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APPENDIX A. Questionnaire (study 1) 

 
More and more educational resources are being developed by teachers across the globe. 

Sharing and reusing (educational) materials within our institute, but also in close collaboration 

with other institutes, can be helpful when designing and teaching education. We would like 

to gain insights into the extent that sharing resources with others is already happening. And 

more specifically, we are also interested in your opinion on the use of resources created by 

others.  

 

With the results we will determine how we can support the sharing and reuse of educational 

materials within our institute. We would therefore greatly appreciate it if you would fill in this 

questionnaire. This survey takes about 5 minutes to complete. 

 

The main results will be shared within your school 6 weeks after the closing date of this 

questionnaire. 

 

 
 

What do you know about this logo?  

 
 

o I’ve never seen it   

o I’ve seen it but I don’t know what it means   

o I’ve seen it and I know what it means   

 

 
 

The logo you have just seen is a Creative Commons license and is often used to indicate 

what rights you have as a user when (re)using Open Educational Resources.    

   

Are you familiar with the term Open Educational Resources?  

o No, I’m not familiar with Open Educational Resources   

o I have heard of OER   

o Yes, I’m familiar with Open Educational Resources   

 

 

Display these questions: If answer on previous question is (2) or (3) 

 

Have you used open educational resources in the past academic year?  

o Yes   

o No   

o I don’t know   

 

Did you share your own educational resources with colleagues in the past academic year?  

(inside and/or outside the institute) 

o Yes   

o No   
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Display this question: If answer on previous question is Yes 

 

How did you share these resources with your colleagues?  

o Without any kind of rights   

o With copyright for me   

o With copyright for the institution   

o With an open license   

o Other, namely …………. 

 

 
 

Below are 10 statements on the use of open educational resources in education. You will be 

asked to indicate to what extent you agree or disagree with the statements.  

    

But first to clarify, OER are learning, teaching and research materials that reside in the public 

domain or are under copyright but have been shared with an open license. It permits no-cost 

access, re-use, re-purpose, adaptation and redistribution by others. 

[image with an example of an OER, including creative commons logo] 

 

On a scale of 1 = strongly disagree to 5 = strongly agree    

1.  The (re)use of OER saves time  

2.  I know where I can search for OER  

3.  I have sufficient expertise to assess the quality of OER 

4.  It is difficult to find OER of sufficient quality 

5.  I rather use OER which are recommended by someone I know and trust 

6.  I rather use OER by an author or institution with a good reputation   

7.  It is quite easy to adapt OER so that it meets my requirements 

8.  I wonder if I have enough skills to use OER effectively 

9.  I have sufficient knowledge to implement OER in my curriculum 

10.  I think I can learn to use OER fairly quickly 

 

 
 

To conclude, we ask you to indicate which, if any, of the following types of educational 

resources you have used last academic year.  Choose a frequency between  1 = never (not 

all all) to 5 = often (at least several times a month) in the first column. Indicate the origin(s) 

of these resources in the second column. Options of origin include publisher, self-

developed, colleagues, internet, open license (e.g. Creative Commons), or commercial. 

Multiple options are possible.    
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 Type of resources   

Frequency of use 

(on scale 1 to 5) 

Origin resources 

(selection from 

options) 

Pictures, photos, 

infographics  

  

Presentations    

Video or audio fragments    

Assessments    

‘Knowledge clips’    

Rubrics    

Peer-feedback    

Portfolios    

Lectures    

Elements of a course   

Whole course    

E-books    

Data sets    

(Educative) games or 

simulations  

  

Other, namely    

   

 
 

We finally, ask for some demographic data. 

