the educational environment.

Including students as members of the school community is an
important empowerment approach of the students for both
educational and personal levels.

Inclusion of Syrian and local community members like parents and
local Community-Based Organizations’ (CBOs) directors is a key
element in the creation of social cohesion and social responsibility
regarding the community role in the educational process at
schools.

Training the teachers and conducting capacity building activities
on the interactive pedagogies and the different educational
strategies

Model Community Schools (MCS) approach was a very effective
approach for the school and the community. It enhanced the
interactive relationships between the two sides and increased the
community ownership and their social responsibility towards the
schools and the educational process in general.

The inclusion of students and families from different nationalities
to enhance social cohesion and inclusion.

Economic empowerment projects such as food production,
yoghurt production, and medical herbs.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1)
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« Reading Clubs were effective in creating interactive relationship
between the community and the school to enhance the reading
practices among the students.

* Inclusion trainings were effective in building the community
members’ capacities such as fundraising, advocacy and awareness
activities, and inclusion of community resources for school
improvement.

How we can -+ More facilitation efforts from Ministry of Education (MoE) are

improve in the needed to facilitate school community-based activities (the school
future? (wider has to get approval for each activity from the MoE which causes
learning) delays in implementation).

« The project needs to expand to target new schools in different
areas to reach for more new communities.

+ Clearer guidance on the selection criteria for economic
empowerment project.

» Conducting more follow up and monitoring activities from QRTA
side such as field visit, monthly or quarterly reviews and learning
workshop to capture the learning and demonstrate the lessons
learnt and success stories of the targeted communities, also,
mitigate the challenges.

Conclusions

According to the findings of the evaluation of the two indicators of the PSS project, the overall
conclusion indicated that CISLE II had a very significant, important and positive impact from
the students’ and community members’ perceptions. The majority of the studied sample,
indicated to the impact on the educational environment, students, teachers, schools as well
as the local community.

4.17 or 83.4% is the total mean of students’ perceptions towards the improvement in the
educational environment, which is significantly high. Also, all students N=109, 100% who
participated at the FGDs reported that their participation and the educational and PSS
strategies was very helpful and enhance their ability to understand the lessons as well as
enhance their relationship with other students from other nationalities such as Syria and Iraqi.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 10
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Although there are some challenges that limit the
achieving the desired impact in some schools, due to
the school infrastructure and the large number of
students in each classroom, but the majority of the
students indicated that they like these activities and

- .:,,/)/m?r,“
’ £ » - ‘
£ : i oy A they wish if they can be sustained in their school.

-

On the other hand, this project demonstrates a crucial
impact from Syrian students and community
members’ perspectives. They clearly indicated their
relationship improvement with other students and the
local community. additionally, the inclusion practices
enhanced the social cohesion as well as provided
community members with income generating
sources. It was clear that targeting students from
different nationalities in addition to the Jordanian
students had an impact on reducing the level of
violence, bullying and verbal violence between
students at schools.

li

Also, the psychosocial track impact was very clear from students and community members
perspectives. Students indicted their feelings about their school as well as the interactive
relationship between them and the school as a governmental institution by leading the
planning and the implementation of different participatory inclusion activities and initiatives
such as open days, awareness session, and Bazar.

However, the most significant impact of this projects according to the students and the
community committee members, was about the enhancement of students’ personality, self-
confidence, communication skills, respect other opinions, ask for permissions, and critical
thinking. Also, their willingness to learn and to participate at groups activities. This impact
increased the students’ educational achievement and bridge the gaps between students and
teachers as well as support the creations quality educational environment.

Recommendations

In order to maximize the impact of these strategies and improve the educational environment,
we recommend the following:

Proceed and expand the implementation of CISLE II educational and PSS strategies.
Equip schools with more materials and logistics on monthly basis.

Conduct extracurricular activities focusing on the technology and computer activities.
Support the reading clubs with extra reading resources to meet all students needs and
favourite reading topics such as international novels and stories.

e Sustain a monitoring and evaluation tool from QRTA team to ensure the
implementation of the project activities is aligned with the purpose.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 11
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e Ensure the sustainability of the
project activities and including
other districts and other schools to
maximize the impact.

e Increase the allocated amount for
the economic initiatives  to
maximize the impact and create
the change in families’ economic
situations.

e Conducting trainings on marketing
skill “How to promote your
product” for community members.

e Create a clear guidance to describe
the criteria for funding the
economic projects.

e Shorten the facilitation process period that is needed from MOE to facilitate the
planning and the implementation of the activities by the schools inside the community
and outside the official school hours, by mitigating for this while planning the activities

e Conduct ongoing training workshops for teachers and community members with focus
on psychosocial support PSS.
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About the Program

Queen Rania Teacher Academy (QRTA) is an independent non-profit organization committed
to the vision of Her Majesty Queen Rania Al-Abdullah of empowering educators with the skills,
recognition, and support necessary to excel in their classrooms. QRTA was launched in 2009
under the patronage of Her Majesty Queen Rania Al Abdullah and in partnership with Columbia
University’s Teachers College (TC), and the Jordanian Ministry of Education (MoE).

Guided by an ambitious vision of Her Majesty Queen Rania Al-Abdullah, QRTA aspires to
significantly contribute to empower educators and equip them with the knowledge and skills
to positively influence the future generation of Jordan and the Arab world by spearheading
education policy reform and teacher professional development.

Project Impact Level Measurements

According to the project Theory of Change (TOC), agreed Monitoring and Evaluation
Framework, and agreed project logic-model, a set of performance indicators has been agreed
on, to assess the impact on different levels, outcomes of the project, and outputs. Two of
these indicators will be measured under this consulting assignment. One of them is on the
impact level and one is on the outcome level as follows:

1. Impact level indicator: % of students reporting improved education
environment.

2. Outcome level indicator: % of school community members reporting
increasing their awareness of inclusion practices.

Introduction

Objectives

The overall objective of this evaluation is to provide solid evidence on the extent to which the
two end of project indicators have been achieved, and which project activities contributed
mostly to this achievement.

Evaluation Audience

The outcome and recommendations of this evaluation will be used by QRTA to enhance future
implementation of Education in Emergency interventions as well as providing USAID and MoE
with the outcomes achieved, and impact of the project.

Evaluation Questions

This evaluation aims to answer the main two questions:

1. To what extent has the project contributed to increased percentage of students reporting
improvement in education environment?

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 16
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2. To what extent has the project contributed to increased percentage of school community
members reporting increased level of awareness of inclusion practices?

Additionally, this evaluation is providing QRTA with information of the achievement level of
these performance indicators and inform QRTA'’s future planning of similar work through the
following key areas:

e Key learning
¢ What was effective?
e How we can improve in the future? (wider learning)

Methodology

In order to achieve the aforementioned objectives, the evaluation adopted a combined
methodology of quantitative and qualitative tools which are:

e Desk review: review all the project documents such as: log frame, tools and the
baseline and other evaluation reports in order to create a common understanding
about the project across the evaluation team.

e Survey: Quantitative tool which includes number of questions about the students’
knowledge and attitudes towards the educational strategies and PSS. Also, the survey
included a specific section about students’ suggestions and challenges that faced by
them at their school in general and about the educational strategies particularly. 1!

e Focus group discussion: Qualitative tool which was used to collect qualitative data from
the students. The focus group discussion guide included number of themes about
students’ knowledge, attitudes and practices towards the psychosocial and pedagogical
strategies, it also includes the impact of practicing these strategies on students from
different aspects like educational, behavioural as well as psychosocial levels. ?

e Focus group discussion: Qualitative tool which was used to collect more in depth and
comprehensive data form the community members. The focus group discussion guide
included four main themes about the community members’ knowledge, attitudes and
practices of the psychosocial and pedagogical strategies and to what extend these
strategies created the impact of these committees and led to more inclusion of the
schools in the community. In addition to the main challenges that was faced by the
community members and the recommendation that can enhance the inclusion in the
future. 3

Sampling Design and Selection Process
The sample was designed for the two indicators like below:

First indicator: Total Survey Total FGD
sample sample

Impact level indicator: % of students reporting 1110 109

improved education environment.

1, Annex # 1: Students’ Survey.
2. Annex # 2: Students’ focus group discussion guide
3 Annex # 3: Community members’ focus group discussion guide.
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Outcome level indicator: % of school community 61
members reporting increasing their awareness of
inclusion practices.

Total sample size of all groups for the two 1280
indicators

Table 1 : Total sample size for the two indicators
Sample Frame

The sample frame was identified based on the provided database from the QRTA which
included list CISLE II targeted schools according to MoE databases 2016 & 2019. The dataset
was classified by class, number of students, gender and nationality.

Sample Size and Design

Survey Sample

In order to choose the sample to be surveyed, certain equation should be used, taking into
consideration the actual size of the targeted schools and the number of students in each
school, by the following steps:

The total number of students in the targeted schools by nationality.

clustering the students according to their nationalities (Jordanian, Syrian and other
nationalities).

Taking into consideration the confidence level.

Taking into consideration margin of error.

The actual size of targeted school across the country.

Data analysis level.

Then based on the above considerations, that sample was selected by the following
formula:

N =

Nounhsw

SS =[z2*(p) * (1-p)]/ C

Where:
Z = Z value (e.g. 1.96 for 95% confidence level).
p = percentage picking a choice, expressed as decimal.
(.5 used for sample size needed).
¢ = confidence interval, expressed as decimal.
(e.g., .04 = £4).

And to ensure that the sample size is reflecting the actual targeted students’ size, we apply
the following formula:

New SS= 1+ [(SS-1)/pop] (The total # of students at the targeted schools = pop)

Governorates # of school per % of school | # of targeted school

governorate per per governorate
governorate

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 18
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Amman 135 15% 14
Balga 18 | %2 2
Zarga 87 10% 9
Madaba 48 | 6% 5
Irbid 209  25% 21
Mafraq 77 9% 8
Jerash 33 4% 3
Ajlune 53 6% 5
Karak 90 11% 9
Tafeelah 33 4% 3
Maan 49 6% 5
Agaba 20 | 2% 2
Total 852 100% 86

Table 2: Sample disaggregated by governorates and schools

In total 86 schools were calculated using confidence level 95% and confidence interval 5%.
So, the total sample size of student across the 86 schools is 1131 students; like the below

table:
Nationality  Male | Female
Jordanian 101 289
Syrian 121 259
Other nationalities 73 288
Sub total 295 836
Total 1131

Table 3 Sample disaggregated by nationality and gender

The total sample was disaggregated by gender, nationality and governorate based on the
actual number of each group in the database.

