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Alignment- how to bridge between qualifications and the learning process

Outline

Part one:

The lecture will discuss how quality in higher education can be conceived from the perspective of theory of teaching and learning. The arguments will be based on the concepts of constructivism, alignment and the deep (vs. surface) approach to learning and on new research results about student learning at universities. 

According to the constructivist theory of learning knowledge is not imposed or transmitted by direct instruction. The students acquire – or construct - their knowledge through their learning activities. What matters in learning is what the students do. Effective teaching is first of all about how appropriate and hard the students can be motivated to work between their lessons. It is important to distinguish between a teaching system (what teachers do) and a learning system (the students learning activities caused by the teaching efforts). To create a strong and coherent motivation structure for the students, it is crucial that (i) the curriculum and the learning objectives; (ii) the assessment criteria/examination requirements; and (iii) the teaching/learning activities are ‘aligned’ and clearly communicated to the students at an early stage. And it is important that teachers consciously choose learning objectives, examination forms and teaching/learning activities that encourage students to adopt an in-depth approach to learning and prevent superficial learning.
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Part two:

Furthermore the lecture will argue that universities need educational theory to bridge the gap between different ways of understanding quality among universities on the one hand and different stakeholders on the other. 

In a situation where trust between universities and stakeholders outside the universities has declined, consequently quality assurance and quality enhancement has come much more in focus. Whilst a wide range of “consumers” are busy trying to impose their definitions and measures of quality on universities, it is vital that universities explicitly and offensively formulates definitions and measures of quality solid rooted in the main activities of the universities – i.e. research and teaching – and explain them to the community outside the universities.  
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