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Generally in Higher Education, students with

isabilities present and/or
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Educational technologies have been opening up opportunities for

students with disabilities to enter Higher Education

They offer:

- Larger access to course contents;

- Alternative interaction means with colleagues and teachers;

- The opportunity to level up students with disabilities;

- A possible reduction of the preconceived notions of disabilities in intra-personal
relationships
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We believe that it is necessary to develop and articulate several distinct strengths,
in order to provide these students with a proper social and academic integration
and motivate their success

Academic Support Social/Institutional Support
Special education needs Integration and regulation of needs
PAOL Psychology Office
Unit for Innovation in Education (Statute Applicable to
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(PSO — Projects and Support Office) Students with Disabilities)
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» Teacher technical training
» Teacher pedagogical
training

» Daily support —

prepa ration of contents
aily pedagogical
consultancy - help in
answering to educational
problems

* Teacher motivation

support students
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» Student technical training
* Daily support —access to
contents and completion
of learning tasks
(guidance)




* Composed by members of the School Boart
Pedagogical Board (together with the my@mmgég%
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Regulates the measures that the school should implement and
offers guidelines that aim to satisfy the needs of students with
disabilities.

Examples:

* Adjustments that improve ergonomic conditions of classrooms;

e Adjustments in evaluation instruments (additional time in exams,
extended deadlines for class work, etc.);

e Adjustments in course curriculum;
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ESOURCES

6000
@ 2006-2007
5000 m 2007-2008
& 2008-2009
4000
3000
2000
1000
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Introducao do sistema

LAMS - Learning Activity Management System

Growp | wi

i Transition

Untifled -1

Hoticeboard
Taol for displayving HTRL
cortent including external

sources such as images and

other media.

Forum

Forim & Scribe

Gmap

Multiple Choice

Moteboolk

ResourcesRForum

Share Resources

Spreadshest
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Integral reuse

Fosurm ' Testes 11

Contexts

Subject

Theme

Pedagogical Framing

Duration

Information and
Communication
Technologies

Electronic Tools Applied
to Translation

Microsoft Access Translation Projects

Introduction Conclusion

3 hours (2 sessions) 1,5 hours (1 session)




Forum Ouestfes 11

Brainstorming ”

Contexts

Subject

Theme

Pedagogical Framing

Duration

Information and
Communication
Technologies

Business English

Study of technical

Microsoft Access
vocabulary

Introduction Conclusion

3 hours (2 sessions) 1,5 hours (1 session)
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Partial reuse

Contexts

Subject

Theme

Pedagogical Framing

Duration

Tasks

Business English

Writting and reading

english language

Conclusion

25 min.

Branches
(groups - divergence)

Information and
Communication
Technologies

Interface usability

Introduction

60 min.

Convergence
(presencial forum)
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How much time/effort did you save when reused
a learning scenario?

Case 1 | Case 2 Case 3

Time 0% 0% 0%

Effort 50% 0% - 50%







Evaluation of pedagogical strategies

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%
Enjoyed Stimulating Useful Helped meto New learning
participating learn format

Repeat this Repeat other
subject subjects

Evaluation of activities Future expectations
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® Strongly Agree @ Agree No opinion Disagree Strongly disagree



80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

easy to use enjoyable flexible restrictive

LAMS evaluation

& Strongly Agree  ® Agree @ No opinion

adds value
to Moodle

atractive
interface

Strongly disagree

would like teacher
to repeat shouid use
more often

Future expectations




* Increase of the sustaina
learning pratices | ~ * Scarce or inexistent sharing habits
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- Returt ﬁf{? estment: from 40% up to 7 _
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TR T6 Ho/d ¢  Foment trust and cooperation amongst
teachers

* Capability to manage complex
pedagogical structures

o -+ Sharing Knowledge about how to manage
5 learning environments (reinforcement and motivation

strategies for gmdemts}

¥

Foment teachers' awareness
Include technical protection mechanisms
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Stimulate design and share habits
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