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Introduction

» Lecture fluency (i.c., the manner in which a lecture is delivered) is one factor that can impact students’ evaluations of instructors (Carpenter et al., 2013).
* |nstructors who deliver fluent lectures (i.e., speak enthusiastically and with confidence) typically garner higher evaluations compared to those who delivery disfluent lectures (i.e., speak unenthusiastically and
without confidence).
* Researchers have yet to explore 1f instructors’ evaluations of other instructors’ teaching 1s also impacted by lecture fluency.
* |nstructors have more experience listening to and delivering lectures. Thus, they may rely more on their experience when evaluating other instructors.
 Alternatively, instructors may also be susceptible to the impacts of lecture fluency. In this case, instructors who watch a fluent lecture may give higher evaluations compared to those who watch a disfluent lecture.
* The aim of the present work is to evaluate how lecture fluency impacts instructors’ ratings of other instructors’ teaching effectiveness.

Participants Materials
*44 TCU Undergraduates Fluent Lecture Video Disfluent Lecture Video

42 university-level instructors . : . :
Measuringiinfosmation Measuringiinformation

*Average age = 45 years
*34 Caucasian/White, 2 Asian, 1 South Asian, 1 Black/African - Bitsimeasurelzeductioniofiuncertainty, |EERUIHCONSNIRINE - Bits measunielizeductioniofiuncenitainty

*31 women, 10 men, 1 prefer not to answer

American, 1 Caucasian and Asian, 3 prefer not to respond L P | : rf BOTH VIDEQOS Loy | S | , ,
«Average number of years teaching = 16.4 years - Gaintinformationibydbecomingicertain -~ Gainfinformation by becomingicertain
- Have you evaluated other —Answening@Zasineducesjuncestainty, ﬁ - AnswerningiZ2sireducesiun cestainty
= o5 Instructors before? O 4 - | - >
2o 20 ¢ |
58 15 ¢
—_
O & 10 - .
85 5 B . — )_ Y - SNy S J
§ 0 e Instructor Is standing upright, speaking enthusiastically, Instructor Is hunched over, speaking In monotone
Yes No  Prefer not to respona and using gestures voice, and not making eye contact
Procedure Results
All Participants Student Only Ratings
5 5
m Fluent lecture - Student S m Fluent lecture - Student
Fluent lecture - Instructor § 4 L O Disfluent lecture - Student
Disfluent lecture - Student T =
Disfluent lecture - Instructor ||| o < i
iE 3
4 >
g’ = 7 |
Dé 1 11 [ [ ]
All Participants \ = Recommend Instructor Recommend Course
- How organized was the instructor in the video? E 3 |
. : . . = :
How prepared was the mstruc_tor In the \_/ldeo? | > Instructor Only Ratlngs
* How knowledgeable was the instructor in the video? — 5
* How effective was the instructor in the video? 5 — ] F'_U%ﬂt |eC}Ufe - Instructor
» How likely are students to like this instructor? S 2 a 2 Disfluent lecture - Instructor
* How likely are students to learn information well from this S o 1
\ instructor? / 2 L S % ; 1
LLI -
e
4 Instructors Only - Students Only N S
+ How likely is this instructor to be a » How likely would you be to %’ 5 | [
good colleague? recommend this course to other | .. | 1
: _ _ students? | __
How likely do you think this «  How likely would you be to Bl 1
I L EIET U510 (EEE e & recommend this instructor to other 1 Good Colleague Receive a Promotion

K promotion? / \ students? / Organized Prepared  Knowledgeable Effective Like earn

Poster presented at the 2021 TCU Student Research Symposium

Funded by a research grant from the Science and Engineering Research Center