 

How much teaching experience do you have in higher education? 

o 0-2 year   

o 3-5 year   

o 6-10 year   

o 10 year   

 

What is your age? 

o ≤ 25 year   

o 26-35 year   

o 36-45 year   

o 46-55 year   

o 55 year   

 

What is you gender? 

o Man   

o Woman   

o Other   
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APPENDIX B. Overview of OER for each subject that were assessed (study 2) 
 

 

 

  

S
u

b
je

c
t 

N
o
 

T
yp

e
 

T
it
le

 
P

ro
v
id

e
r 

L
in

k
 

B
u

si
n

e
ss

 

A
n

a
ly

ti
c
s 

(B
A

) 

1
 

O
T
 

In
tr

o
d

u
c
to

ry
 B

u
si

n
e
ss

 S
ta

ti
st

ic
s 

O
p

e
n

S
ta

x 
h

tt
p

s:
//

o
p

e
n

st
a

x
.o

rg
/d

e
ta

ils
/b

o
o

k
s/

in
tr

o
d

u
c

to
ry

-b
u

si
n

e
ss

-s
ta

ti
st

ic
s 

2
 

O
O

C
 

O
p

e
n

 a
n
d

 P
e
rs

o
n

a
liz

e
d

 S
ta

ti
st

ic
s 

E
d

u
c
a
ti
o
n
 

U
tr

e
c
h

t 
U

n
iv

e
rs

it
y 

h
tt

p
s:

//
w

w
w

.u
u

.n
l/
o

n
d

e
rw

ijs
/o

p
e

n
-e

n
-

g
e

p
e

rs
o

n
a

lis
e

e
rd

-

st
a

ti
st

ie
k
o

n
d

e
rw

ijs
/l
e

sm
a

te
ri

a
a
l 

3
 

O
T
 

B
e
g

in
n

in
g

 E
xc

e
l 

O
p

e
n

 O
re

g
o

n
 E

d
u

c
a
ti
o

n
a

l 

R
e
so

u
rc

e
s 

h
tt

p
s:

//
o

p
e

n
o

re
g

o
n

.p
re

ss
b

o
o

k
s.

p
u

b
/b

e
g

in
n

in
g

e
x
c
e

l 

4
 

O
C

W
 

D
a
ta

 A
n

a
ly

si
s:

 T
a
k
e
 it

 t
o

 t
h

e
 M

A
X
 

T
U

 D
e
lft

 O
p

e
n

C
o
u

rs
e
W

a
re

 
h

tt
p

s:
//

o
c

w
.t

u
d

e
lft

.n
l/
c

o
u

rs
e

s/
d

a
ta

-

a
n

a
ly

si
s
-t

a
k
e

-i
t-

to
-t

h
e

-m
a
x/

 

In
te

rc
u

lt
u

ra
l 

C
o

m
m

u
n

ic
a
ti
o

n
 

(I
C

) 

1
 

O
C

W
 

P
ro

fe
ss

io
n

a
l C

o
m

m
u
n

ic
a
ti
o

n
 

O
ld

s 
C

o
lle

g
e

 in
 c

o
lla

b
o

ra
ti
o

n
 w

it
h
 

th
e

 G
o
v
e
rn

m
e
n

t 
o

f 
A

lb
e
rt

a
 

h
tt

p
:/

/w
w

w
.p

ro
c

o
m

o
e

r.
o

rg
/ 

2
 

O
T
 

In
te

rc
u

lt
u

ra
l L

e
a
rn

in
g

. 
C

ri
ti
c
a

l p
re

p
a
ra

ti
o

n
 

fo
r 

in
te

rn
a

ti
o

n
a

l s
tu

d
e

n
t 

tr
a
v
e
l 

U
n

iv
e
rs

it
y 

o
f 
T

e
c
h

n
o

lo
g

y 
S

yd
n

e
y 

h
tt

p
s:

//
e

p
re

ss
.l
ib

.u
ts

.e
d

u
.a

u
/b

o
o

k
s/

in
te

rc
u

lt

u
ra

l-
le

a
rn

in
g
 

3
 

O
O

C
 

E
n

g
lis

h
 f
o
r 

M
e
d

ia
 L

it
e
ra

c
y
 

U
n

iv
e
rs

it
y 

o
f 
P

e
n
n

sy
lv

a
n

ia
 

h
tt

p
s:

