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The Oral Final Option

 Process:

— Three rounds:
» Basic mechanisms
« System interactions
* Free round (no rules)

— Students draw structures, describe
mechanisms, make lists

— All students participate at all times




e Similar format to unit
exams

 Mixture of short answer
and multiple choice

— Questions are more
broad but link multiple
concepts
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Final Exam Preparation
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The Oral Final Exam
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Oral Final Exam Process




Close gap between current & potential intellectual
development
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Average Scores on Exams
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Written Vs. QOral Final Student
Populations
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Conclusions

» Students achieved higher scores on oral
exams

« Fundamentals of social constructivism:
— Preparation phase
— Experience during exam