It’s important to note that the evaluation team was able to collect 1145 surveys comparing
with the planned sample for each category to avoid any missing data in the surveys as back
up strategy. like the below table.

Actual # % of each Total Total
group Planned reached
form the sample sample
actual #
of each
group

Jordanian Male 56291 26.2% 101 162
Jordanian Female 158267 73.8% 289 407
Syrian Male 4274 32.0% 121 107
Syrian Female 9076 68.0% 259 247
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Other nationalities Male 915 20.2% 73 54
Other nationalities Female 3609 79.8% 288 168
Total sample size from all groups 232432 1131 1145

Table 4 :Total planned sample comparing with the actual reached disaggregated by nationality and
gender

The actual sample size that was reached by the evaluation team is 1145 surveys as its
described in the below table:

Governorates Frequency Percentages
Amman 190 16.6%
Balga 42 3.7%
Zarga 110 9.6%
Madaba 69 6.0%

Irbid 276 24.1%
Mafraq 104 9.1%
Jerash 39 3.4%
Ajlune 65 5.7%
Karak 117 10.1%
Maan 67 5.9%
Aqgaba 27 2.4%

Tafelah 39 3.4%
Total 1145 100

Table 5: Actual Sample disaggregated by governorate

FGD Sample - Community Members

In order to create comprehensive understanding of CISLE II project’s impact form the
community committees’ perception; 6 focus groups discussions were conducted across the
country. The following table explains the FGD sample size and details including the total
number of participants for each group disaggregated by position and region.

Regions # of FGDs # Local Community # of # teachers
(Parents and CBOs) Students and
librarians
. 1 6 3 4
Middle > 6 > 4
1 7 2 4
btk 1 5 2 4
South 1 4 3 5
Sub Total 6 28 12 21
Total 61

Table 6 : Community committees FGD sample

FGD Sample - Students
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As for the student FGD sample, the total # of FGDs (11 FGD = 109 participants). FGD for
each gender, and each gender was divided into two age groups (10-14) and (15-18) years
old. the FGDs implementation was done into consideration of the following points:

e The total number of schools and students targeted by the project across the three

regions.

Each group nearly included 6-13 participants.

FGD data collection tool targeted an equal gender disaggregation (6 male FGDs and 6
female FGDs).

Male FGDs conducted separately from female FGDs.

Each FGD included students from all nationalities, Jordanian, Syrian and other
nationalities

e As for the age groups disaggregation, the initial planning was to group the student in
to two age groups (10-12) and (13-18) years old. But during the data collections, it
was difficult to ask the students to participate at the FGDs outside their school as per
the QRTA and MOED regulations to avoid any movement of students outside the
schools, the evaluation team decided to change the age groups to be (10-14) and (15-
18) years old.

e As for the total number of students’ FGDs it was planned to conduct 4 FGDs per region,
and due to the exams and the last week of school first semester it was difficult to find
students from high grades(15-18 years old ) in Karak governorate, therefor, 3 FGDs
were conduct in south region at Karak governorate.

Region # of FGDs 10-14 years old 15-18 years old

Male Female male Female SLb total
4 6 13 5 12 36
4 6 13 4 13 36
3 6 13 5 13 37
5 18 39 14 38 109

Table 7 : Student FGDs sample by age, region and gender

Data Quality

In order to ensure data quality, the evaluation team applied the following steps:

e Recording the focus groups discussions as a reference for data analysis

e The approval from the parents, and families was collected by a consent form used and
shared in advance with the student’s families.

e Training the evaluation team on data collection tools and ethics.

e The data collection tools were designed with close consultation of QRTA program and
M&E team.

e Survey tool designed to be collected electronically to avoid any typo or human mistake.

As for the FGD facilitator, the following points were taken into consideration to ensure the
data quality:

e Ensure The facilitator awareness that the FGD is not a group counseling session, not
an awareness session, and should communicate this explicitly to participants.

e Ensure that Facilitators strictly followed the FGD guidelines and get familiar with the
tool before conducting the FGDs and received appropriate training. This includes

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 21



USAID

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

assuring that they shall not provide their personal opinion, influence the conversation
or argue a point with participants, even if they feel to their point of view the participant
is wrong.

e While guiding the discussion, the facilitator is a good listener. And ensured that all
participants are heard, without pressurizing those who prefer not to talk.

e Facilitators ensured that the opinions and views of all participants are respected.

e The facilitator was able to pay attention to any non-verbal communication, including
tone of voice, facial expression (use encouraging nods and smiles) and eye contact.

e The participants were arranged in a circle for a friendly and interactive setting.

e The facilitator prepared all the necessary material before the discussion started,
including flip charts, pens, consent forms and attendance sheet, etc.

e Confidentiality was ensured, by maintaining the names are not mentioned in the notes

Ethical Consideration

In order to ensure ethical commitment of the evaluation process, the evaluation team was
able to apply the following points during the data collection processes:

e Obtaining informed consent; making clear to participants that their participation is
voluntary, and the recording can be stopped at any point they wish.

e Consent form shared with the targeted students for their family consent.

e Maintain anonymity for participants (assigning each a code; never using names in
documentation).

e Protocols for reporting child protection and other issues to QRTA staff.

Data Analysis

The data analysis for this evaluation was done through the following steps:

1. Quantitative data:

Data verification and coding of the open-ended questions.

Data processing using SPSS program to reach the percentages and frequencies.
Data cross tabulation for the main independent variable like (age, gender,

nationality and governorate).
1.4 The raw data presented in excel sheet.

[ S
WN =

2. Qualitative data:

Focus group discussions with both target groups (students and community members) were
managed by topics according to the discussion guide for each group. The guide was
designed to include main themes and each theme included number of sub questions to
enhance the discussion and create ideas and perceptions with the participants.

In the beginning of each group, the facilitator started the introduction, objectives, and
ethics and quality control considerations including consent and the electronic recording in
addition to the note taker who was responsible for writing down the key answers.

After conducting the FGDs, data was coded according to the major topics and putting
codes on each group of answers and cross-referencing them to the evaluation questions.
Additionally, the analysis of the FGD coded data was sorted into a specific matrix that
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explained the extent of the answers’ compatibility or dissimilarity, and then presented for
each category such as gender, age and governorate.

Determinants of the Evaluation Frame

The following points determined the evaluation frame:

Although the two end of project indicators (5 and 2.1) are planned to be analyzed on
a national level, due to the allocated time for conducting this evaluation as well as the
resources, the findings is reflected only in the sample.

Although CISLE II included more than 10 educational and pedagogy strategies, focus
group discussion only covered the most common strategies based on the consultation
with the training team at QRTA due to the large size of the students per classroom and
the needs for extra coaching sessions.

One FGD targeted the community members in Karak governorate in South region,
because the community member committees of the project targeted only Karak
governorate in this region.

Indictor number 5 is reported based only on the total number of participants in each
governorate, regardless of the representative aspect due to the type of qualitative
data and the objective.

Although CISLE II targeted both Jordanian and non-Jordanian students including
Syrian students, and the sample was designed proportionally; the total number of
Syrian and other nationalities students was less than the original sample frame, due
to their families” movements between locations and inability to locate them. In
addition, we feared that movement to different location outside the scope and working
areas of the project would affect the validity of received data and eventually affect the
quality of the overall findings.

The data collection phase was conducted during the last two weeks of the school fall
semester and final exams, which limited the evaluation team to reach the targeted
number of the students in higher grades. Therefore, to mitigate this, the number of
students was distributed to include by students from lower grades, who were able to
attend despite the timing. Nevertheless, overall, the team was able to reach an
adequate number of students in the higher grades.

Limitations of the Overall Evaluation Assignment

Ability to reach the targeted number of Syrian and other nationalities students due to
migrate of students and their family during the last year, to a different region/
governorate.

Ability to reach the students from higher grade during the data collection period due
to the end of the school first semester and final exams.

Findings

Findings are listed according to the sequence of the evaluation questions. Each evaluation
question will be answered according to the type and source of information used. Analysis and
conclusions are directly related to the designated information for easier reading and to
simplify structure as much as possible.
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Demographical Background and Sample Characteristics

Gender

According to the below chart, females (N=822, 71.8%) comparing with males (N=323,
28.2%). Which is reflected the on the percentage of the actual nhumber of female and male in

the targeted school by CISLE II.

77
% . 71.8 71
2,
% I B I I

HFreq B %

Female

Male

Figure 1 Distribution of students by gender Figure 2: Distribution of participants of students’ FGDs by gender

Age and Class

The sample was disaggregated by age group based on the actual database. Therefore, the
results in the table below, show that 15% of the total sample was from age group 13-year-
old, seventh secondary grade, followed by 10 and 14 years old 14.2% and 13.2%
respectively. It's important to note that most of the students from high school grades were
not available during the data collection period due to the end of the school first semester

(Tawjihi exams).

Grades )
4 14.2
5 11.4
6 11.6
7 15.0
8 13.2
9 11.4
10 10.7
11 8.7
12 3.6

1145 100

Table 8: Distribution of students by age/class
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As for focus group discussions students’ participants, the majority 69 participants was aged
at (10-14) years old, due to the absence of students from the higher grades during the data
collection period as students from high grades like Tawjihi usually stop attending school
before the lower grades to get prepared for the final exams of the school first semester.

Figure 3 :Number of FGD participants disaggregated by age
Nationality

According to the chart below, the highest percentage of students were Jordanian 49.7%
followed by Syrian 30.9%. As for the other nationalities, the total percentages of the students
from other nationalities (N=222 19.4%) such as Libyan, Egyptian and Iraqi.

However, it is important to note that the total targeted sample of Syrian students was lower
than the Jordanian students sample based on the proportional sample for this evaluation.
Additionally, due to the mobility of the Syrian and non-Jordanian students it was difficult to
find the full targeted sample during the data collection period.