//
w

w
w

.c
o

u
rs

e
ra

.o
rg

/l
e

a
rn

/m
e
d

ia
?
si

te
I

D
=

S
A

yY
sT

vL
iG

Q
-

Y
F

.e
V

w
.f

P
0

M
yT

ilN
9

z6
6

v
A

&
u

tm
 

_
c
o

n
te

n
t=

1
0

&
u

tm
_
m

e
d

iu
m

=
p

a
rt

n
e

rs
&

u
tm

_
so

u
rc

e
=

lin
k
sh

a
re

&
u

tm
_
c

a
m

p
a

ig
n

=
S

A
yY

s

T
v
L

iG
Q

 

R
e
se

a
rc

h
 

M
e
th

o
d

s 
(R

M
) 

1
 

O
O

C
 

O
p

e
n

 a
n
d

 P
e
rs

o
n

a
liz

e
d

 S
ta

ti
st

ic
s 

E
d

u
c
a
ti
o
n
 

U
tr

e
c
h

t 
U

n
iv

e
rs

it
y 

h
tt

p
s:

//
w

w
w

.u
u

.n
l/
o

n
d

e
rw

ijs
/o

p
e

n
-e

n
-

g
e

p
e

rs
o

n
a

lis
e

e
rd

-

st
a

ti
st

ie
k
o

n
d

e
rw

ijs
/l
e

sm
a

te
ri

a
a
l 

2
 

O
T
 

C
h

o
o

si
n

g
 &

 U
si

n
g

 S
o

u
rc

e
s:

 A
 G

u
id

e
 t

o
 

A
c
a

d
e
m

ic
 R

e
se

a
rc

h
 

O
h

io
 S

ta
te

 U
n

iv
e
rs

it
y 

L
ib

ra
ri

e
s
 

h
tt

p
s:

//
o

p
e

n
.u

m
n

.e
d

u
/o

p
e

n
te

xt
b

o
o

k
s/

B
o

o
k

D
e

ta
il.

a
sp

x
?
b

o
o

k
Id

=
3

3
3
 

3
 

O
C

W
 

V
id

e
o

s 
o

f 
Q

u
a

lit
a
ti
v
e
 R

e
se

a
rc

h
 M

e
th

o
d

s
 

U
n

iv
e
rs

it
y 

o
f 
A

m
st

e
rd

a
m

 
h

tt
p

s:
//

w
w

w
.c

o
u

rs
e

ra
.o

rg
/l
e

a
rn

/q
u

a
lit

a
ti
v
e
-

m
e

th
o

d
s/

h
o

m
e

/w
e

lc
o

m
e
 

4
 

O
T
 

In
tr

o
d

u
c
to

ry
 S

ta
ti
st

ic
s
 

O
p

e
n

S
ta

x 
h

tt
p

s:
//

c
n

x
.o

rg
/c

o
n

te
n
ts

/M
B

iU
Q

m
m

Y
@

2
0

.

1
:2

T
3

4
_
2

5
K

@
1

1
/I
n

tr
o

d
u

c
ti
o

n
 

 

https://openstax.org/details/books/introduc
https://www.uu.nl/onderwijs/open-en-
https://openoregon.pressbooks.pub/beginn
https://ocw.tudelft.nl/courses/data-
http://www.procomoer.org/
https://epress.lib.uts.edu.au/books/intercult
https://www.coursera.org/learn/media?siteI
https://www.uu.nl/onderwijs/open-en-
https://open.umn.edu/opentextbooks/Book
https://www.coursera.org/learn/qualitative-
https://cnx.org/contents/MBiUQmmY


607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas
Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023 PDF page: 170PDF page: 170PDF page: 170PDF page: 170

Appendices 

170 
 

APPENDIX C. Context in which the brokers are operating (study 3) 

 
To foster the transition from the historical system to the desired system, a temporary activity 

system was set up to achieve sharing and reuse of OER within an active professional 

community of teachers across institutes. In this appendix, we provide a detailed account of 

this temporary activity system in which the brokers (subject) were operating.  

