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Abstract:

This paper is the summary of a panel presentation at the Americas Conference on Information Systems (AMCIS)
2008. We examine methods to employ in managing student projects. With the underlying assumption that we all
want students to learn from their projects and become successful in the workplace while minimizing our
micromanaging as instructors, we will share what we have learned from our (and our students’) successes and
failures. Another assumption is that if you have taught classes in which you have used student group projects, you
are not 100 percent pleased with the results and would not do everything the exact same way again. In our
discussion, we examine successful methods for managing the aspects of forming groups, managing teams, and the
project assignment itself including guidelines, deliverables, evaluation, and presentation.
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AMCIS 2008 Panel Summary: Managing Student Projects - Learning from the
Past

[. INTRODUCTION

This paper contains notes made from a panel presentation at Americas Conference on Information Systems
(AMCIS) on August 15, 2008, in Toronto, Canada. The moderator was Peggy Lane. The panelists were Khaled Al-
Share, David W. Nickels, Deborah J. Armstrong, and Guillermo Rodriguez-Abitia. With the underlying assumption
that we all want students to learn from their projects and become successful in the workplace while minimizing our
micromanaging as instructors, we will share what we have learned from our (and our students’) successes and
failures. Another assumption is that if you have taught classes in which you have used student group projects, you
are not 100 percent pleased with the results and would not do everything the exact same way again.

In our panel discussion (and in this paper), we examine the following aspects of managing a project: forming
groups, managing teams, and the project itself, including guidelines, deliverables, evaluation, and presentation. In
our conclusion, we come to a consensus that there is no perfect method of managing student projects that fits all
classes. Experience with successes and failures will assist the instructor in knowing what might work and how to
adjust as the semester progresses. In some cases, the same course at the same university two semesters in a row
requires different methods and management of groups.

II. FORMING GROUPS

With the assumptions in the introduction in mind, we begin our discussion with the activity of forming groups. The
strategies discussed here are the same with virtual teams as well as face-to-face teams. One way in which groups
can be formed is to allow students to self-select their groups. This generally results in groups that are formed based
on friendships and often results in a lack of group diversity. In many of these situations, students are no longer
friends at the end of the project. It was pointed out that in the work environment, groups are not self-selected, so not
allowing students to pick their teammates is more realistic and might help students be better prepared for the
workplace. One of the panel members allows self-selection but also includes a method for firing a team member.
This option (firing a team member) will be explored in another section.

The panel explored group formation strategies that would maximize diversity. Randomization, such as a count-off
method, was explored briefly. A method of grouping through the use of a selected variable was suggested. Ideas
for the grouping variable included student background, student major, diversity, self-identified experience level
(expert to novice), learning style, and personality temperament assessment. The idea is that the variable (or
variables) would be used to help the instructor form groups that were not all the same. The concept of using
different temperaments, as measured through a personality test, as a way to form groups, was discussed. A free
test can be found at www.keirsey.com. Students are able to determine which one of four temperament types they
are—qguardian, idealist, artisan, or rational. Students are then placed into a group with students of different
temperaments. Students explore their similarities and differences and ways of operating and learning based on
temperament types. As a result, they are able to better understand themselves and each other.

In some groups, one student will not pull his or her own weight in the project—this is referred to as social loafing,
and the person is typically referred to as a “free rider.” Group size can be a factor in contributing to the free-rider
situation. From the panel members’ various experiences, it was agreed that the best size of a group is four or, in
some cases, five students, which better accommodates member attrition. Groups of six or more were considered
too large (possible social loafing), and groups with only three people were considered too small.

[ll. MANAGING TEAMS

Once the groups are formed, what can an instructor do to assist in the process of transforming the group into a team
and promoting the team concept? The ideas presented here address that question as well as the objective of
deterring free riders.

Teams could develop a contract with each other. The team contract should include the name and logo of the team,
the ways they will communicate (Blackboard, e-mail, cell phones, and so on), procedures to handle
miscommunications, the best way to decide to meet, the best way (and time and place) to meet, the role and
obligations of each team member, and what to do if team members do not fulfill their obligations.
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In the project assignment or syllabus, instructors can include procedures for firing a group member (including the
timeframe in which this is allowed) and what the fired member can do — the possibility of joining another group or
being forced to complete the project on his or her own for a penalty. At the same time, some students may request
that they be allowed to complete the project alone. They should not be allowed to do so; they should be told that
more than likely they will have to work in groups in their work environment. Part of the objective of the class and the
project is to prepare them for the work environment.