569
354 21.2
222
5.0
2.3 41
|- _
49.7 30.9
194 B Saudi Arabia M Sudanese M lragi

M Palestinian ® Egyptian ® Dutch

M Jordanin M Syrian W Other nationlities H Yemeni W Pakistani B Libyan

Figure 4: Distribution of student by nationality Figure 5: Distribution of student ' from

other nationalities

The findings in the two charts below described the disaggregation of FGDs’ participants by
governorate and nationality. Hence. the majority was from Amman and Irbid 28% as a main
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targeted location of CISLE II activities. As for the nationality, 86% was Jordanian due to the
refugees’ families’ mobility from the targeted schools as well as locations.

28% 28%

other nationalities [mﬂ 7.3%

Syrian ﬂ]ﬂ 6.4%

vorsarier [ ANNNAREANIID ==~

_

Irbid Amman Balga Ajlune 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Figure 6: Distribution of FGDs participants by nationality and governorate

Governorate

According to the chart below, the highest percentage of the students were from Irbid (north
region) 24.1% then 16.6% from Amman (middle region). Amman and Irbid are the two main
governorates and Irbid in specific hosts the majority of refugees across the country since the
Syrian crises started.

Amman  Balga Zarga Madaba Irbid mafraq Jerash  Ajlune Karak  Tafelah  Maan Aqgaba

Figure 7: Percentages of students by governorate
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Findings for the Impact Level Indicator

Indicator: Impact level
indicator: % of students
reporting improved education To what extent has the project

contributed to increased percentage of
students reporting improvement in
education environment?

environment

This section is presenting the key findings of the first indicator through the following themes
for both quantitative and qualitative data.

1.
2.

3.

4,

Students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the education environment.
Students’ perceptions towards the implementation of psychosocial support and
interactive pedagogical strategies by their teachers.

Students’ perceptions toward the impact of educational strategies on the education
environment.

Challenges faced by the student at their school.

Students’ Perceptions Toward the Improvement of the Educational Environment

In order to evaluate student’ perceptions toward the improvement of the education
environment, students were asked about their perceptions towards their school and how they
felt about it, also what were the things they like at their school. In this regard, 93.9% assured
that they love their school and they like to come to school.

= Yes = No

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 27
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Figure 8: Percentages of the students answering the question: Do you like your school?
Both male and female students assured that they liked their school by 91.6% and 94.8%

respectively.49.7% Jordanian students and 94.6% students from other nationalities reported
that they liked their school as its described in the below charts.

E Male Female

94.8
Other nationalities

Syrian

Jordanian

8.4 5.2

|

Y

HYes ®mNo

N

es o

Figure 9: Percentages of the students answering the question: Do you like your school by sex and
nationality

As for the FGDs students’ participants, all students assured they liked their school regardless
their age, gender and nationalities across the three regions. And this can be identified through
their quotes below:

“We love our school, we have a new friend, Syrian and Iraqgi, we play together, and we spent
a great time together... we like our teachers, they are very helpful and supportive ...." Female
FGD participants, 15-18 years old, Mazar district, Karak governorate.

“We can love our school, we understand the lesson better now, and we stopped the bullying,
we like doing homework.” Male FGD participant, 10-14 years old, North gour district- Irbid
governorate.

"I always go to my teachers when I need any support or guidance... I have new friends and I
feel like I know them since before we came to Jordan...” Female FGD participants... 15-18
years old, Mouaqgr district, Amman.

And when they were asked about what did they liked about their school, they mentioned their
teachers with 28.4% and friends with 26.9%, their class with 18.9% as well as the interactive
activities or strategies with 14.4% which they were applied in their classroom as it's described
in the below chart.
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My teachers My class My friends Play areas Interactive
activities at my
class

Figure 10: Percentages of the students answering the question: What do you like at your school?

Additionally, students’ gender presented a small difference between male and female
regarding their perceptions toward their school. For male and female students, the teachers
were the most thing they liked at the school with 30.3% and 27.7% of male and female
respectively reporting this. Second comes their friends, were 27.8% and 24.2% of female and
male respectively reported liking about coming to schools. This indicates significantly that
CSILE II had a critical and positive impact on the students’ motivation towards the learning
process and their ability to create a good relationship with their teachers and their friends.
On the other hand, similar impact was witnessed among students from other nationalities.

Sex Nationalities
Interactive activities inside Interactive activities inside
the classroom 116155 the classroom 14.713.116.1

Play areas [N Play areas {iliIIERR

My friends  [IEEEEEIEGENEEN My friends | EEEEIIBNZSN
My class [ IEENOEINNN My class | EONEENSI153
My teachers [ NSRS My teachers | EEEEESEENE0ZN

H Male HFemale M Jordanian M Syrian M Other nationalities

Figure 11: Percentages of the students answering the question: What do you like at your school by
sex and nationality?

Students were asked about the educational and interactive pedagogical strategies and what
did they like in each strategy. The result in the below table revealed that enhancement of
students’ understanding of the lessons and their motivation to learn are the highest
percentages across all strategies. Also 24.3% and 23.1% of the students reported that the
strategies "I Used to Think, But Now I Know” and "“Point of Most Significant” enhanced their
understanding of the lesson, respectively. Also, 23.4% and 22.7% of the students reported
that "Hands- Up"” and “I Used to Think, But Now I Know” strategies, respectively, enhanced
their motivation to learn correspondingly. Additionally, “Think-Pair-Share” 15.4% and “Point
of most significant” 15.2% were very interesting from students’ perception and they liked
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them because both strategies enhanced their involvement inside the classroom. Therefore,
sustaining the use of these strategies and ensuring the integration and inclusion of students
from all nationalities in the planning and implantation process will maximize the impact and
enhance the educational environment in Jordan.

Although the results in the below table indicated that students’ perceptions towards all
educational strategies is nearly converging percentages; both “enhancements of students’
participation at the classroom activities” and “Enhance my relationships with my family
“reported the lowest percentages from students’ perceptions comparing with other reasons.
“Think-Pair-Share” and Poster session” were reported by 2.8% and 3.7% of students of
students respectively. Therefore, it's important to shed the light on these findings and ensure
more students’ participation and involvement inside the classroom in the future. Additionally,
these results were due to the large number of students in the targeted schools and
classrooms, which in many cases might limit teachers’ ability to apply these strategies also,
limits the students’ ability to participate at these strategies as well.

Colors, Enhance Enhance Enhance Enhance Enhance Enh Enhanc Enhance my

cards my my my my my anc e my involvement
and motivatio understa relation relations particip e positive  inside the
statem ntolearn nding of ships hip with ation at my feeling classroom
ents the with my my classroo rela towards
lesson friends teachers m tion my
activitie  ship  school
s s
with
my
fam
ily
JOl}tr."al 6.7% 19.1% 19.8% 9.7% 9.1% 6.9% 12.0% 8.0% 8.6%
writing
Exit ticket 9.1% 17.6% 17.3% 9.1% 11.9% 4.6% 6.6% 11.0 11.4%
%
Bend and  7.7% 21.2% 19.0% % 8.3% 4.7% 8.6% 7.1% 11.2%
pass
Pair-Square | 4,9% 18.4% 19.9% 16.1%  8.9% 3.3% 7.1% 10.2 11.2%
%
;pink"’a“" 3.9% 20.9% 21.8% 11.9% 7.9% 2.8% 6.5% 8.8% 15.4%
are
Round robin | 7 50, 18.6% 21.3% 11.7% | 8.1% 4.6% 7.0% 9.6% 11.6%
Traffic light | 14,1 20.5% 20.3% 9.4% 8.0% 3.7% 6.6% 7.1% 10.3%
cups %
ThI' LlisedBt(; 4.6% 22.7% 24.3% 8.6% 7.7% 3.3% 6.6% 7.6% 14.7%
ink, u
Now I Know
Poin; of  4.9% 21.1% 23.1% 9.0% 7.3% 3.0% 6.7% 9.7% 15.2%
mos!
significant
Poster 8.6% 21.3% 20.9% 10.2% | 7.2% 2.7% 6.9% 8.8% 13.5%

session
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sun:jbered 6.8% 21.6% 20.2% 12.4% 7.9% 4.1% 6.4% 8.4% 12.2%
eads
Hands-Up 5.2% 23.4% 20.99% 9.7% 8.7% 3.3% 5.8% 8.3% 14.5%

Table 9: What is it that you like educational and interactive pedagogical strategies?

Students’ Perceptions Towards the Implementation of Psychosocial Support and
Interactive Pedagogical Strategies by Their Teachers

Student were asked about the extent to which teachers used or applied the educational
strategies at their classrooms as part of CISLE II project.*

83.6
78.1
62.2
59.8
56.2
47.9
375| I 39]
o ) X S < < O 5
N & & & & & & K
2 N QS > O\ 2 N X
N . Q S & >
AN NS . N S
o ? \ > & > S &
ob?/ < < Q/(\b 3 \8 Q~°\) s'\\0\>
S
C O 2 ,\‘Q\ ,\ﬂ%\

HYes HNo Cant remember

Figure 12: Percentages of the students answering the question Did your teachers apply the
educational strategies?

According to the above chart, 83.6% of the students assured that teachers applied “Think-
Pair-Share” as an educational strategy, and 78.1% assured that their teachers used “Code of
ethics”. 59.8% and 62.2% from the students reported that their teachers applied “Traffic
Light Cups” and "Exit Ticket” respectively. Which may due to the teachers’ commitment to
implement these strategies and their recognition of the positive impact of these strategies,
so they adopted these educational and pedagogy strategies as part of their teaching daily
activities and exercises.

Simultaneously, although all the mentioned pedagogy and educational strategies were applied
by the teachers according to the student, both strategies "Round Robin” 39.0% and “Journal
writing” 37.5% reported low by the students comparing with other strategies. This was
explained during the FGDs when teachers who participated at FGDs across the three regions,
were asked about the limitations they faced in the implementation of these strategies, they
indicated the large size of students in each classroom and the need of extra capacity building
or coaching sessions to ensure their capabilities to implement these strategies in the future.

4 Evaluation team lead included these strategies based on the consultation with the trainers at QRTA.
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Enhance the students’ participation and involvement in the design, planning and
implementation of the educational and interactive pedagogical strategies is a critical objective
of CISLE II. In this regard students were asked about their participation at the creation of
these strategies such as "Code of ethic”. As it's shown in the below chart, 78.1% students
reported that they participated in the creation of this strategy, comparing with 14% who said
“NO”. Therefore, it is important to note that more efforts are needed from the teachers to
ensure more involvement and integration of the students in the panning and implantation of
the educational and pedagogy strategies in the future.

