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The main outcome of |03

Leading partner = University of Ljubljana, Slovenia (1 september 2021 and *30 August 2022)
+ participation of all LSP-TEOC.Pro consortium members

Consistent course content blueprint of all eight LSP-TEOC.Pro modules (defined in 101 and 102):

* script and graphic model
Module 0: Introduction to LSP
Module 1: Needs analysis in LSP

* integrated materials as a model for partners

* guidelines and scripts
8 P Module 2: LSP course and syllabus design

Module 3: LSP communities, genres, and corpora
Module 4: LSP teaching skills
*28 February 2022 Module 5: LSP materials evaluation and design
Module 6: Task, project, problem-based LSP teaching/learning
Module 7: LSP assessment 2



03 (U I_) Introduction

Five phases:

1: blueprint for course/module content

2: design of the course/module content in line with the script
3: development of the peer-review evaluation instrument

4: the peer review of the modules’ content

5: the revision of the modules’ content
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1 Blueprint for course & module content

Design

UL model LSP-TEOC.pro (uni-lj.si)

 macro-structure of LSP-TEOC.Pro

* micro-structure of each module

scaffolding implementation

motivation in self-directed course

self-reflection

self-assessment and self-check


https://e-ucenje.ff.uni-lj.si/enrol/index.php?id=8978
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Macro-structure

= LSP TEOC PRO E My Courses ~ Q A& @ Mateja Dostal

A
O Introduction to the course
!I Announcements

5 MODULE 0.
INTRODUCTION TO LSP

O MODULE 1. NEEDS
ANALISES Introduction to the course
(O MODULE 2. LSP COURSE
and SYLLABUS DESIGN View Section Modules
Modules: Feedback: 3
O MODULE 3.1 LSP Progress: 0/ 3
COMMUNITIES
O MODULE 3.2
DISCIPLINARY GENRES

MODULE 0. INTRODUCTION TO LSP

O MODULE 3.3 LSP

o View Section Modules
3 MODULE 4. LSP Modules: Quizzes: 6 Files: 7
TEACHING SKILLS Progress: 0/ 6

O MODULE 5. LSP
MATERIALS EVALUATION

AND DESIGN MODULE 1. NEEDS ANALYSIS
0 MODULE6. 4 :
TASK-/PROJECT-/PROBLEM- SR BT L2
BASED LEARNING IN LSP Modules: Quizzes: 9 Files: 10 Folders: 2 Assignments: 5 Wiki: 1
Progress:0/9

O MODULE 7. LSP
ASSESSMENT
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Micro-structure (Section 1)

/ Module introduction

* Learning outcomes
* Module structure

* Estimated participant dedication time

SECTION 1: theoretical input

25% of student dedication time (+/- 5%)

Introduction

A:lnput A Videos/texts + comprehension quiz
B: Experienced LSP teacher insight B Statement on "How do you use xxx in your teaching>”
C: Self-assessment € Selected questions from Section 1 databank
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Micro-structure (Section 2)

25% of student dedication time (+/- 5%)

Introduction

A: Receptive task A Comprehension, terminology, grammar
B: Receptive and productive task B Task types from part A + productive tasks
C: Teacher cognition task € “What are your takeaways from Section 22"
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Micro structure (Section 3)

SECTION 3: LSP teacher

50% of student dedication time (+/- 5%)

Introduction
A: Lesson plan design A Design a lesson plan.
B: Teacher cognition task B "What were the main highlights of Module 3 for you>*

Module conclusion

* Learning outcomes checklist
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1 Blueprint for course & module content (Cont.)

e general guidelines
* initial inventory of ‘teacher talk’

» google doc FAQs...

Presentation (TM 3-4 Nov 2021)
+ partner suggestions

Finalizing

LSP-TEOC.pro introduction

MODULE 0: Introduction to LSP
(2 hrs)

MODULE 1: Needs analysis in LSP
(6 hrs)

MODULE 2: LSP course and syllabus design
(6 hrs)

MODULE 3: LSP communities, genres, and corpora
(10 hrs)

MODULE 4: LSP teaching skills
(6 hrs)

MODULE 5: LSP materials evaluation and design
(6 hrs)

MODULE 6: Task, project, problem-based LSP

teaching/learning

MODULE 7: LSP assessment
(6 hrs)

LSP-TEOC.pro conclusion
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2 Design of the content in line with the script

Proactive:

e 48-hour course
 8-module content
* equal workload distribution among partners (6 hours/1 M)

M [Title Student dedication time |Participating organisation

0 |Introduction to LSP 2 hrs Jade Hochschule

1 |Needs analysis in LSP 6 hrs Universidad de Cadiz

2 |LSP course and syllabus design 6 hrs University of Cukurova

3 |3.1 LSP communities 1hr Jade Hochschule
3.2 Genres 5 hrs University of Ljubljana
3.3 Corpora 4 hrs Université de Bordeaux

4 |LSP teaching skills 6 hrs SveuciliSte u Zagrebu

5 |LSP materials evaluation and design (6 hrs Universita’ di Bergamo

6 |Task-/project-/problem-based LSP |6 hrs Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu
teaching/learning

7 |LSP assessment 6 hrs Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu




3 Development of the peer-review evaluation instrument

Purpose of the instrument (co-design and usability study principles)

 collect and analyse feedback to improve course structure and content

* usability, user-friendliness, efficiency and effectiveness; engagement,
challenges, improvements, and evaluation criteria for each module.

Key activities:

draft created (AR)

reviewed (UL), revised and tested on M3.2
feedback (all consortium members)

final version




4 Peer review of course modules’ content

Course content produced by

Course content peer reviewed by

University of Ljubljana

Jade Hochschule

*Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu

University of Cukurova

Jade Hochschule

Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu

Universidad de Cadiz

Sveuciliste u Zagrebu

Université de Bordeaux

Universita’ di Bergamo

University of Cukurova

*Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu

Uniwersytet im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu

Jade Hochschule

Sveuciliste u Zagrebu

Universidad de Cadiz

Universita’ di Bergamo

Université de Bordeaux
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5 Revision of the modules’ content based on the peer review

create course content
101&102

review content
create templates
implement
(*translate)
peer-review
integrate

translate and adapt
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Ongoing collaboration

* conceptualization and briefing

* sample module structure and materials
* refinement and final design

* integration and fine-tuning

Ongoing engaging communication

* internally and with partners.
emails, GD, videos with instructions
scheduled Zoom briefing sessions
face-to-face meetings
online/offline discussions

13
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