
Northumbria Research Link

Citation:  Percival,  Neil  (2015)  Scholarship,  or  just  social  media?  Creating  an  online
community to support  academics  in  the use of  student  group work.  In:  Three Rivers
Conference, 27 March 2015, Sunderland. 

URL: 

This  version  was  downloaded  from  Northumbria  Research  Link:
http://nrl.northumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/29372/

Northumbria University has developed Northumbria Research Link (NRL) to enable users
to access the University’s research output. Copyright © and moral rights for items on
NRL are retained by the individual author(s) and/or other copyright owners.  Single copies
of full items can be reproduced, displayed or performed, and given to third parties in any
format or medium for personal research or study, educational, or not-for-profit purposes
without  prior  permission  or  charge,  provided  the  authors,  title  and  full  bibliographic
details are given, as well as a hyperlink and/or URL to the original metadata page. The
content must not be changed in any way. Full items must not be sold commercially in any
format or medium without formal permission of the copyright holder.  The full policy is
available online: http://nrl.northumbria.ac.uk/policies.html

This document may differ from the final, published version of the research and has been
made available online in accordance with publisher policies. To read and/or cite from the
published version of  the research,  please visit  the publisher’s website (a subscription
may be required.)

                        

http://nrl.northumbria.ac.uk/policies.html


Group work – a tool for student engagement

The pros: great benefit for student engagement, in terms 

of the valuable interpersonal and organisational skills it 

develops, and the quality of collaborative work which it 

enables them to produce (Boud, Cohen, & Sampson, 1999)

The cons: can be a cause of dissatisfaction for students 

(Davies, 2009), especially if skills required for successful 

group work are not taught, enabled and supported within 

the module or programme (McAllister, 1995; Vik, 2001). 

Does this website contribute to a ‘scholarship of 
teaching and learning’? These suggest ‘yes’…

• Boyer, in coining the term ‘scholarship of teaching’, looked 

towards a ‘community of scholars’ and “a campus-wide, 

collaborative effort around teaching” (1990). 

• Trigwell et al commented that the aim of scholarly teaching was 

“to make transparent how we have made learning 

possible…university teachers must… be able to collect and 

present rigorous evidence of their effectiveness… as teachers.” 

(Trigwell, Martin, Benjamin, & Prosser, 2000). 

• Shulman saw teachers as “members of active communities: 

communities of conversation, communities of evaluation, 

communities in which we gather with others… to exchange our 

findings, our methods, and our excuses” (1993)

• Weston & McAlpine saw the scholarship of teaching as 

“characterized by an intention to share expertise and develop 

scholarly knowledge about teaching that has a significant impact 

on the institution and the field” (2001)

• Huber & Hutchings proposed “the teaching commons, an 

emergent conceptual space for exchange and community among 

faculty, students, administrators, and all others committed to 

learning” (2005) 

While these suggest ‘maybe not’…

• Witman & Richlin (2007) remind us that ‘teaching tips’ are not the 

same as the scholarship of teaching (2007).

• For Weston & McAlpine – it has to have impact outside the 

institution (2001)

• Shulman reminds of the need for peer review: “We develop a 

scholarship of teaching when our work as teachers becomes 

public, peer-reviewed and critiqued”. (2001)

• Healey is also explicit on the subject: “…if the scholarship of 

teaching is to match that of research there needs to be a 

comparability of rigour, standards and esteem” (2000)

• Kanuka comments that publication must  “make a significant 

contribution to knowledge... as theory allows you to make public 

the intellectual basis of findings” (Kanuka, 2011)

Discussion

• Online moderation and discussion are genuine and potentially 

rigorous forms of peer review

• If scholarship requires ‘making public’- a website could be more 

genuinely public than a conference paper or journal

• As Kreber comments: “…the scholarship of teaching… is 

represented not just in formal studies informed by the empirical 

analytical, interpretive or critical sciences, but also in the public 

dialogue that ensues from posing these questions in the first 

place… We might do better to think of research findings as the 

start of our conversations into teaching and learning rather than 

as the conclusion.” (2013)

• An online community by this definition makes a valid 

contribution to the scholarship of teaching and learning
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An online community to support academics 
using group work

I created an online community offering colleagues:

• academic literature resource on student group work

• a means of sharing experiences/case studies 

• guidelines and advice resources for good practice

• space for discussion through a forum

• blog for reflective thoughts  from participants