7.9
1&

HYes ENo Mldontknow

Figure 13: Did you participate in the panning of code of ethics for your classroom?

Also, 93.8% from the students assured that they remembered one or more of the agreed
instructions in the classroom “Code of ethics”, and 80.4% indicated that code of ethics was
put on the wall of the classroom in order to be seen by all students.

Was it installed in the class wall?

HYes ENo

Figure 14: Students’ answers to the two questions regarding Code of ethics educational strategy?
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On the other hand, all FGD student participants, (N=109,
100%) assured that their teachers applied the
psychosocial support and interactive pedagogical
strategies such as Traffic lights, Think-Pair-Share, Code of
ethics, Pair-Square and Bend and Pass. Students assured
that their teachers used these strategies regularly. And
they described this like below:

"Our teachers introduced the child rights and the negative
impact of the bullying and since that time we didn’t suffer
from verbal and physical bullying and the students started
showing more acceptance of other nationalities” Male
students (10-14) years old- Naour district- Amman.

“We know the psychosocial and pedagogical strategies like Code of ethics, Bend and pass,
Exit ticket, Specific notepad...etc and we used to apply it during the classroom with our
teachers... these strategies become part of our daily education process inside the classroom.”
Female students (10-14) years old- Mouqar district- Amman.

"Traffic light cups is about different colours and the green light indicate to the correct answers
and the red colour indicate to the wrong answers... the numbered heads is about giving each
student a specific number and the students with the same number should be grouped together
in one group...etc. ...” FGD, Female students, (10-14) year old- Adir district - Karak
governorate. Although this description of this strategy is not fully accurate, but it gave a
clear indication that the teachers implemented the strategies and the students were aware
about these strategies as well.

Students’ Perceptions Towards the Impact of Educational Strategies in the
Improvement of The Educational Environment

Students were asked about their perceptions toward the role of the educational and interactive
pedagogy strategies in the improvement of the education environment. Through scale of
Likert-scale of 5 question with 38 sentences was used to measure students’ perception. The
sentences were classified under the following main themes:

e Student’ perceptions towards the use of the educational and interactive pedagogy
strategies.

e Students’ perceptions towards the impact of PSS and pedagogy strategies in the
improvement of the education environment.

e Students perceptions towards the impact of PSS, educational and pedagogy strategies
in the improvement of the inclusion.

Students’ Perceptions Towards the Use of the Educational and Interactive Pedagogy
Strategies

The result in the table below, indicated that educational and interactive pedagogy strategies
were applied regularly according to the students. However, 54.1% students agreed that “All
students participate in educational strategies inside the classroom”, and 52.5% student
strongly agreed that “My teacher repeat an explanation of any topic that I could not
understand”. Also, 43.3% students strongly agreed that "Teachers applied different strategies
to explain the lessons”, in addition to 48.6% students agreed that “Teacher regularly uses
encouraging and interactive activities in class”.
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Statements Strongly Disagree Idon’t Agree Strongly

disagree know agree

My teacher regularly uses 1.8% 2.8% 4.1% 46.4% 44.9%
encouraging and interactive
activities in class

All students participate in 2.3% 3.7% 6.5% 54.1% 33.5%
educational strategies inside the

classroom

The teacher applies the 1.7% 5.1% 7.1% 44.1% 42.0%

procedures for breaking the
classroom code of ethics

My teacher answers all the 1.0% 3.3% 7.2% 42.8% 45.7%
questions inside the classroom
My teacher allows to me to ask 4% 2.4% 4.7% 48.1% 44.3%
questions inside the classroom
My teacher repeat an 4% 1.1% 2.7% 43.2% 52.5%

explanation of any topic that I
could not understand

My teacher provides an .5% 2.6% 4.8% 50.1% 41.9%
opportunity for all students to

discuss

My teacher gives students a .5% 1.7% 3.8% 51.4% 42.4%

chance to answer and discuss
the questions they ask

the teacher participates in 1.0% 3.6% 4.0% 52.0% 39.4%
solving class problems with

student

My teacher explains the goals .9% 2.0% 3.5% 47.5% 46.1%

and objectives of each
educational topic/lesson

My teacher prefer/used the 6.0% 8.6% 7.9% 42.3% 35.2%
classroom group circle session

I participate in drafting the 3.1% 4.9% 7.9% 41.1% 43.1%
classroom code of ethics in the

class

My teachers applied different 1.2% 3.1% 3.8% 48.6% 43.3%

strategies to explain the lessons

Table 10: Students' perceptions towards the use of the educational strategies at their school
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The overall students’ perception towards the use of the GRS
educational strategies by the teachers is very positive | governorate- Syrian sfudent.

which indicates to the important of targeting teacher
by training and coaching session to improve their
educational skills and capacities and to enhance their

abilities to transfer their capacities and experience to other teachers to demonstrate and
maximize the impact.

It's important to note that students were aware of the positive impact of these strategies
regardless their age or gender, and they indicated the long-term impact of these strategies
which was reflected in teachers’ practices inside the classroom. Also, created a positive and
encouragement environment inside the classroom from. As it shown in the below chart.

7]

Request the student to conduct the actibity infront of other ' 196[ 15.3
students inside the classroom

Thank you letter or award

35.7 | 38.2 |

Give the student an extra points

50.2 | 37.4 |

Thank the student infront of other students

OMale OFemale

Figure 15: Teachers' responses toward students' participation at the classroom from students’
perspectives.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 35



A
A
o

USAID

According to the chart above, 50.2% and 37.4% for
both male and female students reported that their
teachers were very supportive and motivating
ensuring that these practices were very helpful and
fruitful. Also, 35.7% male and 38.2% female
students reported that their teachers gave them an
extra point. Such positive feedback and reflection
by teachers is very valuable for the educational
environment, it encourages the positive
competition between students, enhance their
ability to learn and increase their commitment to
accomplish the school homework.

Students’ Perceptions Towards the Impact of PSS and Interactive Pedagogy
Strategies in the Improvement of the Educational Environment

The results in the chart below: indicated that PSS strategies
had a significant impact according to the students. 66.6% 4
students strongly agreed that “We love go to school” and . ’
58.3% and 56.8% agreed that “We love our colleagues” and , {—_f\\—_"\%‘\‘ 0Ty

“Our teachers” respectively. Also, 49.7% students strongly AN (ds galaz) |
agreed that “We love our classroom”. Meanwhile, 41.1%

students agreed that “When we have a problem with our Geliscdead (D3] ¥
colleagues, we share it with teacher who supported us for »;M_»Q.(_‘,Ji)lr»'f
solving it”". This clearly indicate that PSS strategies were ) G152y a2
critical, positive, and helpful in the improvement of the GBI i) [ E
education environment and positively improved students’ @f-t‘_{“‘::b’-:"@
. . . R i Cadaly
relationship with the key elements of the educational o sssniie o

process (school, classroom, teachers and students).
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My teacher understands my different problems and my
needs

When | have a problem with my colleagues, | go to my
teacher and share my problem and help me solve it

When | am happy | express my happiness to my teacher

When | am angry, | go to my teacher to talk about the
reason for my anger

I love my teacher
| love my colleagues
I love my classroom

| love go to the school

B Strongly agree M Agree M ldon’tknow M Disagree

2.5

2.4

2.3

3.6

10.0

13.1

13.4

24.8

36.7

B Strongly disagree

51.9

56.8

58.3

Figure 16: Students' perception towards the impact of PSS strategies in the improvement of

educational environment

66.6

As for the students’ perception toward the impact of the educational strategies in the

improvement of the educational environment.

42.4%

students strongly agreed that

“Education strategies are essential inside the classroom”. 52.9% students agreed that “Right
to play is one of child rights”. Additionally, using the educational strategies were very helpful
to increase the students’ marks. So, 45.0% students strongly agreed that “their marks had
been increased” as a result of applying these strategies. Also, 48.8% students recognized

that “Teachers are their main primary source of information”.
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B Interactive strategies are essential in class

B One of the child’s right is play

My teacher is my primary source of my information

B My marks increased when my teacher used class activities

Figure 17: Students' perception towards the impact of educational strategies in the improvement of

educational environment

As for the FGDs findings, students were asked
about their perceptions toward the impact of
educational strategies in the educational
environment and to what extent the
implementation of psychosocial and pedagogy
strategies had a significant impact on their
perceptions. The results in the below matrix
indicated that these strategies were very
important and has a significant impact which
reflected in the educational environment such
as:

e Enhance the integrated relationships
between students regardless their
nationality and their educational
achievement.

e Improve the student’s educational and
academic achievement.

e Improve the relationships between
students and teachers, and enhance
students’ understanding of the
teachers’ role in the class.

e Spread friendly and encouragement
environment at school which attract
the student” and increase their
willingness to attend the schools.

e Enrich students’ communication and
self-soft skills and improve their ability

am/ Y
USAID

strongly agree [N 36.2 40

Agree NS 48.8 45

Idon't know [ EEGEGSEEE 6.9 69

Disagree [ NINEIIENE 5.1 31

strongly disagree | I NGE 3.0 25

“When we divide into groups, all our
problems will be solved, each student
will be pushed to participate and to
talk with others even if they are in
conflict, therefore, this type of strategy
enhance the interactive, respect and
friendly relationships inside the
classroom and enhance the team
work. FGD, Female (10-14) years old-
|dir district- Karak governorate.

“I can ask questions now comparing
with before, as | was not able to ask
questions even if | didn't understand
the lecture because | was afraid from
my teachers’’ and other students’
reactions if | asked a wrong question.”
Female FGD- Karak — 15-18 Years old

to participate at the classroom, ask questions and play a critical role with other
students especially when they participated at group and discussion strategies.

GROUPS

Perceptions” toward the educational environment

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE
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Male (15-18) These strategies such as Bend and pass, Think-Pair-Share, Code of

Karak ethics, Exit tickets and Traffic light cups enhanced the teachers’ ability
to manage the classroom and create the learning by funny and
interesting way and enhance the learning exchange opportunities
among students.

Male (15-18) | These strategies like Bend and pass, Think-Pair-Share, Code of ethics,

Irbid Exit tickets and Traffic light cups increased the educational and
academic achievement and bridged the gaps between the school and
the parents. It enhanced students’ self-confidence and increased the
concept of responsibilities in their mind-set.

