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I. Introduction
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0. Method
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» 3P(Presage-Process-Product) Model of teaching and learning process (Biggis, 1993)

» Approach to Teaching Framework (Prosser and Trigwell, 1997)
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{
- approaches to teaching, their teaching context, influences on their

design practice, supports used during their design process
- (1) the design of new unit (2) the redesign of existing unit




0. Method

M Ty
2t2to| QIE|R CIO|EZPE HLHOZ ofu|o] A ma YT
£|x 0| AES FHE Dl HEH Sof el Hmst: * 7749 hierarchy FHEf| L2 2 A4

*

> mx Ok it 1z

mu X rr N
|
>

Context, Teaching Approach, Design Context, Online Learning, Process, Design Influences and Support
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III. Result

= New unit design(30F)
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= Existing unit redesign(30Y)
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III. Result

@ The starting point depended on the nature of the design problem
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III. Result

@ The starting point depended on the nature of the design problem

= Existing unit redesign(30%)
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III. Result

@ Design moved from broad consideration to specific detail

* New unit design
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III. Result

@ Design moved from broad consideration to specific detail

= Existing unit redesign
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III. Result

® Design occurred before, during, and after a unit's implementation
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IV. Discussion

Initial stage Design actvities Timing

Broad design - Unit framework

B=gim with . Tk scope of :
Designing a new unit outoomes —m learning |
g 9 ar cortent outcomes GD:ItErIt _________ N :
I i
& ] |
o assessment ideas for :
Familiarization activities !

strategy ‘"“x-._
. - !
Mot previously — / | Pre-sassian

taught {anticipating new
| cohort)

Re-designing Rafloct Ade/Adjust cetall
an existing unit
Chesk alignment/Adjust framework

Previously
taught ¥

4 Modify

\‘ Specific design - Unit detail I '
i ' :
E Assessment scheduling & description During sessian !
H _ [adaptive 1
' Update dates & timetable changes !
. respanding to i
; Content resources current cohort) :
i i i
! Activity descriptions I i
e R o

Post-session
(reflection on
B L L e L ] current cohort  --------------mmmmmmmmm oo ms
and antlcipation
al next cohorl)

Fig. 1 A descriptive model of university teachers’ design processes
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» Limitation and further work
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V. Conclusion
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