
OnstructC
ivism ivism ivismivism





C o n s t r u c t i v i s m  

O p e n  L e a r n i n g  
E n v i r o n m e n t s  

W e b  2 . 0  

Integration 





C
o

n
s
tr

u
c

t 
iv

is
m

 
Authenticity 

Prior Learning 

Multiple 
Representation 

Teacher as Guide 



Past 
Now 

Reflection 
Integration 

C
o

n
s
tr

u
c

t 
iv

is
m

 
Authenticity 

Prior Learning 

Multiple 
Representation 

Teacher as Guide 



A
u

th
e

n
ti

c
it

y
 

Past 
knowledge 

 “real”  
materials 



A
u

th
e

n
ti

c
it

y
 

New 
Learning 

Materials 
Personal  
Interest 
Real world        
thinking 

Jonnasen (1999) 



Reflection 

Is this activity “real” or is it 
too simulated? 

Will activities require that 
students use real world 
thinking? How? 
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Integration 

Will the use of a particular web 
2.0 technology enable students 
to cultivate their ability to 
think like a practitioner in the 
real world? 
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New Learning 

Prior learning is more 
significant than the 
presentation of new 
information itself. 
(Rochelle, 1995). 
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Reflection 

How can I help 
students identify prior 
knowledge? 

How will they integrate 
new and old learning? 



Integration 

How can web 2.0 tools be used 
to elicit prior knowledge? 

How can web 2.0 technologies 
enable students to integrate 
prior and new learning? 
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Past Learning 

I would choose 
multiple 
representations 
of content for 
students. 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New Learning 

Effective teaching entails 
access to diverse 
representations of 
content and a variety of 
mediums to construct 
meaning. (Garder 1999) 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Reflection 

What representations 
are appropriate for 
particular student? 

How many 
representations will be 
enough? 
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Integration 

How can web 2.0 enable 
students to access multiple 
representations of content? 

How do web 2.0 technologies 
enable students to 
demonstrate their 
understanding in diverse 
ways? 
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Past 
Learning 

Teacher as 
guide 
Sequencing 
Simplify 
content 
Provide extra 
resources 
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New Learning 

Active learning = 
deeper learning (Marlowe 1998) 

Constructivist teachers 
support integration of 
prior and new learning 
(Kincheloe 2005) 
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Reflection 

Rather than focus on only 
content, how can I help 
students understand? 

If I simplify content for 
students, am I helping or 
hindering their learning? 
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Integration 

How might web 2.0 enable authentic 
learning? 

How might web 2.0 enable integration of 
new and prior learning? 

How might web 2.0 enable teacher as a 
guide? 

How might web 2.0 tools enable students 
as active meaning makers? 
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