Female (10-12) Using these strategies enhance the cohesion and integration between

Amman students from other nationalities. We are Arab and we are sisters and
brothers and we love each other.

Female (14-18) These strategies demonstrate the team-work sprit and participatory

Ajlune works as well as knowledge transformation.
Female (15-18) Learning in groups enhance the relationships between students and
Balga their ability to accept others. Also, it enhances the students’ ability of

willingness to support each other inside and outside the classroom.
Female (15-18) We become more confident in our ability to learn and participate, we

Irbid become more positive and feeling happy about our school.
Figure 18: Matrix described students' perceptions toward the impact of psychosocial and pedagogical
strategies

Also, 21.8% of students indicated that
participating at psychosocial and pedagogical
strategies such as (Think-Pair-Share) strategy
was very effective in enhancing their
understanding of the lesson. Also, 20.9% of
students reported that this strategy enhanced
their ability to learn and 11.9% of students
reported that their relationship with other
students improved.
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Journal writing Exit Ticket Bend and pass Pair- Square  Think-Pair-Share Round Robin  Traffic light cups

B Enhance my ability to learn M Enhance my understanding of the lecture m Enhance my relations with other students

Figure 19: Students’ perceptions toward the impact of education strategies?

As for the difference between male and female regarding the impact of the educational
strategies, the results in the table below revealed that nearly all male and female assured
about the same positive impact of the three strategies “"Bend and Pass, Pair-Square and Think-
Pair-Share"”. On the other hand, 24.6% of male students reported that “Journal Writing” had
a positive role in enhancing their relations and 9.8% of female students who reported for the
same strategy.

Enhance my Enhance my Enhance my
ability to learn understanding relations  with
of the lecture other students
Strategies Male Female Male Female @ Male Female
Journal Writing 73% 19.1% 19.1% | 17.4% 24.6%  9.8%
Exit Ticket 18.2% | 17.3% 18.7% | 16.6% 9.9% 8.6%
Bend and Pass 20.9%  21.3% 19.3% | 18.8% 12.5% | 12.0%
Pair-Square 20.2% 17.7% 22.0% 19.2% 15.7%  16.3%
Think-Pair-Share 19.5% | 21.4% 24.6% | 20.8% 12.0% | 11.9%
Round Robin 19.7% | 18.1% 23.0%  20.5% 12.0% @ 11.6%
Traffic light cups 19.5% | 20.9% 19.5% 20.6% 9.7% 9.3%

Table 11: Impact of education strategies from the students’ perceptions by gender
Students Perceptions Towards the Impact of PSS and Interactive Pedagogy Strategies
in the Improvement of Inclusion

To evaluate students’ perceptions towards the impact of PSS and educational strategies in the
improvement of inclusion, students were asked about the inclusion aspect and to what extent
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the implementation of these strategies enhance the inclusion between students. In this
regard, 59.0% of students strongly agreed that “All my colleagues know my name and call
them by their names”. Also, 50.1% strongly agreed that “There is no differences between me
and my colleagues from other nationalities”. Which is indicated that CISLE II had a significant
impact in the creation of inclusion among different nationalities. Also, 64.8% of students
agreed on "I can talk with my colleagues from other nationalities” and, 50.3% agreed on “My
teachers treat all students equally”.

| i ‘ | | | | 3
All my My teacher My teacher | feel my | can My teacher | contact/talk thereis no Using
colleagues motivates  motivates classroom is participate in treats all with my difference squares,
know my  me to solve me to my second all activities students  colleagues between me playgrounds,
name and my problems develop my home in the school  equally from other and my and library of
call me knowledge freely and nationalities colleagues the school
and self- with from other freely
learning confidence nationalities
B Strongly disagree | don’t know W Agree M Strongly agree

Figure 20: Students’ perceptions toward the impact of PSS strategies on inclusion

Additionally, with reference to the skill building and self-confidence, 47.6% of students
strongly agreed that "My teacher motivates me to develop my knowledge and self- learning”
and 55.3% of students agreed that "My teachers motivate me to solve my problems”. Which
is a critical indication that these students recognize the significance of these strategies for
their personal and educational skill as well as academic achievement.

To conclude the impact of PSS and educational strategies from student’ perceptions, in the
improvement of the educational environment, students were asked about the importance of
continuing the implementation of these strategies and the reasons behind their answers. As
it shown in the chart below, 93.4% students stressed on the importance of maintaining the
use of these educational strategies by teachers at their classrooms and schools and they
explained that by the following reasons:

Enhance the students’ ability to learn.

Enhance the students’ understanding of the lesson.
Enhance the students’ relations with other students.
Improve learning environment inside the classroom.
Increase educational achievement.
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Also, the result in the below chart indicated that 28.6% of student assured on the importance
of teachers’ maintaining the use of these strategies to improve the learning environment
inside the classroom, and 22.9% of students reported that they enhance the students’
relationships.

93.4
28.6
26.0
22.9 22.6
Improve learning Enhance students  Enhance students' Increase educational
environment inside relationships understanding of the  achievement
the classroom lessons |—b—r|
Yes No

Figure 20: Do you prefer teachers’ maintaining the use of educational and PPSS strategies in your school,
if yes why?

To conclude the findings regarding the students’ perception toward the improvement of the
educational environment, 38 sentences were measured by the students’ sample with Likert-
scale of 5 question, and table 12 describes value of mean levels.

Low Medium High
Lowest (2.5) (2.5-3.49) (Up to 3.49)
Lowest (50%) (50-69.8) (69.9-100)

Table 12: Mean value identification

Consistently, the quantitative analysis in the below table showed the mean results of indicator
number 5 which reached to 4.17 or 83.4% (without gender differences). This is high level and
indicates the significant impact of CISLE II in the improvement of the educational environment
through the creation of students’ positive attitudes towards their school 90.34% and
classroom 88.12% and teachers 89.05%. Additionally, this project was very effective for
enhancing the inclusion among students from different nationalities such as Jordanian, Syria
and Iraqi. So, 87.82% was the mean of students who reported that they can talk to other
students from different nationalities, and 86.87% the mean of students who reported that
there is no difference between students based on nationality. Additionally, PSS impact was
clear aspect of CISLE II, and reported high level by the students, such as 82.3% mean of
students who reported that they shared their problems with their teachers who supported
them to solve it. And 81.14% mean of students who assured that their teachers understand
their problem and needs. The high positive findings indicate the absolute needs for the PSS
strategies as a critical part of the positive and encouragement educational environment for
Jordanian students as well as Syria and other nationalities students across the Kingdome.
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Sentences N=1045 Std. Order Levels
Mean Deviati by according to
Outof 5 on Mean the Mean
1 0,
I love going to the school 90.34% 16.73 3 High
o,
I love my classroom 88.12% 14.2;1 8 High
0,
I love my colleagues 90.83% 11.88 2 High
0,
I love my teacher 89.05% 15.4? 7 High
When I am angry, I go to my teacher to talk 77.22% 23.27 .
36 High
about the reason for my anger 2
When I am happy, I express my happiness to 78.55% 21.49 .
34 High
my teacher 1
When I have a problem with my colleagues, I 82.03% 20.22
discuss the problem with teacher and the 8 31 High
teacher helps me to solve it
My teacher understands my different problems 81.14% 18.00 .
32 High
and my needs 7
My teacher regularly uses encouraging and 85.94% 16.48 .
. X e 20 High
interactive activities in class 3
All students participate in interactive activities in  82.59% = 17.14 .
29 High
the classroom 7
Interactive activities are essential in the class 86.81% 13.49 .
9 13 High
My scores increased when my teacher used 84.87 18.00 .
= 23 High
class activities 4
All my colleagues know my name and call me 90.88% 12.26 .
s 1 High
with it 2
P . o
Class activities are boring and not fun 53.66% 26.83 38 Medium
Class activities do not include all students in the  59.91% 26.93 37 Medium
class 5
My teacher answers all the questions in the 85.78% 16.31 .
class 5 21 High
My teacher allows to me to ask questions in the 86.67% 14.37 .
class 0 17 Al
My teacher repeats an explanation of any topic 89.24% 13.01 6 High
that I could not understand 7 9
My teacher provides an opportunity for all 86.06% 14.53 18 High
students to discuss 0 9
My teacher gives students a chance to answer 86.71% 13.68 15 High
and discuss the questions they ask 0 9
the teacher participates in solving class 85.01% 15.61 22 High
problems with student 2 9
o o
My teacher uses activities constantly 85.96% 15.6§ 19 High
My teacher motivates me to solve my problems  80.82% 17.39 33 Hi
> igh
My teacher motivates me to develop my 86.67% 16.11 .
i 16 High
knowledge and self-learning 3
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My teacher is my primary source of my
information

My teacher explains the goals and objectives of
each educational topic/lesson

My teacher prefer/used the classroom
surrounded session system

Using squares, playgrounds, and library of the
school freely

I feel my classroom is my second home

I participate in drafting the classroom code of
ethics in the class

My teacher knows my name and call me in the
class

I can participate in all activities in the school
freely and with confidence

My teacher treats all students equally

I contact/talk with my colleagues from other
nationalities

There is no difference between me and my
colleagues from other nationalities

I participate in class committees (for cleaning,
arrangement, etc.)

One of the child’s right is play

The teacher applies the procedures for breaking

the classroom code of ethics
The overall level of all sentences

Table 13: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational environment

82.06%

87.20%

78.41%

84.49%

83.48%

83.25%

90.04%

86.99%

83.53%

87.28%

86.78%

87.62%

90.01%

83.91%

83.94%

18.88
4
14.50
5
22.90
0
17.90
9
17.82
2
19.53
8
11.85
9
14.89
2
16.77
0
13.83
1
16.39
2
13.76
6
11.28
5
18.03
4

9.457

30

11

35

24

27

28

4

12

26

10

14

9

5

25

High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High
High

High

On the other hand, only two sentences reported medium mean 53.99% and 59.91% and they
indicated to “Classroom activities are boring and not fun” and “Classroom activities do not
include all students inside the classroom” respectively. As these reverse items has reported
the lowest scores, these findings insured the students’ positive attitudes towards the

improvement of education environment and CISLE II critical and effective.

