Minerva – Quest for Learning Project

Study and Learning Skills Module Sub-Group Meeting
Monday, 15 March 2004 at 14 Upper Mount Street

Present:

	John MacNamee (chair)
	FAS-Net College

	Pat Hoey
	DIT, Disability Service

	Jessica Amberson
	UCC, Disability Service

	Elaine O’Donoghue
	FAS-Net College

	Kevin O’Rourke
	DIT, Learning Technology Team

	Ann Heelan
	AHEAD

	Fiona Brennan
	AHEAD


	1.00
	Apologies



	.


	Apologies were received from Olive O’Connor and David Muldoon

	2.00
	Presentation by FAS – Net College 


	
	John MacNamee demonstrated the learning and study module delivered by FAS – Net College.  He described the different topics the content was grouped by and how students could navigate through the content.  He also explained the pedagogical approach and how tasks had been designed to encourage students to engage with the subject.  
 

	3.00
	Presentation by DIT – Learning Technology Team


	
	Kevin O’Rourke demonstrated the DIT study skills site to the group.  The group saw how the content was organised into different topics.  He also drew the group’s attention to the links to other sites with additional resources that students might find helpful, like the VARK system of learning styles available through the University of Hawaii’s web site.
 

	4.00
	Next Steps


	
	There was a discussion about the benefits of providing a developed learning / study skills module to first year students and how it could form one element of an induction or orientation programme for students new to third level education and institutions.

The group looked at a range of other sites to get a flavour of what was already available in terms of study and learning material and to see how other sites approached accessibility issues. 
It was agreed that the group needed to become better informed about current practice regarding accessibility issues and the internet.  It was agreed that Barry Mullen from D.C.U., who has expertise in the field, would be invited to the next meeting. 
It was agreed that the group needed to consider what impact making a site accessible to different groups has on quality of content, quality of e-learning programme, pedagogical approach and cost.

It was suggested that trying to accommodate everyone might lead to poor pedagogy, but this needed to be investigated and documented. 
It was noted that both the DIT site and the FAS Net-College site did not include the following topics:

Examinations

Presentations

Practical Lab work / experiments

Links to Mind Mapping tools
It was agreed that people with more sever issues should be encouraged to seek professional help.
There was a discussion about the problem of accommodating the conflicting needs of people with visual disability and people with specific learning difficulties.  It was suggested that the content could be displayed differently in different sections on the website and that people could be directed appropriately according to their requirements.  It was reported that some communities found it offensive to be directed to “special” sites and not catered for within the mainstream.  It was suggested that wording like “to customise this page to make it more accessible you can do the following….” could be used to make it less offence.  It was agreed that this would should be researched and documented.
There was a debate about whether the project should aim for WC2 compliance or WC3 compliance and the cost / benefits of both course of action.  It was agreed that the project needed more information before making a decision.

It was suggested that an audit of accessibility tools be carried out to include information about varies systems i.e. BOBBY.  Also, it was agreed that some work should be done investigating what standards currently exist and an evaluation of current sites including the DIT and FAS Net-College site, in terms of: content, pedagogical approach and accessibility issues.  An evaluation would need to include reference to impact of interactivity on accessibility, and accessibility on best value.  Information should also be gathered on the Universal design process.   
The group agreed the importance of including students with disabilities in the research, development and evaluation processes.  It was also noted that a designer should be included in the process as soon as possible. 
Kevin O’Rourke agreed to contact people who designed web sites that are accessible, for instance the government’s Oasis web site, to gain from their experience and understanding of the issues. 



	5.00
	Any Other Business


	
	Fiona Brennan circulated pro-forma for partners to record work spent on the project and in particular to record match funding.  It was agreed that partners would endeavour to record activity on a monthly basis, with Fiona sending out reminders regularly.
 

	6.00
	Next Meeting


	
	Fiona Brennan agreed to arrange the next meeting, as soon as possible, to include Barry McMullen from D.C.U.



Actions:
	Task
	Responsible Partner
	Deadline

	Review / Evaluation of study / learning skills material already available electronically.

Identify current and leading theory / methodology in ODL and e-learning (i.e. who is currently leading the debate in ODL and e-learning and what are their ideas).
Identify standards for design and development of e-learning programmes.

Review study / learning skills material already available electronically, inc. DIT and FAS Net-college material.

Refer to consultation exercise currently undertaken by partners.
Evaluate DIT and FAS Net-College material in light of the above information.


	
	

	Research approach / methodology to accessibility issues
Identify and review a range of web sites that advertise or claim to be accessible.

Contact designers of web sites that advertise or claim to be accessible, to glean experience and knowledge.

Identify, compare, and evaluate standards that may exist in relation to design and development of accessible web sites.
Meet with partners in Plymouth, to review assistive technology and other issues related to accessibility.

	KO
KO

FB to arrange
	

	Carry out impact assessment of accessibility on:
Quality of content

Quality of e-learning programme

Pedagogical approach

Cost


	
	

	Arrange next meeting, invite Barry McMullen of D.C.U.

	FB
	


