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Criteria for evaluation-programme

Design and delivery

· links to other forms of professional development

· opportunities for practice and feedback

· evaluation and reflection

· sustained over time

	At a stretch this could be available alongside other materials through CEDD’s website/PD sessions – both for staff self-access and for us to work through with groups. However I think we’d prefer to use our own customised Moodle related materials & activities on this theme. Many elements e.g. the checklist in ‘starting to use your vle’, the Moodle/Blackboard videos are not very appropriate/ would need customisation to fit our situation. 




Criteria for evaluation-module

Presentation and layout

	I think the titles at the top of the screens could make it clearer where you are in a module.

I would like to have some time to play around with display options in moodle - the little I have seen suggests there are other more integrated options and since FOED staff are used to moodle, getting rid of the double navigation frame would be a high priority for us in terms of usability.

Navigation isn't right anyway - 'next page' goes to the welcome page for the following module



Branding

· Is there obvious branding? 

· How can this be achieved for elearning group in CAD?

	Yes – epigeum only. All contributors to the project should be credited more clearly. Too much emphasis on main authors (UK-based)– I would have just had a credits page with a list of all contributors, roles and their affiliations (inc. internal reviewers ( )

The easiest way I can see to add a local stamp now is by introducing it with clear description of it’s origins/explanation of how it fits/doesn’t. 




Welcome message

· Does this make sense?

· Would you change it in any way?

	Yes it makes sense but ideally I would like to change it. In general, there is a tendency to prescriptive, definitive, ‘black and white’ language and didactic dissemination models - whereas I think we want to encourage new, student-focused thinking etc. E.g. the definition of a VLE includes ‘delivery mechanism’. 
And – it’s still eurocentric - most in FOED will not know what a vle is! There is an attempt to be inclusive later on but not until we are past the introduction and learning outcomes etc. and it feels like an add-on.




Learning outcomes/objectives/goals

· Are these clearly stated, challenging yet achievable (realistic)?

· Are the objectives followed through in the content?

· Are these linked to the assessment strategies?

· How realistic and useful are the time estimates on every page?

	Time estimates not always useful

I don’t really think so – I think the best way to learn to use a ‘vle’ is to use one, and see good examples. Being told that there are tools for communication doesn’t help someone who doesn’t know where to start using them. (This section did not display properly)

There is a lot about accessibility which is disproportionate to the stated learning objectives




Multimedia 

· Are the multimedia elements (graphics, audio, video, Flash objects) of acceptable quality?

· Are these accessible?

	They are ok but not always relevant to our situation




Navigation

· Is the navigational structure well defined?

· Is there a site map?

· Are users clear of their current location within the module with regards to the rest of the content?

· Is there information on how the system works?

	I don’t think it is very clear, especially in a double frame.

There are too many elements, and the next and previous buttons don’t work. Suddenly there are nested pages after many sections without.




Content structure 

Introduction to the topic

· Is there sufficient coverage?

· Does the introduction make the content explicit to the reader?

	ok




Sequencing

· Is the content correctly sequenced i.e. subtopics flow seamlessly?

· Is there a logical sequence of activities?

· Is the user well oriented to the content (e.g. clear guidelines of what can be found where)? 

· Is there repetition of content? How much is acceptable?

	Not really




Multimedia

· Are the multimedia elements included for a clear purpose/or meet a need? If not, then please identify the ones you would delete/edit or replace to lift the quality of the content?

· Are these accessible?

	Ok on the whole




Assessment 

· Are these clearly linked to the objectives?

· Are assessment strategies appropriate for the target audience (academics and course developers)

· Do the types of assessment meet the criteria and are reflective of the achievement of objectives

	


Interactivity

· What are the different types of interactivity?

· Are the interaction strategies relevant and useful?

· What is the system response to user input like?

	Videos with note-taking option. Clicking different hotspots. Drag & drop. I don’t always agree with the results!




Relevance

· Is the content reflective of the context in which it will be used?

· Are there local examples and case studies?

	Absolutely not always at all

No




Currency

· changes to the information

· dynamic content

Other issues (If possible)

· Identify/contribute case studies for relevant modules

· Identify possible participants and collaborators

	I think that we would want to use our own Moodle screenshots etc and there are many details that are not accurate in our situation. Some sections might be used in workshops.




Overall comments and suggestions

Would you (tick appropriate)

· Use

· Recommend

· Endorse

 these materials for elearning professional development?

If not, then:

What is necessary to make it suitable for use in your context?

What changes would you make to ensure quality content and presentation for UoA use?

	Could use bits of this module but not all as it is, as previously explained.