As for the differences in the students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational
environment, table below showed the total mean of all categories was high level such as the
mean of the Jordanian students 85.4% and the mean of students who aged between (10-14

years old) was at 84.8% and 84.3% for males and 83.8% for females.

Categor
Male
Female

10-14 Years old
15-18 Years old
Jordanian

Syrian

Other Nationalities

N=1145
N= 323
N= 822
N=750
N=395
N= 569
N= 354
N= 222

Mean
84.3%
83.8%

84.8%
82.3%
85.4%

82.1%
82.1%
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Governorates N=1145 83.9%

Table 14: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational environment by
gender, age and nationality

As it's described in table 14 the total mean of students’ perceptions towards the improvement
of the educational environment based on governorate was high and at 83.9%. The below
table described the difference between mean of the students’ perception between
governorate. The highest mean was for Mafraq 90.1% and Agaba 91.1%, and the lowest
mean was for Jerash 52.5% and Karak 79.8%. This allow us to ask for more attention to the
students in all schools across the Country and in smaller governorates such as Jerash and
Karak school particularly.

Governorates Amman Balga Zarga Madaba Irbid Mafraq Jerash Aajlune Karak  Tafelah Maan Aqgaba
Number 190 42 110 69 276 104 39 65 117 39 67 27
Mean 83.7% 85.7% | 87.75 @ 85.3% 84.2% | 90.1% 52.5% @ 86.9% 79.8% @ 88.15 82.6% | 91.1%

Table 15: Means of students’ perceptions toward the improvement of the educational environment by
governorate

Challenges Faced by the Student at their School

Students were asked about the challenges they faced inside their school, and as it is shown
in the below chart. 22.9% indicated that “Didn’t faced any challenges”. Also, 15.8% students
reported that I can’t usually understand the lesson”, and 14.1% of students reported that” I
can't make relationships with my colleagues”. These results clearly indicate the importance
of maintaining the PSS and educational strategies to mitigate these challenges and ensure
more positive and encouragement educational environment in the school in Jordan.

I can't | can’t make | can’t I can’t share |don’t feel | have no | feel a Large sise of
usually relationship ~ share my my safe in my desire to distinction students challenges
understand with my problems problems  schooland study/learn between me inside the
the lesson  colleagues andneeds andneeds classroom and my classroom
with my with my classmates
teacher colleagues

Figure 21: Challenges faced by students in their school
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Additionally, Students’ FGDs participants were asked about the challenges they may face at
their school, and they indicated to the following key challenges:

e Lack of students’ interaction and participation at the classroom when implementing
the educational strategies.

e Ability to implement some strategies during winter season as it will be difficult to
implement some strategies outside the classroom due to schools’ infrastructure which
limits outside activities during winter as some activities require being in the school
yard.

e Large number of students inside the classroom for both male and female schools;

e More time is required to ensure that students’ opportunities to participate and benefit
from these strategies such as Round robin, Journal writing and poster session.
Limited resources and materials needed to implement these strategies;

Some issues were related with students’ willingness to learn, hygiene and low level of
students’ educational and academic achievement.

Findings for the Outcome Level Indicator

Outcome level indicator: % of
school community members

reporting increasing their To what extent has the project

awareness of inclus:ion contributed to increased
practices percentage of school community
members reporting increased level
of awareness of inclusion practices?

This indictor was measured by conducting 6 Focus groups discussion with 61 members from
the school community across the 20 targeted schools, 2 were conducted in each region except
south region which was targeted only by one FGD particularly in Karak governorate as it was
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the only governorate targeted by CISLE II through the school community members
component.®

As for the demographical background of the 61 FGD participants’, as it’s shown in the below
table the majority was female 75% comparing with male 25%. Additionally, 95% of the
participants were Jordanian and 5% were Syrian participants due to the low percentage of
the Syrian members in the actual sample frame. As for the participants’ positions, the majority
was community members like teachers from other school who were in partnership with the
targeted schools in this evaluation, directors of local community-based organizations and local
authorities.

Positions Nationality

Library Teachers @ Students Parents Community | . .
administrative members Total Jordanian Syrian
Male 6 6 4 9 4 29
50 11
Female 5 7 8 2 10 32

Table 16: Number of FGDs' participants

This indicator was measured through the following categories:
¢ Community members’ awareness of inclusion practices.
e Community members use of inclusion practices.
e Community members’ perceptions toward the impact of CSISLE II project on their
awareness of inclusion practices.

Community Members’ Awareness of Inclusion Practices

The main inclusion strategies and activities were identified in consultation with QRTA team,
So the FGD guide with community members included the inclusion strategies per position
such as open day, economic initiatives, reading passport, puppets making, handcraft training,
community awareness activities, free medical days, design the school plan, reading clubs and
transfer the training to other schools and teachers..etc.®

FGD participants were asked about the extent to which they are aware of the inclusion
practices, and across the 6 FGDs it was clear that all participants were aware of these practices
N=61, 100% and the below matrix explain the findings like below:

Theme Amman Ajlune Irbid Balga Karak

5 For community members FGD sample, kindly review the sampling design and selection section.
6 See annex number 2: Community members FGD guide.
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Providing
psychosocial
services;
Focused on
three key
parts,
Librarians
teachers,
students, and
parents;
Provide
educational
materials to
enhance
students’
achievements
and
understanding
of the lessons;

The strategies
that can be
used to solve
the
psychosocial
and

educational
students’
problems and
challenges;
Inclusion is

about changing
the school from

a scientific
factory to a
factory to
produce
everything...
etc.

Engaged all the
community key
themes to
create
engagement
and
comprehensive
educational
environment...
and provide
students with
psychosocial
support;

Build the
students’
capacity and
communication
skills to
enhance their

Inclusion
educational
environment
is about
providing the
students with

healthy and
friendly
structure and
united the
efforts
between
student,
school and

partners as
well as the
community to
enhance the
educational

Enhance the
infrastructur
e of the
school and
enhance the
community
role in the
educational
process.
It's about
enhancing
the role of
the students
as core factor
in the
educational
process and
create the
social

- Manage social, cultural, environment. responsibility
individual and
differences” educational
personality.

Figure 22: Community members' awareness of inclusion per governorate

According to the charts below, 57% and 43% from both male and female FGDs’ participants
assured that they are aware of the inclusion definition as well as the inclusion practices
respectively.

Figure 23: Community members' awareness of inclusion practices by gender
Community members' awareness of inclusion practices by nationality

H Male ®Female

50

81.9%

Jordanian

Syrian

m% m#

Figure 24: Figure 19:

Additionally, although the number of Syrian participants was small (N=11, 61), there were
no differentiation in participants’ awareness and understating of the inclusion practices based
on nationality. However, the result in the above chart revealed that N=50, 81.9%, and N=11,
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18.3% from Jordanian and Syrian participants were aware of the inclusion practices
respectively.

Community Members’ Use of Inclusion Practices at Schools

During the FGD sessions, participants were asked about the

— implementation of inclusion practices at the schools.” It was
j- clear that community members were able to implement
..

different practices especially the integration of the local
community in the educational process and creating job
opportunities as well as improving the community members’
livelihood and economic situation by creating income
generating projects and enhance the marketing opportunities.
Participants indicated about this finding by said:

“We created small project such the small poet, and we still

conducting this project for three years. and we conducted

number of open days and creating puppets. Also, we have
some agricultural and production project such as Growing
medicinal herbs such as thyme and rosemary. In addition to that, we train students from
other schools to design models. We don’t have a mathematic lap, so we work with the teachers
and open this lab with interactive inclusion of parents and local community member in math
activities at the lab”. Amman FGD, community members.

“We usually conducted number of open days which included different entertainment, inclusion
and educational activities and the students enjoy and spent fun time with their peers. Also,
we used these open day activities as marketing opportunities for the community members’
productions”. Ajlune FGD, community members.

"The most common inclusion practices were conducted by our community committees was
open days, Bazzar, soap making courses and accessories cycles shampoo and industrial hair
oil. we targeted the community by number of awareness session focused on drugs, first aid,
social security and environmental awareness...” Irbid FGD, community members.

The quotes described that the majority (N=58, 61) of community members were active, and
able to plan and lead the implementation of different inclusion practices such as:

7. See annex number 2: Community members FGD guide.
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Growing medicinal herbs.

Open days.

Bazzar.

Soap making courses and accessories.
Shampoo and industrial hair oil.

Design the schools’ plans.

Awareness workshop and public meeting
about important topics like drugs,
adolescence, and smoking.

And these activities were agreed and planned in
regular brain storming and discussion meetings
between the schools and community members in
each school, it enhanced the relationships between
the targeted schools and the community. It
additionally increased the role of the community in the education process which created a
comprehensive learning and educational environment for students.

As for reading clubs, all FGDs participants
assured that reading clubs were very helpful
and supported the reading habits inside the
school.

"Some students came and asked for borrowing
some books and stories, and one Syrian student
has a movement disability... he was usually
ashamed. And refused to participate at any group
activities due to the impact of his disability as well
as the conflict inside Syria. His teacher was very
supportive, and she created a movement library
that can help him and his peers from other students to access the library. This helped the
Syrian child and he became more self- confident and started participating and leading different
group and community activities”. Kara governorate, FGD community members’ participants.

Community Members’ Perceptions Toward the Impact of CISLE II Project on Their
Awareness of Inclusion Practices

During the FGD sessions, participants were asked about the impact of the inclusion practices
in the educational process including students, teachers, schools as well as the relationship
between the school and the local community and finally the improvement of the educational
environment.®

8 See annex number 2: Community members FGD guide.
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In this regard, it was clear that community
members were able to implement different
inclusion practices especially those related to the
integration of the local community in the
educational process and creating job opportunities
as well as improving the community members’
livelihood and economic situation by creating
income generating projects and enhance the
marketing.

“Before, the community traditional
perspective towards the school was
very traditional and the school was a
separated entity with no relationships
with the local community and since
the student enter the school they will
be discounted with the outside
community... because of this project

this perception had been changed and
the relationship between the school
and the community become more
interactive and participatory and well
as the level of inclusion and
harmonization is increased.” Balq FGD,
community members.

Also, community members’ participants indicate
to number of pedagogical strategies like:

Think-Pair-Share.

Traffic light cups.

Exit tickets.

I Used to Think, But Now I Know.

