SOCRATES_Meeting1_GM, 

OnLineMath&Science, November 14-15, 2005

The meeting is started on November 14, 2005, at TUS at 9:30.

Presentation of the partners

USTL is represented by

Monique Vindevoghel, Université des sciences et technologies de Lille (USTL)

Jean-Marie Blondeau, Université des sciences et technologies de Lille (USTL)

UP is represented by

Eric Olivier, Université de Provence (UP)

Note: Absence of Christian Blanvillain, Université de Provence (UP), is acknowledged

ULB is represented by

Atika Cohen, Université Libre de Bruxelles (ULB)

Guy Mélard, Université Libre de Bruxelles (ULB)

UTCM is represented by

Ilonka Seikova, Université de technologie  chimique et métallurgie (UTCM)

UNED is represented by

Catalina Martínez Mediano, Universidad nacional de educación a distancia (UNED)

TUS is represented by

Slavka Tzanova, Université technique de Sofia (UTS)

Presentation of the project by Slavka

The four axes of the project are:

- On-line environment & courses

- Alternative assessment

- Training teachers

- Setting up a comparative analysis

See Slavka’s presentation for: 
· Expected output

· Report on the need analysis

· OnLineMath&Science with training modules

· OnLineMath&Science

· Innovative testing

· Support system of advisors/coaches

· Report on the findings

Catalina specifies this is the opportunity to develop questionnaires and achievement tests.

· Pilot tests

Catalina adds the precision that these tests should bear on minimum 30 students in each group in order to provide better statistical tests; otherwise non-parametric tests can be used.

· Flowchart of project activities

Meetings

See Slavka presentation

It is already suggested to change the agenda and to hold the course developers meeting in January 2006 instead of April 2006.

[Finally the date proposed is February 3, 2006 for a training course in Lille, and February 4, 2006, for a meeting or training on Foreva] 

Monique

To questions about Université en Ligne, Monique answers that the environment and the courses can be used free of charge. This is not really interesting for the project since it is not intended to use it as it is, but rather to adapt and modify it, perhaps very deeply. Then she specifies that it is also possible for the project partners to sign an agreement with the editor in order download the product. In that case, of course, it is not for sale or even public use on a web site but it is restricted to a subset of users defined by the partners with some security measures (i.e. with a login and a password).

To develop courses, Monique suggests to licence Scenari Sup from Université de Compiègne which allows to produce an XML version of a course. Among the facilities, there are copy/paste editing, and tags (technical but also pedagogical, e.g. include several levels for a course).

Suggestion: first translate in XML and then translate in Bulgarian. Translation will be more difficult in the present version.

Ilonka:

Has new modules in mind. These should be modules to level up knowledge of the students (“mise à niveau”). This would facilitate the transition between secondary schools and the university.

Eric

Answers about ForEva. ForEva is not like Université en Ligne but is aimed at the same objective in a different way. Of course batteries of questions (“ateliers”) may be inserted as a part of the project.

But he warns that the on-line treatment is very different.

The concept is based on a project: first try to solve exercises then go and ask for help.

He also warns that creation of contents in ForEva is a long, painful procedure.

June 2006 would be good for transmitting more information to partners.

[Later, it was asked to do that earlier so that development can also start earlier]

Monique

Informs that the need to translate a course from Université en Ligne to Bulgarian requires practically an XML version of the course. To transform the 1200 hours of lessons to XML files requires two years for one person. This is not possible within this project. Development of a new course takes time. For example, in another project, 600000 EUR were necessary for one module.

Guy

Shows his presentation prepared with Atika except the pages for problems to be discussed (see Guy’s presentation).

Monique & Jean-Marie

Make a quick demonstration of Université en Ligne. They show the personal space and the virtual groups. They show how files can be downloaded and how to use the forum. 

Multiple answer questions are automatically corrected but presently the questions have to be processed by the working team. 
Presently there is a manual creation of a virtual space for those who are not students at a participating university. Tasks are progressively put on line either manually or automatically (according to a schedule). For students, date of last connection to the portal and teacher contacted are available.  
No executable program can be downloaded (except if inside a compressed file).

There are presently problems with formulas (math & chemistry) in the forum.

Graphical tablets are recommended for that purpose. Forum works well but needs to be moderated. 

Eric

Rejoins about a forum in general. It works well when it is concerned with an homework or if there is an interest for students on a specific problem.

What are the good ways to be more efficient?

The main problem is with colleagues who don’t want to be disturbed by students.

Ilonka

The ECTS system assumes that 50% of personal work but it needs to be understood that the workload of a teacher should take care of this. Is it the case?

Eric

Presents ForEva. The address is:

http://forevaup.up.univ-mrs.fr
He creates a “Groupe” demo, with “Clé d’accès” forevanet and “user” Atika.cohen.