 

Object and Outcome 

The object ‘refers to the “raw material” or ”problem space” at which the activity is directed’ 

(Engeström & Sannino, 2010, p. 6). The object of the temporary activity system was: (a) to 

expand involvement in the sharing and reuse of high-quality OER and participation in the 

online community to teachers across all 15 institutes; and (b) to create structures and 

conditions to foster the sustainability of the collaboration after the project period. This should 

ultimately lead to the outcome of high-quality education.  

 

Instruments 

The brokers used mediating instruments to achieve the object. An OER repository was made 

available for which a subject vocabulary was developed so that searching, finding and 

uploading would take place under standardized and recognizable terms. If OER met the 

requirements as outlined in the quality model, a quality label was given as a seal of approval. 

This made it easier for teachers to quickly find the right materials of guaranteed quality. In 

addition to the repository, an online professional community was available for teachers. The 

aim of this community was to provide teachers with the opportunity to connect, discuss OER 

and practices or identify the need for new OER. New OER were created by the core institutes 

based on teachers’ needs.  To raise awareness of both the repository and the online 

community, PR resources were available. Additionally, professional development activities 

took place, since creating, sharing and using OER entails expanding the traditional role of 

teachers.  

 

Rules 

The rules refer to the explicit and implicit regulations and standards that constrain actions 

(Engeström & Sannino, 2010). Several rules were imposed in this project and all institutes 

committed to follow them when agreeing to participate in the project: 

 

• A quality model had been developed and adopted. This model provided teachers 

with guidelines to optimize the quality of their own resources while it also provided 

them with the confidence that the OER in the repository were of high quality.  

• A total of 1900 OER would be shared in the repository, all described in accordance 

with the quality model. Resources did not necessarily have to originate from the 

institutes, OER from third parties were shared as well (referatory).   

• All resources were to be shared under a Creative Commons license.  

• A total of 40 new OER would be developed by the core institutes. Objectives were 

for two or more institutes to co-create new OER by remixing with existing OER if 

possible.   

• The aim was to realize an active community of practice in which approximately 500 

teachers would take part.  

• Frequent evaluation moments took place through process reports to discuss 

progress and possible issues within the institutes. 
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Community 

The community is defined as consisting of all involved who share the same object. The 

potential community of this activity system consisted of all (approximately 2500) teachers 

within the 15 institutes. The institutes are united under the umbrella of the National 

Consultation on Nursing Education (LOOV). Collaboration was sought with the professional 

nursing association. Towards the end of the project, healthcare professionals were approved 

to participate to create interaction between institutes and the healthcare profession. 

 

Division of labour 

Division of labour relates to the ‘horizontal division of tasks and vertical division of power and 

status’ (Engeström & Sannino, 2010, p. 6). The activity was organized according to the 

division of labour distributed across all 15 institutes, although the core institutes had more 

responsibilities than the project institutes. Within the institutes, management had given their 

commitment to the project. The brokers acted as the link between the project system and 

the institute. The project manager had the coordinating role in the project by monitoring 

progress and disseminating knowledge. The project was overseen by a steering committee 

which could intervene if progress within an institute stalled. Quality assessors assessed the 

OER in the repository on the indicators of the quality model and, if the OER complied with 

them, awarded a seal of approval. A community coordinator was assigned with tasks related 

to community management. Teachers were supported by support staff (e.g. library, ICT or 

educational support).  
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APPENDIX E. Questionnaire (study 4) 
 
The project Together Nursing is, officially, coming to an end. A festive online wrap-up will 

take place on October the 30th. Through this questionnaire we want to evaluate how and to 

what extent the products developed in this project, namely Wikiwijs and the online community 

hbovpk.nl, are used by teachers. Completing the questionnaire will take a maximum of 10 

minutes. Once the results are known they will be shared within the community.    

