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1. Target Class

BPY 275/275L: Behavioral Neuroscience

· Class is typically taken by Biopsychology students the second semester of their freshman year.  These students take one college biology course before this class.

· Purpose of course is to introduce students to what it means to think about the world around them as a behavioral scientist.  Lectures are a rudimentary appraisal of the physiological basis of behavior. Laboratory sessions are focused on introducing students to using the WWW as a source of information, observing live animal behavior, designing experiments, collecting data, orally presenting data, and talking about science in a group setting.  We also cover the ‘business’ of biomedical research – who funds research, who makes decisions about what research to conduct, and how research priorities are decided.

2. What was addressed as part of BRIDGE?

· How to better prepare instructions for assignments so students will understand what is expected of them.

· How to engage students better and improve their query-based thinking skills

· How to improve presentation of material so that students clearly see how it is relevant to their lives.

· How to get students to actively take responsibility for their own education.

· How to improve student performance on class projects – such as oral presentations and visually illustrating data (making and interpreting graphs).

3. What methods were used to gain information about the students?

· Extensive conversations with the students in and out of the classroom.

· Feedback from previous years end-of-semester class evaluations.

· In-class writing assignments such as impromptu review paragraphs and quizzes. 
4. What have I learned so far?

· My interventions in the classroom were motivated primarily by the responses I was getting from the students in combination with many of the suggestions from the BRIDGE group.

· I changed aspects of the laboratory portion of the class to accommodate the fact almost all the material and vocabulary covered is new to the students.  This is especially important because the students have not learned to approach/view the world in a critical/scientific manner. 

· I had to think about and develop ways of presenting the material in a developmentally appropriate manner.
· I significantly slowed down pace of lectures.  One of the most difficult things for me was to get over the feeling that I was being too ‘remedial’ in what I covered.  A part of this involved intentional repetition during my lectures.
· Many adjustments in the course curriculum reflect altered expectations of performance based on the Rider student population (reality check!).

· Even though I’ve been teaching and researching in this area for years, I still think the stuff I cover is cool!

5. Where will I go from here?

· The course will continue to evolve.  I don’t want this course or my brain to become static or stuck in a certain routine.  As a result, I am committed to making my classes as enjoyable as possible for me and my students.

6. Comparing results (i.e., selected grades) from Spring 2002 and Spring 2003

Note that how I graded was markedly different in 2003.  I was able to grade the lab assignments at a slightly higher level as a result of the interventions introduced into the class/laboratory sessions.  For example, the lab reports were not written like novels in 2003.  As a result, I was able to grade more on content and interpretation of the results as opposed to having something intelligible to read. 
My impression was that students did better in 2003 than in 2002.  I was surprised by the results when I compared the objective numbers (see below).

	average grades on assignments given both semesters
	
	
	

	scores are converted to % for comparison purposes

	values are mean ± sem
	
	
	

	
	2002
	
	2003

	
	n=13 students
	
	n=24 students

	WWW site oral presentation
	83.4 ± 1.2
	
	82.0 ± 1.4

	Histology Slide
	85.5 ± 1.5
	
	74.6 ± 2.8

	Graphing Data
	55.0 ± 6.6
	
	72.0 ± 4.4

	WWW research presentation
	84.7 ± 2.0
	
	89.3 ± 1.3

	Lab Report
	75.4 ± 6.9
	
	83.4 ± 8.6

	EXAM 1
	61.5 ± 3.8
	
	68.4 ± 2.6

	EXAM 2
	69.1 ± 3.8
	
	67.1 ± 3.2

	EXAM 3
	81.3 ± 5.3
	
	61.4 ± 2.5

	FINAL EXAM
	72.4 ± 5.6
	
	85.5 ± 2.6

	FINAL GRADE %
	76.3 ± 2.6
	
	77.4 ± 1.5


