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 Biggar Hedges Foundation 

Special Award in Teaching and Technology 

 
2016-2017 

 
Open to: All students who are currently enrolled in the MT program. 

Award: Ten (10) awards at $2,500 each 
Submission Deadline: March 15, 2017 (midnight) 

  
Background 
  
In 2014-2015, Beverley Biggar and Brian Hedges made a wonderful donation to the MT 
program to support the growth of excellence in meaningful technology-infused teaching in 
K through 12 education. They have very generously continued their support for this exciting 
project. 
  
Focus of the Award 
  
We are seeking submissions that describe, in detail, an example of ICT integration into 
teaching for K-12 contexts. In particular, submissions should reflect actual personal 
experience teaching with/observing the technology being used. In general, the value in the 
proposal will be measured by the degree to which the example is useful to other K-12 
teachers. 
  
The Award 
  
Each awardee will receive $2,500 and a certificate acknowledging their accomplishment 
and contribution to growth of excellence in meaningful technology-infused teaching in K 
through 12 education. Also, your submissions will appear on the MT website. 
  
 Submission Process 
  

● Complete a 5-7 page proposal (1.5 spacing, approximately 1,300 to1,500 words), 
following the guidelines below.  

● Submit your proposal to natalie.desouza@utoronto.ca no later than March 15, 2017 
(midnight). Please ensure that your document is in PDF format and does not contain 
any identifiable information (i.e., your name should be removed from all pages). 

● Submissions will be judged anonymously. Each submission will be given a number 
corresponding with your name before being added to the selection pool. 

● Students will be informed of the outcome of their submission by April 5, 2017. 
● Awards will officially be announced at the research conference on Thursday April 13, 

2017. Our sponsors will attend and personally present the awards. 
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Adjudication Process 
  

Recipients will be selected by a committee made up of OISE faculty who have an interest 
and expertise in technology integration into teaching, and may also include former MT 
graduates who are Biggar-Hedges award winners. The committee will be responsible for 
reviewing student submissions and selecting the ten recipients. 
  
Submissions that seem exceptional, but are not part of the top 10 will receive an 
honourable mention, and will be featured permanently in a Pepper view along with the 
awardees. 
  
Submission Guidelines 
  
Your proposal should include the following sections, in this order. Please use the heading 
names provided in brackets, and follow the guidelines for word count for sections 5 through 
13. 
  

1. (Title) Title of the example (catchy is good). 
 

2.   (Grade Level(s)) The grade level or range appropriate for this example. 
 
2. (Subject) The subject area or curricular focus. 
 
4.   (Big Idea and/or Overall Expectation) The Big Idea and/or Overall Expectation(s) 

that the example addresses within the Ontario curriculum. 
 
5.   (Description of the ICT) Name and brief description of the ICT (name of the app or 

platform or software or combination, where it can be found, and how it can be 
set up – it is preferred that the technology is freely accessible, as this would be of 
greater use to a larger number of teachers) -  [50 words max]. 

 
6.   (Description of the ICT Functionality) Description of what the technology does and 

how it works, including links to more information such as how-to videos. As best 
you can, try to describe the general “type” of technology this represents (e.g., 
simulation, data tracking, mapping, productivity, drill and practice, audio/video, 
drawing, survey/quizzing, gaming, programming, etc.) – [100 words max]. 

 
7.   (Educational Rationale) What prompted you to want to use this technology? What 

was the particular need/issue/challenge that you were trying to address through 
the use of the technology? What role did you expect the technology to play in 
terms of supporting student learning? – [150 words max] 
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8.   (Research-Supported Learning Lens) How does your example build on current 
research-informed practice? Applicants are strongly encouraged to link their 
example to one or more reports from the Capacity-Building Series and/or the 
What Works? (Research into Practice) Series, published through the Ontario 
Ministry of Education (see links to these series in the resource section). You may 
also choose to use additional scholarly resources to support your Learning Lens. 
While proposals can certainly connect with an important broader education issue 
(e.g., special education, equity and diversity, 21st century learning, student 
engagement, etc.), these in themselves do not necessarily convey how 
technology can potentially be meaningfully integrated into the classroom to 
support student learning. Therefore, the evaluation committee will be looking to 
see that your example is clearly linked to a curricular and/or pedagogical focus. 
Some examples are provided below. – [150-200 words max] 

 
Examples: 
 
How does the use of this technology potentially support one or more of the 
phases of inquiry-based learning (focus, explore, analyze, share learning) (see 
Getting Started with Student Inquiry, 2011)? 
 
How does the use of this technology potentially support language and literacy 
development (see Literacy for a Connected World, 2015)? 

 
How does the use of this technology potentially support learning in the Arts and/or 
arts-based teaching (see Cultivating Student Engagement Through Interactive Art 
Strategies, 2014)? 
 
