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	Programme for Technical Workshop

	
	

	
	

	1.30 pm
	Welcome

	
	

	1.35 pm
	Objectives of the workshop

	
	

	1.40 pm
	System architecture – short presentation

	
	

	
	Group Activity

	
	

	
	Question 1

	1.50 pm
	Comments on the proposed architecture:

How good is it? Can it be improved?

Does it fit with current institution’s systems?

What else needs to be in place to ensure successful implementation?

Each question in three separate categories:

1. MIS/data issues

2. Authentication issues

3. Portal issues

	2.20 pm
	Feedback

	
	

	
	Question 2

	2.25 pm
	Identify other potential benefits of the NIIMLE for the following:

	
	· Students

· Academics

· Administrators

· Technical staff

· External bodies e.g. schools, examination boards, employers

	2.30 pm
	Feedback

	
	

	2.35 pm
	Question and Answer Session

	
	

	2.55 pm 
	Thank you

	
	

	3.00 pm
	Close


Are there potential problems regarding the length of data storage?

Considerable cost of holding data for large numbers of students. The C2k system holds around 350,000 students.

Ownership of data – would the receiving institution be expected to validate it?

No, it would always have to be validated at source.

Notes: Exam results often are provided by awarding bodies, not FE colleges

In that case, final validation rests with the awarding bodies.

Data Models - Is the central database model the only one that will work for NIIMLE?

We plan to access data from where it is held. Other possible models (for the future) are to have students carry their own data on a smartcard or similar device (although there will always be the issue of having to reissue these cards if lost or damaged). Another option is for the data to follow the student around, ending up at the current institution.

Notes: C2k is implementing a large central database and an MLE for all school children in the region (around 350,000?).

Unique Identifier

Notes: C2k uses 13 character identifier, not known by students, who have separate login name and password. This works quite well. Our plan is to link unique identifiers through a table in the portal database.

Notes: The system in Scotland was mentioned where a student is allocated an identifier at an early age, and this is used throughout the education process.

Sharing of content - Why would FE colleges want to do it ? Considerable IP investment won’t be given away.

The ability to share materials would be useful if they wanted to upgrade or change their own VLE. Some business cases might in the future drive the need to share content across separate VLEs, possibly in different institutions. Anyone wishing to franchise a course would need to ensure it was compatible with the intended delivery systems.

Notes: NetG can be hosted in Virtual Campus but not in BlackBoard versions before v6.

Possibility of using the VLE inside the NIIMLE to deliver induction material common to all institutions. It was suggested that Raymond Whiteford’s project had created a generic College Induction course. NIIMLE to investigate.

Talked about the need for SCORM compliance to allow sharing of course content.

Need to send assessment results between VLEs ?

Recommend NIIMLE doesn’t just stop at the ability to exchange courses, should promote the applications too.

The MLE is mostly of benefit for HE, yet FE does all the work!

But if C2K passed data to FE, everybody’s life would be easier and data would be cleaner. The NIIMLE is initially about student services, which are as useful to HE students as FE when we think in terms of lifelong learning.

Is the NIIMLE beneficial to only HE students?  What is in it for FE students?
The project is not simply to assist with student progression but also to facilitate student retention within the sector. This may mean a move from further to higher education or higher to further.

There are advantages for both FE and HE students in the development of the MLE. For the life long learner, there is the advantage of having courses related to their previous qualifications displayed within the portal. This will display relevant courses in both HE and FE and help the learner learn more about each of these options. This can be facilitated through staff and student mentors and access to relevant information about the courses and institutions identified.

The provision of transcript information is of benefit to both HE and FE students. This facility allows a learner to see details for all the courses they have completed in the tertiary sector. This would include information from previous institutions, which may be a HE or and FE institution. 

Careers information for learners relevant to the course they are studying will also be beneficial to both FE and HE students. 

Will the NIIMLE be linking MIS and VLEs?

SWANI will look specifically at this, once the new FE MIS vendor is known.

Is the project building a Managed Learning Environment in the first year?

The project has three distinct phases, core data, NIIMLE Subject Services and Transcript & PDP. The first phase will be to access and display student data from each of the consortium institutions. This will then be trailed with the subject cohort students within the institutions. The ability to do this is key to the provision of the other phases and services of the project. In the second and third year the project will identify the learning resources that could be provided and facilitated by the use of a VLE within the MLE.

In order to facilitate a life long learner transcript, how will the project identify student’s previous institutions? (unique identifier)

The project proposes to give each of the users registered on the NIIMLE an identifier. This NIIMLE identifier will be associated with the users’ institution identifiers in a table in the NIIMLE database. Discussions centred on how identifiers from previous institutions could be reliably disclosed to NIIMLE. It is clear that the student cannot simply claim to have held a previous identity by providing an identifier (it could belong to another student). Similarly, students may forget these identifiers. A process will be needed to ensure that identifiers claimed by students are genuine and that allows identifiers to be discovered if they have been forgotten.

The project is proposing to use a VLE within the MLE. What about the current work being done in each institution with regard to VLEs?

During the second year we will evaluate and select a VLE to be used within the MLE. At this early stage products such as COSE and Boddingtons are possible applications. We are aware that different institutions have different VLE vendors and it is not part of our project to recommend any particular VLE for any institution. It is hoped that units of learning within institutional VLEs can be shared and transported between VLEs.

Is it possible to get personal needs/preferences from institutional databases to feed the MLE database?

As we will be working with a pilot group of students, we will store the portal preferences in the MLE database. It could be possible to access disability information from the institutional databases and this is something we will consider.
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