The instructor role should be that of mentor, intervening only as absolutely needed. Holding periodic project review
meetings with group project team members where the instructor role is facilitator and not manager/project leader can
help the students be more successful. The instructor does not have to have the solutions to all of the problems that
arise in a group. The instructor should turn the problem back on the students and ask, “What are you going to do
about it?” or “What are your options?” Peer evaluations conducted and shared throughout the semester can help
deter some of the issues that can occur with groups. To help the students develop a sense of team, the instructor
can encourage students to engage in social activities together outside class.

Some students will argue that they cannot work on the project due to their work schedules. However, the university
sees them as students who have to meet the requirements of the class. As in the work environment when people
live in different time zones, virtual teams may be employed.

Promoting Ownership of the Project

One of the secrets to success is to help all of the students take ownership of the entire project. The tendency for a
group is to adopt the “divide and conquer” strategy. Allowing the groups to work on the project during class time can
help. One instructor created teams of individuals from different disciplines and called them companies. They were
given situations in class that required a solution on the board during class. Requiring individual project journals that
discuss how the project is going is another method that can be used. The journals do not have specific deadlines
but can be requested for instructor viewing (and grading) at any time. With the journals, more focus is placed on the
interpersonal aspect as opposed to the technical.

A related concept is that, much as a supervisor would do, the instructor can ask anyone in the group at any time
anything about the project. The point to the students is that they are responsible for knowing about every part of the
project. The response “I don't know; it's not my part (or job)” should be regarded as unacceptable.

Another idea that promotes accountability is to require the students to use Microsoft Project with deliverables due at
specified intervals throughout the semester for the project. In the software package, the students are required to
specify who spent how much time on which activity. This can be documented for milestones past and for milestones
in the future (a plan).

A suggestion was made to include a question on the final exam about the project so that the instructor could
determine how much the students knew about their projects. Some instructors gave advance notice of such a
question; others did not.

Promoting Communication

Many problems or issues that arise within a team can be attributed to a lack of communication. Devoting some
class time for ice-breaker sessions and encouraging outside class activities such as going to restaurants together
can help the students get to know one another. To promote communication, throughout the semester, students
could be required to submit meeting agendas and minutes with the attendees listed.

IV. THE PROJECT

Regardless of how the project is selected or assigned, the project should be challenging and relevant to the
students. It was felt that if students are able to select the project, then they take ownership, and the overall project is
better. Project definition should include structured guidelines while allowing freedom for creativity. One option is to
provide the students with a description of a baseline for a “C” grade and require the students to justify
enhancements and explain how they added value to the project (and therefore the grade).

Students can be provided with projects that are artificial or real. If an instructor has access to a large dataset, it is
possible to create multiple projects from that one dataset so that different teams can have a different project.
Similarly, students can use different perspectives on the same data (e.g., develop systems based on the same data
but use different value disciplines). Projects can be arranged with an organization, university (although the
sensitivity of data can preclude this in many cases), or nonprofits. A side-benefit of working with an organization is
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the potential to be offered a job by that organization. A side-benefit of the nonprofit project is that students can
become involved with the nonprofit and choose to continue to volunteer with them once the project has ended.

Another option is for students to be provided with outlines and guidelines for the project. The student groups are
then required to find a project with an organization (not owned by a relative) in the first three or four weeks of the
class. As part of the assignment they should be reminded that they should not promise what they are not able to
deliver. As this is a bit riskier, the instructor and students should keep the reputation of the university in mind with
this approach.

Guidelines

Guidelines should be clear and specific but include some flexibility to allow for creativity. Five to ten percent of the
project should be on the use of new ideas or innovations. It was agreed that the entire project should not have only
one deadline and only one deliverable at the end of the semester. There are too many horror stories of students
trying to start and complete a semester-long project in the last week or days of the semester. Milestones with
specific deadlines should be included, as should routine progress reports. Each milestone could have a percentage
of the project grade attached to it and should be graded for content. At the next milestone, corrections on
deliverables in the previous milestones should have been made.

Deliverables

As part of the guidelines, students should clearly understand what the deliverables are at each of the milestones and
for the final project. Items required in the list of deliverables can include documentation of the project, a user's
guide, meeting minutes, how to access and run the project, the results of the project, lessons learned, and what
would be done differently if they were to start the project over tomorrow. The instructor should provide a detailed
grading rubric and be sure to keep the criteria consistent throughout the semester (do not change midstream).

