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This research analyzed the group work of students In an e-learning course “Instructional Design I” at an nllne graduate chool and
s i

L £YNC/MI] =

examined ﬂ()W to |mp|ement Lol L ETTBC[IVEIy T ne ana|y3|s of the proposals for euucauonal materials

‘ L‘

prepared a checklist to help them to improve their group work and mcorporated It Into the course.
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Instructional Design. which implies that their group work did not help them to improve their proposals enough.

= The authors conducted an analysis on the 2009 course.




Instructional Design (ID) represents the processes of instructional material development ,...and a framework for the final instructional
product so as to improve the effectiveness and appeal of the learning resources. (Suzuki et al., 2004)
CSCL stands for Computer-Supported Cooperative/Collaborative Learning.

Analysis on their proposals and BBS Retrospective Interviews

 The comparlison between the draft and the revised proposals  The first author Interviewed five of the students to know
showed that some parts of their proposals were improved fairly whether her detection was right, and to collect information on
through their group work but other parts were not improved at all: what happened and what they thought In their group work and
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the most difficult tasks for them. e The intervie result also showed that they had difficulty in

 The first author read the discussion on the online message board realizing their own misunderstandings or In pointing out the
and tried to detect whose and which part of the messaaes trigaered other r group m members’ mistakes.
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their revisions and contributed to thelr improvements.
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