 

 

 

 

What is your age? 

o <26 years   

o 26-35 years   

o 36-45 years   

o 46-55 years   

o >55 years   

 

What is your gender? 

o Male   

o Female   

o Other / I prefer not to disclose  

 

How many years have you been working in higher education? 

o 0-2 years   

o 3-5 years   

o 6-10 years   

o >10 years  

 

 

 

 

Did you ever made use of the OER repository? 

[image of OER repository visible] 

o Yes   

o No   

o I don’t know   

 

 

 

 

Display these questions: If answer on previous question is Yes 

 

How would you characterize your usage of the OER repository? 

Scale of 1 = very occasionally to 5 = very frequently 

 

  

https://hbovpk.nl/
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Please indicate to what extent you disagree or agree with the following statements 

concerning the OER repository Wikiwijs hbo vpk. 

 

Scale of 1 = strongly disagree to 5 = strongly agree  

1. I know the conditions under which I may reuse resources from [the repository] in 

my own teaching 

2. In [the repository] I can find resources that are relevant 

3. In [the repository] I can find resources of good quality  

4. I know how to search for resources in [the repository] 

5. I use the quality mark to determine the quality of resources in [the repository]  

6. I plan to (continue to) use resources from [the repository] in the future 

 

How often did you use or share resources? 

Scale of 1 = never to 5 = very often 

 

1. I have shared resources in [the repository] or arranged for them to be shared (e.g. 

by the library) 

2. I have used resources of [the repository] in my own education without making 

adjustments to them 

3. I have used resources of [the repository] in my own education with making 

adjustments to them 

 

Can you give an example how the [OER repository] has influenced your work? What did 

you gain through your engagement with the [OER repository?]  

[open-ended] 

 

 
 

Display this question: If answer on question ‘did you ever made use of the OER repository’ 

is No 

 

Can you indicate why you are not using [the OER repository]? Multiple answers are 

possible. 

        ▢ I have not looked into it yet   

        ▢ I have no need for other educational resources   

        ▢ I find the quality of the resources unsatisfactory   

        ▢ The resources are not suitable for my teaching   

        ▢ It takes too much time to search for relevant resources   

        ▢ I prefer not to share my educational resources publicly  

        ▢ I don’t know how to make my own resources appropriate for public sharing  

 

Other answer? Please enter it here.  

[open-ended] 

 

 

Did you ever made use of the online community? 

[image of online community visible] 

o Yes 

o No 

o I don’t know 

 



607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas607250-L-sub01-bw-Baas
Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023Processed on: 24-8-2023 PDF page: 177PDF page: 177PDF page: 177PDF page: 177

Appendices 

177 

 

Display these questions: If answer on previous question is Yes 

 

How would you characterize your usage of the online community? 

Scale of 1 = very occasionally to 5 = very frequently 

 

Which activities have you undertaken in the online community? Multiple answers are 

possible.  

       ▢ I have looked around   

       ▢ I am a member of a thematic group   

       ▢ I have posted a message   

       ▢ I replied to a message   

       ▢ I have asked a #daretoask question   

       ▢ I have visited the OER marketplace   

       ▢ I connected with another member   

       ▢ I specifically looked for particular information   

       ▢ Other, namely ……..  

 

Can you give an example how the online community has influenced your work? What did 

you gain through your participation in the online community? 

[open-ended] 

 

 

 

Display this question: If answer on question ‘did you ever made use of the online 

community’ is No 

 

Can you indicate why you are not using the online community? Multiple answers are 

possible. 

▢ I have not looked into it yet   

▢ I do not see the added value compared to my current network(s)   

▢ It takes up too much time  

▢ I do not have issues, thoughts, or ideas that I want to share in the online 

community   

▢ I do not know whether I can make a valuable contribution in the online community  

▢ I am not comfortable to share issues, thoughts, or ideas in the online community  

 

Other answer? Please enter it here.  

[open-ended] 

 