Evaluation

Panel members had a lot of different ideas on peer evaluations, but everyone agreed that peer evaluations should
be required. If they are not turned in, penalties can range from a zero on the peer evaluation portion of the grade to
no project grade at all. One thought is to not mention peer evaluations during the term and to include a form as part
of the final exam. At the other end of the spectrum was the thought of preparing and distributing a rubric which
explains exactly how the students should evaluate each other. It was suggested that evaluation should occur
throughout the project and not just at the end of the project. This includes peer evaluations. With each milestone,
intermediate peer evaluations that are compiled and shared with the students can prevent a student from receiving a
low score at the end of the project. If the instructor sees that one student has received a zero percent from his or
her peers, the instructor can intervene and work with the student (and perhaps the team as well). In some cases,
the peer evaluation “score” is considered a raw score and is converted to another scale to be used as part of the
students’ project grade. In one course, peer evaluations conducted only at the end of the semester resulted in all of
the students who did not do much of the work conspiring against the one student who had completed all of the work.
The instructor should watch out for “free rider” collusion, where students sabotage one person in the group. In
addition, the instructor may add points for “innovation.”

Near mid-term, a state of the course report could be required from each of the students. The students could be
asked to list what is going right or wrong with the course. This should be conducted anonymously and then posted
and discussed for solutions.

If a course management product is available (e.g., Blackboard, WebCT) and used for group communication,
statistics on group participation as recorded in the course management product can be used to determine a portion
of students’ individual grades.

If all teams complete the same project, a competition could be held and a trophy could be awarded to the team with
the best project. Another motivator could be to ask each team to select a “hero” of the team. That person would
receive a certificate and perhaps extra points in the class.

Presentation of Projects

At the beginning of the class, instructors can conduct mock presentations to give the students practice and also to
allow them to ask questions.

Instructors can also have the groups present to the class at the different milestones. This will promote several
things. It will allow the students to have practice presenting. It will also allow the groups to see where they are in
relation to the other groups. The group that is trailing the others generally steps up their efforts and performs at a
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higher level. Outsiders (colleagues or business executives) should be invited to the final presentations. They
should be provided with rubrics or feedback sheets before the day of the presentation so that they can provide
feedback following the presentation. Outsiders could provide oral feedback to the students at the end of their
presentations.

During the presentations, all group members should have to speak. As mentioned earlier, any student should be
able to answer any question about the project and not just about the part they are presenting. It is often during the
presentation that the instructor (and audience) figures out which student did most of the work, as that is the person
everyone in the group will turn to when a question is asked. In their presentations, the students should address
“Lessons Learned” and “Take Aways” from the project.

Students in the audience can be required to ask questions of the other groups. One suggestion was for the students
who ask questions to be given extra points. If the students do not ask, then the instructor will. Students could be
required to grade the presentations and give feedback to the groups.

All projects and presentation documentation are due on the same day even if the actual presentations are not made
all on the same day. The actual presentation must then match the presentation documentation turned in.

V. SUMMARY

Student projects can be a horrible experience for everyone involved, or they can be one of the best learning
experiences a student can encounter. There is not a one-size-fits-all methodology for managing student projects.
Based on prior experience and lessons learned, the panel discussed some ideas an instructor can use to facilitate
the learning experience of student projects. This paper summarizes the panel’s discussion and suggests strategies
an instructor can use and follow in forming groups, managing teams, assigning the project, and evaluating the teams
and project. We hope that these strategies can help instructors in the future. Thank you!

Volume 24 = u Article 1

SLUE].SJ".S UD”.DLUJDJLUI .ICJJ. UD!LD!JDSS\?’ ELH.J.D SUD!I.DJ!UI"ILUUJG:)




Communications of the Association for Information Systems

ABOUT THE AUTHORS

Peggy L. Lane, Emporia State University, Department of Accounting and Information Systems. Dr. Lane’s teaching
areas of interest include ERP, database, enterprise systems, and MIS concepts. Research areas of interest include
ERP, information systems security policies, ethics, and teaching pedagogy. Dr. Lane has worked as an IT project
manager in two different companies.

Khaled Al-Share, Emporia State University, Department of Accounting and Information Systems. His teaching
interests include database systems, systems analysis and design, project management, MIS, and programming
languages. His research interests include management information systems, systems development, end-user
computing, cross-cultural studies in IS, distance education, and data envelopment analysis (DEA).

David W. Nickels, University of North Alabama, College of Business, Information Systems. His teaching interests
include organizational aspects of information systems, database systems, project management, and network design
and management. His research interests include IT-business alignment and pedagogical issues in information
systems programs.

Deborah J. Armstrong, Florida State University, Management Information Systems. Her teaching interests are in
the areas of systems and software development, database, and IT strategy. Her research is focused on issues
involving the human aspects of technology, change, learning, and cognition.

Guillermo Rodriguez Abitia, Tecnoldgico de Monterrey, Campus Estado de México, Centro de Desarrollo de
Tecnologias de Informacién y Electréonica. His interests are in databases, using technology for competitive
advantages, as well as other areas. He serves as the director of the Development Center for Technology and
Information.