We have to define a group instead of demo: e.g. adaptationSofia

He shows “Demo art et science”. Eric put it on line but he is not the author. Access rights are defined (they can be parametrised using the teacher access).

Note a bug when Atika put two answers on the same line which should have been forbidden.

Pressing on the suitable button adds an answer. The buttons are located on the bottom line of the window (which is an annoyance when working at a low resolution, as could be seen on the portable computers used). Note that part of the interface (menu) is in French, and part is in English (buttons).

Slavka

Is there a way to provide a feedback?

Eric

No. It is not possible but when needed some help on course material is offered. 

Gives a demonstration as a student. He shows a profile. 

Show a trigonometry example, with more details on the different windows on the screen

1) instructions

2) items

3) typical answer with several spaces to insert the items.

Students have no right to author’s answer but they get the note for each line.

It is necessary to have a high number of combinations of items so that no strategy is possible. 

He shows the example of geometry with angles on a circle which includes an animation.

Jean-Marie

What about different possible answers?

Eric

This is an active learning environment. But only a single complete demonstration of mathematical property can be considered, not an alternative demonstration.

He expresses his feeling that developing a whole proof is not feasible.

The main advantage of the product is to increase the workload of students but also to reduce the workload of a teacher.

He says that additional pedagogical aspects made by Jean-Paul Coste are not as well accepted by teachers at Marseilles and require more work for the teacher

“Connaissances et competences” is provided within the system but encoding the competence is very difficult, requires more development time and is rarely used presently.

Monique

No preformatting is necessary nor acceptable in physics as it may be in mathematics.

Analysis of competence was very well received in Lille when Jean-Paul Coste made his presentation, with very good didactical projects. 

Contrarily to what happens at a secondary school, it is time at the university to go well beyond formatted solutions.

Since OnLineMath&Science is a research project, it is worth to consider these competence aspects.

Eric

Shows further how to use Foreva.

There are subgroups for the use of desynchronised evaluation.

Now he shows how to administrate the system, e.g. Atika is added to the group Enseignants_UP

He shows how to extract results from students

Lunch time

During the lunch time, the discussion has continued on ForEva. For example, it was explained that it makes use of an open-source web server Tomcat, under Linux, and on an open-source database system (the name was given but which one?).

The principle is: a template is prepared by the author and preferably widely discussed with colleagues. It is produced as a PDF file. Then, Eric extracts images, either taken from a library or extracted from the PDF file and, using a specific author system, builds the various files. The software itself runs above Java 1.4 or superior.

After lunch time, everybody is invited to register to the ForEva system. Then the discussion is open on testing the courses.

Monique

She would like to prove the impact of multimedia, using three courses being developed in the project.

Catalina

She expresses the first constraints:

- Duration more than one month

- A number of students large enough

- 20 hours or more for every student

Eric

Reacts on the proposition to propose a Test0, then let the students follow Université en ligne, then a Test1. This is not feasible immediately because a test in Foreva requires time to prepare. It is not possible to build such a test early next year.

Guy

It is not for a near future since testing is planned later in the project.

Monique

Also for Université en Ligne, we will develop the XML module by module, not all so early. It is requested to make suggestions about the order in which modules should be converted.

Guy

Since the contents of the modules are not clear, he provides a list of the chapters which are studied at Brussels for each course.

Ilonka

The course on chemistry is not enough for a school of chemistry. Moreover she says that a large scale experiment of, say, 200 students attending a traditional course, 200 following a multimedia course is not feasible at UCTM. In her opinion, the planned courses are better for putting students at the same level.

Guy

Adds that the two groups should be allocated on a random basis, not simply those who like. Also at ULB, presence at laboratories is mandatory for the courses in physics and chemistry. A student who doesn’t show may fail the course and therefore the year. 

Catalina

Presents orally the following table to clarify an adequate experimental design:

	Groups
	N
	Knowledge pretest
	Attitude questions to learn by computer
	Teaching learning method (treatment)
	Duration of the treatment
	Knowledge post-test
	Attitude
satisfaction post-test 

	Control
	>30
	Yes ‘A’
	Yes ‘B’
	Face-to-face

Traditional

technology
	20 hours (the same themes)
	Yes ‘C’
	Yes ‘D’

	Experimental
	>30
	Yes ‘A’
	Yes ‘B’
	On-line
	20 hours (the same themes)
	Yes ‘C’
	Yes ‘D’


Eric

Should we use the same modules/tests for each university?

Should the test performed within ForEva for the two groups?

A point in ForEva is considered as 2 minutes of work from a student in Foreva.

How many tests for the knowledge pre-test?

He fears that 2 hours for each module = 6 hours is too heavy and suggests possibly 1 hour instead of 2 hours.

Guy

Indicates that the pre-test and post-test should NOT be made within ForEva. Indeed ForEva is part of one the method being tested. Otherwise there will be what is called a confusion effect in the experimental design. 