How does this technology potentially support mathematical thinking (see Making 
Space for Students to Think Mathematically, 2015)? 
 
How does the use of this technology potentially support the development of 
positive mental health and well-being for students (see Resilient, Active and 
Flourishing, 2014)?  

 
9.   (Inclusivity) How might this technology potentially help to support the range of 

learners in your classroom (consider the range of learners you’ve worked with 
across your classroom experiences in the MT program)? Are there particular 
students who might find working with this technology to be challenging? How 
did/would you address those challenges? – [150-200 words max] 

 
10. (Detailed Description of the Example) Detailed description of the example (what 

happened – beginning, middle and end?). Imagine that you are explaining what 
to do to another teacher who plans to implement your example in their own 
classroom. Where would you place your example on the SAMR model 
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(substitution, augmentation, modification, redefinition) (see reference to SAMR in 
the resources section)? Applicants should make explicit reference to their 
example as a whole, not just to the technology itself, when deciding on where to 
place it on the SAMR model. Strong examples at the level of S and A hold as 
much weight in the evaluation process as strong examples at the level of M and 
R.  – [250-300 words max]. 

 
11. (Evidence of Learning Outcomes) What criteria did you use to evaluate the 

learning outcome(s) of the example? (In other words, how did you judge whether 
you were able to successfully support student learning – refer back to your 
rationale mentioned in #7 above). Applicants should make specific reference to 
how they assessed student learning (using assessment for, as, of learning as your 
lens). You do not necessarily need to address all three types of assessment, but 
your example should clearly align with at least one (for, as, of). – [150-200 words 
max]. 

 
12. (Considerations) What do other teachers need to consider before using this 

technology? Provide a brief description outlining any potential negative issues 
related to the proposed use of this technology and suggestions for avoiding such 
issues. In other words, what should other teachers keep in mind when using this 
technology, to help things run more smoothly? – [100 words max]. 

 
13. (Personal Professional Learning) Brief summary of your own personal professional 

learning from your example – [100 words max]. 
  
Criteria for Evaluating the Submissions 
  
Each submission will be evaluated using the following criteria: 
  

● Clarity and strength of each section (1 through 13) – incomplete/insufficient, good, 
strong, very strong. Sections 7 through 13 will carry the most weight. 

● Overall compelling-ness of the example. 
● Originality of the example (clear example of innovative thinking in teaching with 

technology). 
  
Expectations and Payout of the Award 
  
Individuals in the top 10 will be expected to complete the following steps in order to receive 
the $2,500 award: 
  
Step 1: Create a brief 1-min video, with visuals (e.g., screen capture), that will be used to 
showcase your example at the research conference on April 13. (Due by April 11, 2017) 
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Step 2: Share your example (i.e., the proposal) on the MT website. You will be given an 
opportunity to make any last minor edits (i.e., spelling, grammar) prior to submitting for the 
website. (Due by May 15, 2015) 
  
Step 3: Produce a slightly extended (3-5 minutes) video summarizing your example, with 
visuals (e.g., screen capture) that will help support the professional learning of other 
teachers. (Due by May 15, 2015) 
  
Step 4: To prepare an annotated list of 5-10 supplementary teacher resources (either that 
you have developed yourself or that are available on the web) that focus on your example 
(e.g., links to how-to videos, lesson/activity materials, links to research and/or professional 
articles, etc.). (Due by May 15, 2015) 
 
Note: All materials (copy of your proposal, video and supplementary materials) will be 
posted as a resource on the MT website.  
  
Awardees may also be invited to prepare and deliver a ‘lunch and learn’ workshop (30-45 
minutes) for MT students during the 2017-2018 academic year, focusing on your example. 
This would be considered an additional opportunity for awardees to share their example 
that goes above and beyond the expectations outlined in Steps 1 through 4 above. 
 
Questions? 
If you have questions about your application or the submission process, please email Kim 
MacKinnon at kimberley.mackinnon@utoronto.ca. 
 
Resources 
 
Elementary and Secondary curriculum documents: 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/teachers/curriculum.html 
 
Growing Success, 2010: 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/policyfunding/growSuccess.pdf  
 
Growing Success (Kindergarten Addendum), 2016: 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/policyfunding/growingsuccessaddendum.html 
 
Capacity Building Series 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/literacynumeracy/inspire/research/capacityBuilding.html 
 
Research-into-Practice Series 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/literacynumeracy/inspire/research/whatWorks.html 
 
SAMR 
https://www.osapac.ca/samr/ 
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Many Roots, Many Voices, 2005: 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/document/manyroots/ 
 
Culturally Responsive Pedagogy, 2013 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/literacynumeracy/inspire/research/CBS_ResponsivePedag
ogy.pdf 
 
Learning for All, 2013: 
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/eng/general/elemsec/speced/learning.html 
 
OTF, Teachers’ Gateway to Special Education 
http://www.teachspeced.ca/iep?q=node/3 