Copyright © 2008 by the Association for Information Systems. Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part
of this work for personal or classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed for
profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and full citation on the first page. Copyright for
components of this work owned by others than the Association for Information Systems must be honored.
Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, to republish, to post on servers, or to redistribute to lists
requires prior specific permission and/or fee. Request permission to publish from: AIS Administrative Office, P.O.
Box 2712 Atlanta, GA, 30301-2712 Attn: Reprints or via e-mail from ais@aisnet.org

Volume 24 L] ® Article 1



mailto:ais@gsu.edu

nmm&_u

nications of the I
ssociation for nformat

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
Joey F. George
Florida State University

AlS SENIOR EDITORIAL BOARD

ion S}-'stcms

ISSN: 1529-3181

Guy Fitzgerald
Vice President Publications
Brunel University

Joey F. George
Editor, CAIS

Florida State University

Editor, JAIS

Kalle Lyytinen

Case Western Reserve University

Edward A. Stohr
Editor-at-Large
Stevens Inst. of Technology

Blake Ives

Editor, Electronic Publications

University of Houston

Paul Gray

Founding Editor, CAIS
Claremont Graduate University

CAIS ADVISORY BOARD

Gordon Davis
University of Minnesota

Ken Kraemer
Univ. of Calif. at Irvine

M. Lynne Markus
Bentley College

Richard Mason
Southern Methodist Univ.

Jay Nunamaker
University of Arizona

Henk Sol
University of Groningen

Ralph Sprague
University of Hawaii

Hugh J. Watson
University of Georgia

CAIS SENIOR EDITORS

Steve Alter
U. of San Francisco

Jane Fedorowicz
Bentley College

Jerry Luftman
Stevens Inst. of Tech.

CAIS EDITORIAL BOARD

Michel Avital
Univ of Amsterdam

Dinesh Batra
Florida International U.

Indranil Bose
University of Hong Kong

Ashley Bush
Florida State Univ.

Erran Carmel
American University

Fred Davis
U of Arkansas, Fayetteville

Gurpreet Dhillon
Virginia Commonwealth U

Evan Duggan
Univ of the West Indies

Ali Farhoomand
University of Hong Kong

Robert L. Glass
Computing Trends

Sy Goodman
Ga. Inst. of Technology

Mary Granger
George Washington U.

Ake Gronlund
University of Umea

Ruth Guthrie
California State Univ.

Juhani livari
Univ. of Oulu

K.D. Joshi
Washington St Univ.

Chuck Kacmar
University of Alabama

Michel Kalika
U. of Paris Dauphine

Claudia Loebbecke
University of Cologne

Paul Benjamin Lowry
Brigham Young Univ.

Sal March Don McCubbrey Fred Niederman Shan Ling Pan
Vanderbilt University University of Denver St. Louis University Natl. U. of Singapore
Kelly Rainer Paul Tallon Thompson Teo Craig Tyran

Auburn University Loyola College, Maryland Natl. U. of Singapore W Washington Univ.
Chelley Vician Rolf Wigand Vance Wilson Peter Wolcott

Michigan Tech Univ. U. Arkansas, Little Rock University of Toledo U. of Nebraska-Omaha
DEPARTMENTS

Global Diffusion of the Internet.

Editors: Peter Wolcott and Sy Goodman

Information Technology and Systems.
Editors: Sal March and Dinesh Batra

Papers in French
Editor: Michel Kalika

Information Systems and Healthcare

Editor: Vance Wilson

ADMINISTRATIVE PERSONNEL

James P. Tinsley
AlS Executive Director

Robert Hooker
CAIS Managing Editor
Florida State Univ.

Copyediting by Carlisle
Publishing Services

Volume 24 =

Article 1

SLUE].SJ".S UD”.DLUJDJLUI .ICJJ. UD!LD!JDSS\?’ ELH.J.D SUD”.DJ!UI"ILUUJG:)




	Communications of the Association for Information Systems
	1-2009

	AMCIS 2008 Panel Summary: Managing Student Projects - Learning from the Past
	Peggy L. Lane
	Khaled A. Alshare
	David W. Nickels
	Deborah J. Armstrong
	Guillermo Rodriguez-Abitia
	Recommended Citation


	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. FORMING GROUPS
	III. MANAGING TEAMS
	Promoting Ownership of the Project
	Promoting Communication

	IV. THE PROJECT
	Guidelines
	Deliverables
	Evaluation
	Presentation of Projects

	V. SUMMARY
	ABOUT THE AUTHORS

