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Vuoden opetusteko 2001
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Oulbun Liaketieseellisen Killan ehidotukses-
ta palkitiin Oubun yHopistollisen sairaalan
lastenklinikka, joka tunnetaan hyvis hen-
gestd, kandimyGnteisy ydests j loimivasta
opetuksesta useiden vuosien ajalla. Lasten-
klinikka on viimevuosina ittinyt luen-
to-opetustaan merkitl uennedlla on
kiiytitssd kauko-chjainjirjestelms, jonka
avulla kuulijakuntaa pyritiiin aktivoimaan
ottamann kantan. Kukin luennolle saapuva
kuulija saa henkiltkohtaisen kaukosiiiti-
men - Bnestyskoneen, jolla vastataan loen-

aalia,
Kertaisesti buippuhyvi apetusyksikki. Ensimmiilsen
kerran palkinto meni Kuopion yliopiston radielogi-
an klinikkaan. voonna 2001 ehiotetuista tahoista
plidienttin palkin kaksi

noitsijan esittiimiin ja ennalta valmisiele-
miin kysymyksiin. Opiskelijoiden vireysti-
Ia sliilyy, ja oman oppimistaan voi testata
Klinikan opetushenkilikunta on latinut
opiskelijoille ctukiteen faettavan luemoly-
henncimitn, Ly i on ulkog

men raboinnga ja se on opiskebjodlle {lmai.
nen. Kirjanen antas mahdollisuudet esityk-
sen tyspainoisslle scuraamiselle, Klinikan
yleinen ilmapiiri on mybs erittin opiskeli-
jamybnicinen.

Kunniakirja movareniin Instenklinilan
opetushenkilkuanalle 21.2.2002. OLK
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innovatitvisudesta perusopetuksen kehit-
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uurta, interaktiivista opetusta. e K et
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ja kokeiluun tyytyviisid. Kuuli-
joiden tarkkaavaisuus oli koko

kurssin ajan aivan eri tasolla oy “;u“-.tli;
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tojen aikana. Kurssin ideoijana ja v;::.h-alip:mm s
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palkinnon saanut mikkeliliisder- metterins o ellhen

matologi Raimo Suhonen. Tami-
kin kurssi osoirti, ettd palkinto
meni oikeaan osoitteeseen.

hcma e
o ——— T
e Buresa

Examination using Interactive Presenter TM,
medical students, University of Kuopio
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Abstract

Background: Lectures are good for presenting information and providing explanations, but
because they lack active participation they have been neglected.

Methods: Students' experiences were evaluated after exposing them to the use of voting during
lectures in their paediatrics course. Questions were delivered to the students taking paediatrics
course. Thirty-six students out of the total of 40 (90%) attended the opening lecture, at which the
first survey concerning previous experiences of lectures was performed. Thirty-nine students
(98%) answered the second series of questions at the end of the paediatrics course.

Results: Most of the students felt that voting improved their activity during lectures, enhanced
their learning, and that it was easier to make questions during lectures than earlier.

Conclusions: The students gained new, exciting insights much more often during the paediatrics
course than before. We as teachers found that voting during lectures could easily overcome some
of the obstacles of good lecturing.

for all teaching purposes. Clinical problem solving, for
example, is more effectively taught in group sessions [4].
Yet lectures are at least as effective as other methods of

Background
Lecturing is a much used teaching method because it is an
economical and efficient method of conveying informa-

tion to large groups of students. Didactically, lectures are
good for presenting information and providing explana-
tions, but because they lack active participation they have
been neglected, especially as active participation has
become the dominant postulate of student learning. It has
even been suggested that lectures should be steered
towards problem-based learning for large groups [1,2].

Students criticise lectures because they may be boring, or
even useless when given badly. It has been suggested that
only one tenth of what the lecturer is teaching is assimi-
lated by the students [3]. Lecturing is not a good method

teaching [5]. An AMEE guide for lectures was published
recently to revive the art of lecturing [5], and we believe
that instead of criticising lectures, the reasons for criticism
should be analysed and this information used to improve
lectures. We have been using voting with individual dig-
ital response transmitters during our paediatrics course to
improve our responsiveness to the audience and to
increase students' active participation. We report here on
our experiences with this approach.
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