And these strategies were very helpful and important to enhance the inclusion inside the
school as well as to mitigate psychosocial issues and problems that may be faced by the
students. Also, these strategies enhance their practices with their children as a community
members and teachers simultaneously.

Additionally, it was clear that inclusion activities were sustained and led by the local
community. This created better and interactive relationship between the school and the
community and reflected on the educational environment as well as created more
engagement of parents in their children’s education. Some parents led some activities at
school and used to visit the reading clubs, also built good relationships with their children’s
teachers.

"Parents lost the trust in the schools, and the same
for the teachers who faced different challenges with
the students and their families... after we conducted
number of inclusion activities the relationships
between both sides become more interactive,
understood and respectful” Amman FGD,
community members.

“Since I came to Jordan, I was very
sad, I lost my family and my home
inside Syrian and I was afraid and
unable to communicate with others.
My child went to schools and the
teachers encouraged me to make
pasties and this was very helpful,
and I can find a n income source for
my family. Syrian community
member . Karak FGD

"The inclusion activities affected the level of weak
students, the groups and rounds practices enhance
the learning opportunities and information sharing
between the students” Irbid FGD, community
members.

In addition to the above results, the FGDs participants clearly indicted number of key points
described the impact of CISLE II in their awareness and implementation of inclusion activities
such as:

e Increasing the inclusion of students with disabilities.
Effective use of students and community members free time.
Identified students’ skills and strengthens which can be enhanced and strengthening
in the future.
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Challenges Faced by Community Members

Community members’ FGD participants were
asked about the main challenges that faced by
them while implementing inclusion practices. And
they identified the following key challenges:

e

.

Changed the community traditional attitudes toward the educational process, to be
more interactive and participatory and get more involvement of parents and local
communities.

Recognized students’ wrong and abnormal behaviors and identified the best and
suitable methods and techniques to reduce them.

Enhanced the networking and partnerships with community-based organizations CBOs
and private sector and improve social responsibility.

Ability to create interactive participation by
community members for both men and
women in one group due to community
conservative. Ngerah FGD, Amman.

The need for follow up and monitoring by
QRTA, MOE and the targeted schools such
as field visits, regular meeting and refreshment training.

The importance of support the reading clubs with different topics to meet the different
levels and needs of students such as International novels and stories. Kufrangeh FGD,
Ajlune.

Selection of some projects’ ideas was not based onto close cooperation and
consultation with the local community, such as Mushroom project was not appropriate
to the local environment and community expertise. Kufrangeh FGD, Ajlune.

Low allocated amount of money for each community members to establish the local
projects. Kufrangeh FGD, Ajlun.

Low ability to conduct any activity outside the school daily official hours. Dyeralla FGD,
Balqga.

Community Members’ Suggestions for Future Improvement

By the end of each focus group, participants were asked about their suggestions and
recommendations for future improvement.® The following were the key suggestions:

9, See annex number 2: Community members FGD guide.

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1) 52



FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

e Increase the training workshops for teachers
with  more focus on the information
technology, teaching, learning techniques
and methods, while taking into consideration
individual difference. Ngerah FGD, Amman

e Conduct more training workshop for
teachers about PSS strategies to enhance
their capacities regarding this component.
Dyeralla FGD, Balga.

e More schools in each governorate need to be
targeted by CISLE II in the future. Idir FGD,
Karak.

e Increase the financial support to provide
schools with stationery and logistics. Adir
FGD, Karak

e More follow up visits by QRTA team to the targeted schools to provide technical
support. North Gou FGD, Irbid.

e Ensure allocated time for sport and art lessons at school for students from all grades;
Mazar FGD, karak.

Conclusions

According to the findings of the evaluation of the two indicators of the PSS project, the overall
conclusion indicated that CISLE II had a very significant, important and positive impact from
the students’ and community members’ perceptions. The majority of the studied sample,
indicated to the impact on the educational environment, students, teachers, schools as well
as the local community.

4.17 or 83.4% is the total mean of students’ perceptions towards the improvement in the
educational environment, which is significantly high. Also, all students N=109, 100% who
participated at the FGDs reported that their participation and the educational and PSS
strategies was very helpful and enhance their ability to understand the lessons as well as
enhance their relationship with other students from other nationalities such as Syria and Iraqi.

Although there are some challenges that limit the achieving the desired impact in some
schools, due to the school infrastructure and the large number of students in each classroom,
but the majority of the students indicated that they like these activities and they wish if they
can be sustained in their school.

On the other hand, this project demonstrates a crucial impact from Syrian students and
community members’ perspectives. They clearly indicated their relationship improvement
with other students and the local community. additionally, the inclusion practices enhanced
the social cohesion as well as provided community members with income generating sources.
It was clear that targeting students from different nationalities in addition to the Jordanian
students had an impact on reducing the level of violence, bullying and verbal violence between
students at schools.

Also, the psychosocial track impact was very clear from students and community members’
perspectives. Students indicted their feelings about their school as well as the interactive
relationship between them and the school as a governmental institution by leading the
planning and the implementation of different participatory inclusion activities and initiatives
such as open days, awareness session, and Bazar.
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However, the most significant impact of this projects according to the students and the
community committee members, was about the enhancement of students’ personality, self-
confidence, communication skills, respect other opinions, ask for permissions, and critical
thinking. Also, their willingness to learn and to participate at groups activities. This impact
increased the students’ educational achievement and bridge the gaps between students and
teachers as well as support the creations quality educational environment.

Recommendations

In order to maximize the impact of these strategies and improve the educational environment,
we recommend the following:

Proceed and expand the implementation of CISLE II educational and PSS strategies.
Equip schools with more materials and logistics on monthly basis.

Conduct extracurricular activities focusing on the technology and computer activities.
Support the reading clubs with extra reading resources to meet all students needs and
favourite reading topics such as international novels and stories.

Sustain a monitoring and evaluation tool from QRTA team to ensure the
implementation of the project activities is aligned with the purpose.

Ensure the sustainability of the project activities and including other districts and other
schools to maximize the impact.

Increase the allocated amount for the economic initiatives to maximize the impact and
create the change in families’ economic situations.

Conducting trainings on marketing skill "How to promote your product” for community
members.

Create a clear guidance to describe the criteria for funding the economic projects.
Shorten the facilitation process period that is needed from MOE to facilitate the
planning and the implementation of the activities by the schools inside the community
and outside the official school hours, by mitigating for this while planning the activities
Conduct ongoing training workshops for teachers and community members with focus
on psychosocial support PSS.
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Annex # 1: Students’ Survey
Name of school The name of the
researcher
Number of trained Date
teachers
(Male/Female) in
school
Governorate
Day
# Questions Categories
1 Gender 1. Male
2. Female
2 Age It should be between 10-18 years old
3 Grade 1. Grade four
2. Grade five

3. Grade six

4. Grade seven
5. Grade eight
6. Grade nine

7. Grade ten

8. Grade eleven
9. Grade twelve
4 Nationality 1. Jordanian

2. Syrian

3. Others (.......... )

5 Do you like the school? 1. Yes
2. No
6 What is the thing that you like in your 1. My teacher
school? 2. My Class

3. My colleagues

4. School Square

5. School activities that I participate
in the classroom

6. Others (....... )

7 Did the teacher use any of the
following tools in the classroom?
Interviewer please read all the tools:
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Strategies Yes No I don't know
1 Raise hands for salience || || ||
2 Traffic light cups || || ||
3 Numbered heads [_] [_] [_]
4 Round Robin |_| |_| |_|
5 Think- Pair- Share || |_| |_|
6 Pair —squire |_] [_] [_]
7 Bend and pass [_] [_] [_]
8 Poster session || | |
9 Exit Tickets [_] [_] [_]
10 Point of most significant |_| || ||
11 I Used To Think, But Now I Know [_| | |
12 Journal writing [_] | |
8 What do you like about these tools 1. Colors, cards and phrases used
that were mentioned in the previous 2. Improve my willingness to
question? (Select more than one learn
answer) 3. Improve my knowledge and
understanding in lesson
4. Improve your relationship with
your colleagues
5. Improve your relationship with
your family
6. Improve your relationship with
your teacher
7. participation in planning and
implementing these activities
8. Increase the love of school
9. Increase your integration of
the class room
10. Others (.......... )
9 Do you think these tools should be 1. Yes
used continuously? 2. No
10 Iif your answer yes, why? 1. Building comprehensive
educational environment inside
the classroom.
2. Improve my relationship with my
colleagues
3. Improve my knowledge and
understanding in lesson
4. Increase my grads
11 If any of the students provided | 1. Extra mark
additional activity in the classroom, | 2. Thanks and motivate to him/her
how would the react of teacher? 3. Giving him/her the opportunity to
implement the activity in front of the
students in the class
4. Handing out appreciation certificate
5. Others (.......)
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12 Have vyou participated in the 1. Yes
preparation of the classroom 2. No
constitution?
13 Are you remember any policy of 1. Yes
constitution? 2. No
14 Was the classroom constitution 1. Yes
approved in front of the students? 2. No
3. I don't know

15

Please read the following statements and put the answer in the box: To the
interviewer: Read all the statement:

Statement Strongl

y
agree

Agree

I don’t
know

Disagree | Strongly

disagree

I love go to the school

I love my classroom

I love my colleagues

I love my teacher

VR | WIN =

When I am angry, I go
to my teacher to talk
about the reason for my
anger

When I am happy I [_|

express my happiness
to my teacher

When I have a problem
with my colleagues, I go
to my teacher and
share my problem and
help me solve it

My teacher understands
my different problems
and my needs

My teacher regularly
uses encouraging and
interactive activities in
class

10.

All students participate
in interactive activities
in the classroom

11.

Interactive activities are
essential in class

12.

My scores increased
when my teacher used
class activities

13.

All my colleagues know
my name and call me
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14.

Class activities are
boring and not fun

15.

Class activities do not
include all students in
the class

16.

My teacher answers all
the questions in the
class

17.

My teacher allows to me
to ask questions in class

18.

My teacher repeat an
explanation of any topic
that I  could not
understand

19.

My teacher provides an
opportunity for all
students to discuss

20.

My teacher gives
students a chance to
answer and discuss the
questions they ask

21.

the teacher participates
in solving class
problems with student

22.

My teacher uses
activities constantly

23.

My teacher motivates
me to solve my
problems

24.

My teacher motivates
me to develop my
knowledge and self-
learning

25.

my teacher is my
primary source of my
information

26.