Says also that using the same courses, and consequently the same tests, for each trial test is not possible. The program is too different among the universities. He may not ask a teacher of mathematics at the Dept of Economics to prepare tests for mathematicians at USTL. However, the tests will be made available.

Catalina

Agrees that the pre-test and post-test should be on paper or a more traditional method, possibly with computers but not with ForEva.

Ilonka

The fact that there are 3 different universities is important. Contents is more important than the test.

Atika

Says that 20 hours of course is enough for ULB.

Guy

Indicates that, even if the contents is not the same, each of the first-year courses bear on 6 to 10 ECTS. The course of physics in technology is indeed smaller. 

Then shows the list of problems (see Guy’s presentation)

(Nearly) all:

Ask to introduce/exploit competence in ForEva

Problem of author interface which is not clear at this stage.

Eric

No problem now to install the author’s system locally.

A conference at UP will be organised: on author’s or competence, but it seems difficult to cover both aspects.

Nearly all

Request both aspects. They say that they will not be able to decide at this time. 

If competence is really too difficult, ForEva will be used on a less sophisticated level. 

They ask to be given the interface. With their experience they don’t expect problems.

Slavka

Makes the suggestion to specify minimum and maximum programs of tests. 

We may try both, and if the most difficult part appears too complex, it can be the starting point for a future project. She has already encountered such a situation.

Atika

Try with a large scope, then in case of failure, we will go to the more pragmatic approach and reduce our ambitions.

Eric

Give me first the template for these questions. He agrees to deliver the author’s interface. But he asks that questions be put on-line for mutual use. 

He finally suggests 2 days of training + follow-up, including competence.

Guy

Asks about LDAP. In particular, does it assume a specific operating system on the server?

Eric

For less than 500 students, a LDAP can be held at UP. 

But for a local installation it requires an engineer to configure and maintain.

Atika

Probably WebCT also makes use of LDAP

Jean-Marie

LDAP is a protocol standard for an X-500 directory. We also use LDAP in USTL. LDAP is a connector of ENT. ENT = environnement numérique de travail.

Guy

Other problems (see his presentation)

Jean-Marie

Has created the forum web site

http://ustel.univ-lille1.fr/apps/portal/ustel.aspx
where he defines a virtual class. Attempts are made to connect to it but they are unsuccessful.

Slavka

We need our own forum for our students. Communication tools are planned to be developed within the project but of course not reinvent the wheel.

Jean-Marie

Informs that USTLv2 will be published soon. It will be more easy to configure with separate bricks (qcm, forum, pedago-tv, etc.).

Monique

It is of course possible to make it available to the project. There is just a problem of a delay of about 6 months.

Administrative aspects of the project 

Slavka starts a presentation on administrative aspects of the project. See her presentation and the Administrative and Financial Handbook delivered either in French or in English. 

Written agreement

Send a copy of the grant agreement

The tasks of each partner are summarised.

A very big discussion is started at this time when Guy says that it will not be possible for ULB to prepare tests to be used in Lille, simply because the level is very different. Slavka told that we should share the test and courses as it is a COMMON project. 
Several partners report also that it will be difficult to implement pre-test/post-test.

Finally, some confusion appears about the role of ForEva.

The conclusion is: every partner will fulfil the tasks mentioned in the project as well as possible. It is difficult to be much more precise since the environments in the participation universities is different, the collaboration of colleagues is requested and its level is not known yet, even the efforts needed for course development is not clear to all partners. USTL and UP will provide parts of the platform so new contents will not be requested from them. Slavka confirms that TUS will provide the collaborative environment, new contents and translations. Ilonka has been shown by Atika multiple choice questions on Université virtuelle of ULB and would be happy to use it in tests. Of course, like all other existing contents for outside the group, an authorisation will have to be asked. 

Catalina

If a true experimental design cannot be achieved, some studies can be descriptive but with more than 30 students. 

Slavka

Asks the partners to sign the agreement. Eric asks for some delay. Monique requests to ask her authorities. Guy signs but will provide later a signed version by the Rector.

The meeting is closed at 22:30. It is decided to meet shortly next day morning.

Another meeting is organised on November 15, 2005, at 9:00

Absence of Eric who has a flight at 7:00 is acknowledged.

Location: Rotasar Hotel 

It is proposed to hold training on Université en Ligne February 3, 2006, at USTL

Like promised, Jean-Marie will send a message about the forum and also provide instructions on how the partners can receive Université en Ligne on DVD and, similarly and independently, the author’s system. Of course, the fact that the partners are from public universities and without commercial use should be made clear in the message to be sent. 

It is also proposed to hold a regular meeting on February 4, 2006. 

It is also suggested to combine the training on ForEva at the same time (instead of the meeting? Or after?) 

Guy will send the minutes to Slavka so that she can edit them and possibly use them for the needs analysis.

The meeting is closed at 10:00.

