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BACKGROUND & CONTEXT
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SABIT GOALS

Fiscal Responsibility

* Allocate iCourse Fee Efficiently
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»S IN FOUR STEPS

Introduce Tool to the SABIT:

In the Spring meetings, we introduced educational technologies
to pilot within UArizona. Over the course of the semester,
students would explore these tools and watch faculty videos
on how the tool was implemented in courses.

Requests for Feedback:

We designed questionnaires with Likert scales and open-
answer feedback. These questionnaires were designed to
have students evaluate the tool based on QM standards,
such as the tool's level of accessibility.

Analyze the Data:

To utilize the student feedback, we first performed some
basic quantitative analysis on the closed questions. Then,
we separated the open-ended questions and open-coded
for themes.

Apply the Findings:

We used these themes to inform our recommendations of how
instructors integrate technology into their course, build out a

tech inventory, and inform instructor training.
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Student Advisory Board for Instructional Technology

I. iCourse Fee
A. Definition —

The iCourse Fee is applicable to any class that is fully online and is intended for students enrolled in traditional,
on-campus degree programs. As of Spring 2015, all such courses are collectively referred to as iCourses.

This fee, set at $50 per course, is allocated to support the expansion, maintenance, and enhancement of online
degree programs, specialized course clusters, and general education requirements. It also guarantees the
accessibility of these courses, along with relevant learning tools, to students in traditional, face-to-face
programs. The iCourse Fee continues to be overseen by what was formerly known as the iCourse Student
Advisory Board, now rebranded as the Student Advisory Board for Instructional Technology (SABIT).

B. Purpose —

The iCourse Fee is designed to create an online learning experienc parallels the quali a world-class
UA classroom. These fees are now overseen by its new iteration

Technology (SABIT). Through SABIT's guidance, the fees fund

high-quality online learning experiences and provide custo

support, and cutting edge electronic learning tools.

balance their schedules, meet or accelerate th
attendance needs. The fee continues to cover
beneficial for students in all locales and negates
funded by the iCourse Fee revenue.