My teacher explains the
goals and objectives of
each educational
topic/lesson

27.

My teacher prefer/used
the classroom
surrounded session
system

28.

Using squares,
playgrounds, and library
of the school freely

29.

I feel my classroom is
my second home

30.

I participate in drafting
the classroom code of
ethics in the class
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31.

My teacher know my
name and call me in the
class

32.

I can participate in all
activities in the school
freely and with
confidence

33.

My teacher treats all
students equally

34.

I contact/talk with my
colleagues from other
nationalities

35.

there is no difference
between me and my
colleagues from other
nationalities

36.

I participate in class
committees (for
cleaning, arrangement,
etc.)

37.

One of the child’s right
is play

38.

The teacher applies the
procedures for breaking
the classroom code of
ethics

16

What challenges do they
face in the classroom?
Interviewer: You can
choose more than one:

WN -

»

XN U

I can't usually understand the lesson

I can’t make relationship with my colleagues

I can’t share my problems and needs with my
teacher

I cant share my problems and needs with my
colleagues

I don't feel safe in my school and classroom

I have no desire to study/learn

I feel a distinction between me and my classmates
Other (specify)

Thank you

QRTA - Cultivating Inclusive & Supportive Learning Environments (CISLE I1)

59



o
& o

—
YT 4

USAID

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

Annex # 2: Students’ Focus Group Discussion Guide

Participants: Male and female students enrolled in government schools targeted from the
project to build a supportive and comprehensive learning environment, according to the
following age groups and grades:

e First group: from 10-14 Years old (from fourth grade to eighth grade)
e Second group: 15- 18 Years old (from Ninth grade to second grade high school)

Number of participants: The total number of all groups will be as follows:

Region Total of | From (10-14) From (15-18) Total of
groups participants

Gender Male Female Male Female

North 4 1 1 1 1 32

(Irbid)

Central 4 1 1 1 1 32

(Amman)

South 3 1 1 1 1 32

(Karak)

Total 12 8 students for each group 96

As for the nationality, the focus will be on that each group includes 3 participants from
the Syrian nationality and other nationalities, and five participants from Jordanian
nationalities if possible.

The period: not less than 45 Minutes and not more than 60 minutes

Place of Implementation:
Group number
Governorate
Sub-district

The name of the school to which the
participants / participants are enrolled
Name of facilitator

Name of the document

Was the session recorded electronically? | Yes or no

Goals of Focus group discussion:

e Identify the concept of participants of the components of a supportive and
comprehensive educational environment.

e To reveal student attitudes towards a supportive and inclusive learning environment.

e To disclose the extent of the application of teachers who have been trained in
psychosocial support, supportive communication strategies and education in the
classroom to which the students belong (validation and verification of results);
Identify the challenges faced by participants in the classroom and / or school.
To suggest a set of recommendations that could contribute to enhancing the attitudes
of male and female participants towards the educational environment.
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Ethical standards

Participation is voluntary.

They have the right to refuse to answer any question during the focus group.

They have the right to withdraw from the focus group at any time

They have the right to refuse to record any of their answers manually or electronically;
All information will be collected only for the purposes of measuring the indicator and
will be strictly confidential; the names, schools, places will not be indicated in any way,
and all results will be summaries;

Respecting the opinion and giving the opportunity to speak to all students participating
in the focus group;

Obtained approval from the families of the participants before the data collection
process.

Quality Control Standards:

Verify the answers manually and electronically (clearly and vocally) for the purpose of
ensuring that every piece of information shared by the participant is obtained through
a documentation specific to this process;

Ensure the reliability of the data, through the multiplicity of data sources, and the
multiplicity of tools used to obtain it

Field data collectors will be provided with an official letter to facilitate their task of data
collection;

The facilitator will focus on the responses based on nationality, gender (male / female),
and location in each of the groups.

Required tools:

pens;
note book;

an electronic recording device;

color cards;

white plastic plates;

Colorful clips

Wide-body pens (felt-tip)

Participant registration form in the group.

Expected outcomes:

basic demographic information about the participant (without names);

data before processing;

a number of pictures of the activities used in the discussion without the people being
photographed.

A list of quotes for use in the final report.

The main subjects:

Strategies for education, supportive communication and psychosocial support;
Challenges and difficulties;
Suggestions and recommendations.

First: education strategies

1.1 Students' knowledge of strategies

Activity:

The name of all the strategies that were asked about in the quantitative form will be written
in plastic plates and put on the table in front of the participants, and the participants will give
each of them a large number of colored clips, and ask them the following questions and put
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a number of clips that represent their answer? (For the facilitator, in each question you ask,
ask the participants to look at the dishes and answer, so that students are linked to the

strategies and reminded of them).

What do you know about any of these activities?

Explain to me what you know about any of these activities?

Which of these activities do you never know?

Which of these activities does the teacher use? (For the facilitator, ask for each activity
separately)

Which of these activities doesn’t use by teacher?

What activities do you prefer? And why? What activities don’t you prefer? And why?
What the activities that students participate in the class? What activities that the
students not participate in in the class? And why?

Does the teacher use these activities? Always, sometimes (to the facilitator, ask about
activities in general)

Do you prefer one activity rather than other activities? (For the facilitator, ask
examples of this from each participant) Then ask why?

1.2 Students' attitudes towards strategies

e How did these activities improve the learning environment in the classroom and in the
school in general? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance
answers)

[ )

e How did these activities improve students' educational? (For the facilitator, ask for
examples of specific activities to enhance answers)

e How did these activities enhance the relationship between students in the classroom?
(For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance answers)

e How did these activities enhance students ’‘relationship with the teacher in the
classroom? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance answers)
e How did these activities contribute to enhancing students ‘confidence in themselves and
strengthening their personality? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities
to enhance answers)

e How did these activities contribute to reducing problems among students in the
classroom? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance answers)

3.1 Challenges and difficulties

What difficulties do you face inside your school?

What difficulties do you face inside the classroom?

To whom did you resort to resolve these difficulties? (To the facilitator: choose an
example of any of the difficulties and ask students to explain how they solve these
difficulties?

What difficulties do you face in your application of these activities?

4.1 suggestions and recommendations

To consider these activities, which of them needs to be developed? And why?

To consider these activities which of them do you prefer to apply? And why?

Are there activities you prefer to participate in other than activities written in the
plastic dishes? Yes, please list it.
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Annex # 3: Community members’ focus group discussion guide

Participants: members of community committees in schools within the project of building a
supportive and comprehensive learning environment, according to the following:

Number of participants: The total number of all groups will be as follows for both nationalities
(Jordanian and Syrian):

The sample Paren | Commun | Studen | Teache | Library
ts ity ts rs supervis
or
Regi | # group | #tot | # Total #|F |M | F M FIM |F M |F M
on discussi | al of | total | of
ons mal | of participa
es femal | nts
es

Cent |3
ral
Nort |2
h
Sout |1
h
Total | 6

The period: not less than 45 Minutes and not more than 60 minutes

Place of Implementation:

Group number

Governorate

Sub-district

The name of the school to which the participants
/ participants are enrolled

Name of facilitator

Name of the document

Was the session recorded electronically? Yes or no

Goals of Focus group discussion:

Identify the concept of participants of the components of a supportive and
comprehensive educational environment;

To reveal student attitudes towards a supportive and inclusive learning environment;
Identify the challenges faced by participants in the classroom and / or school;

To suggest a set of recommendations that could contribute to enhancing the attitudes
of male and female participants towards the educational environment.

Ethical standards

Participation is voluntary.

They have the right to refuse to answer any question during the focus group.

They have the right to withdraw from the focus group at any time

They have the right to refuse to record any of their answers manually or electronically;
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e All information will be collected only for the purposes of measuring the indicator and
will be strictly confidential; the names, schools, places will not be indicated in any way,
and all results will be summaries;

e Respecting the opinion and giving the opportunity to speak to all students participating
in the focus group;

e Obtained approval from the families of the participants before the data collection
process.

Quality Control Standards:
e Verify the answers manually and electronically (clearly and vocally) for the purpose of
ensuring that every piece of information shared by the participant is obtained through
a documentation specific to this process;
e Ensure the reliability of the data, through the multiplicity of data sources, and the
multiplicity of tools used to obtain it
e Field data collectors will be provided with an official letter to facilitate their task of data

collection;
Required tools:
e Pens;
Note book;

Electronic recording device;
Color cards;
Colored clips
Wide-body pens (felt-tip)
Participant registration form in the group.
Expected outcomes:
e Basic demographic information about the participant (without names);
e Data before processing;
¢ Number of pictures of the activities used in the discussion without the people being
photographed;
e List of quotes for use in the final report.

The main subjects:
e Strategies for education, supportive communication and psychosocial support;
e Challenges and difficulties;
e Suggestions and recommendations.

1.1 Knowledge and level of awareness and participants' application of supportive and inclusive

education and psychosocial support activities, as in the below the table:

¢ What do you know about any of the teaching, learning, supportive and comprehensive
communication activities and psychosocial support?

e Explain to me what you know about any of these activities?

e Which of these activities were used by any of you in the schools you represent? (For
the facilitator, ask for examples and where to use these activities)

e What activities do you prefer? And why? What activities don’t you prefer? And why?

e What activities do you think are important for teaching and learning and what is the
related goals?

e Do you prefer a specific activity? (For the facilitator, ask examples of this from each
participant) Then ask why?

2.1 Participants’ attitudes towards strategies
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e How did these activities improve the learning environment in the classroom and in
the school in general? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to
enhance answers)

[ )

e How did these activities improve students' educational? (For the facilitator, ask for
examples of specific activities to enhance answers)

e How did these activities enhance students ‘relationship with the teacher in the
classroom? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance
answers)

e How did these activities contribute to enhancing students ‘confidence in themselves
and strengthening their personality? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific
activities to enhance answers)

e How did these activities contribute to reducing problems among students in the
classroom? (For the facilitator, ask for examples of specific activities to enhance
answers)

3.1 Challenges and difficulties

e What are the difficulties that the committee faces in implementing these
activities?

4.1 Suggestions and Recommendations

e Looking at these activities, which of them needs to be developed? And why?

e Looking at these activities, which of them do you prefer to apply? And why?

e How can the committee's role in improving the educational process in the
school?
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