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Open Educational Resources (OERs)
Digitised materials offered freely and openly for educators,
students and self-learners to use and reuse for teaching,
learning and research.’ (OECD)

OERs are educational materials and resources offered
freely and openly for anyone to use and under some
licenses to re-mix, improve and redistribute.’ (Wikipedia)

OER development around the world
Where

UK

USA

EUROPE
ASIA

OTHERS

OER programme
•

University of Leicester - http://www.le.ac.uk/otter

•

Open University - “Open Learn” http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/

•

University of Nottingham - BERLiN http://unow.nottingham.ac.uk/berlin.html

•

University of Oxford - OpenSpires http://openspires.oucs.ox.ac.uk/

•

MIT Open Courseware project - http://ocw.mit.edu/index.htm

•

Rice University - Connexions http://cnx.org/

•

Utah State University - USU OCW http://ocw.usu.edu/

•

ParisTech OCW. - http://graduateschool.paristech.fr/?langue=EN

•

MORIL. A Pan-European OERs initiative - http://moril.eadtu.nl/

•

China Open Res. for Educ. Consortium - http://www.core.org.cn/en/

•

Japanese OCW Consortium - http://www.jocw.jp/

•

OER Africa - http://www.oerafrica.org/

•

WikiEducator - http://wikieducator.org/Main_Page

•

AEShareNEt in Australia - http://www.aesharenet.com.au/

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

What do we mean by Open
Educational Resources? (OERs)
Digitised materials offered freely and openly for
educators, students and self-learners to use and reuse
for teaching, learning and research. (OECD).
OERs are educational materials and resources offered
freely and openly for anyone to use and under some
licenses to re-mix, improve and redistribute.
(Wikipedia)

What is in it for me?
•Sharing stimulates further innovation leading to
recognition by peers
•Publicity and visibility within the academic
community

•Potential for collaboration with academics in other
institutions around the world

• Potential for commercialising a version of the OER
• Helps to stay ahead of the game

What are the benefits of sharing for
University of Leicester?
•Institutional visibility (http://www.webometrics.info/)
• A showcase for attracting new students (MIT and Openlearn)
• Better use of available resources can lead to cost cutting
of content development
•Helps to reach out to new groups of people without
access or prior knowledge of higher education
•Reputation as a socially responsible University

OERs for whom?: the target
audience of OERs
• Current university of Leicester students

•Potential students of the University of Leicester
•Independent learners
•Work-based learners
•Educators

•Researchers

•Developing countries
•Global public

Are OERs sustainable? What is the
long-term viability of OERs?
Unclear…

Various funding models exist:
•Endowment e.g. Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy project
•Membership e.g. Sakai Educational Partners Program
•Donations e.g. Wikipedia Apache Foundation
•Conversion e.g. Elgg educational community
•Contributor pay e.g. Public Library of Science (PLoS)
•Sponsorship e.g. MIT iCampus with Microsoft

How can I be sure about the quality
of OERs available?
•Assessment of the quality enhancement of the
production process
•Institutional reputation and expertise in a
given discipline or subject
•Individual profile and expertise in a given
subject area

What other issues are there
regarding OERs?
•Keeping materials up-to-date and in multiple
repositories
•Interoperability issues
•Metadata standards

•Tracking and assessing the value of OERs

Background to OTTER & CORRE
• Funded by JISC and the Higher Education Academy
• April 2009 - April 2010
• 12 Leicester departments, 1 South African institute,
430 credits
• Jorum Open & Plone
• CORRE: OER development & evaluation framework

OTTER academic partners
Academic Departments

Academic units

International partner

• Archaeology and • Beyond Distance • South African
Research Alliance
Ancient History
Institute of
• Staff
• Criminology
Distance
Development
• Education
Education
Centre
• Genetics
(SAIDE)
• Student Support
• Institute of
and Development
Lifelong Learning
Service
• Law
• Media and
Communications
• Politics and
International
Relations
• Psychology

Why OTTER?
• Positioning and marketing
• Quality enhancement

CORRE model –
how the team works

OTTERing issues
•

Staff attitudes to open access ( King et al., 2008)

•

Transforming existing teaching materials into OERs (Lane, 2006)

•

Degrees of openness (Hodgkinson-Williams & Eve Gray, 2009)

•

Design for openness (Boyle, 2006; McAndrew and Weller, 2005)

•

Open teaching (Laurillard, 2008)

•

Evaluating learning objects for re-usability (Schoonenboom et al.,
2009)

•

Open licensing for educational resources (Bissell, 2009)

•

Sustainability (Downes, 2006)

The CORRE evaluation framework
Teaching material

Publicly usable
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OERs

CONTENT

OPENNESS

REUSE/REPURPOSE

EVIDENCE

Gathering

Transformation

Internal
validation

Tracking

Screening

Rights
Clearance

External
validation

Formatting

Release to
repository

The CORRE evaluation framework
“C” is for
CONTENT

“my bag contents on a special day “ courtesy tnarik (flckr) some rights reserved

Content gathering – indicative questions
Dimension

Indicative questions
Collection
a. Has the material been used in an educational context in the
institution?
b. Are there gaps in the materials?

Gathering
existing

c. Are there immediate and obvious concerns about third-party
rights?

teaching
materials

Memorandum of understanding
a. Has the contributing author(s) been identified?
b. Has an OER file type been agreed with the author(s), e.g. PDF,
etc?

Content screening
Screening involves a brief appraisal of the work
required in transforming the material into OERs
focused on:
•

Learning context

•

Learning design

•

Media

•

Structure

•

Language

Content screening – indicative questions
Dimension

Indicative questions
Learning context
a. What is the nature of the teaching material e.g. lecture
notes?

Screening

Learning design
a. What is the learning design e.g. instructional? Case-based
learning? etc
b. Are changes required to the learning goal(s) or activity,
etc?

Media
existing teaching a. What format does the material come in, e.g., print-based,
podcast, etc?

materials

Structure
a. Is the material standalone or does it refer to other
materials?
b. Are web links embedded in the content and are they
functional?
Language
a. Are there editorial issues?
b. Is the language offensive?

The CORRE evaluation framework:

The CORRE framework
“O” is for
OPENNESS

“A room with a view” by loungerie -http://www.flickr.com/photos/97041449@N00/3415698043/

Openness - Transformation
Transformation is about enhancing the pedagogical usability of
existing teaching materials as OERs in other learning contexts.
This involves:
•

Decoupling: Removing material linked to institutional VLEs

•

Scaffolding: Aligning learning goals and learning activities

•

Meshing: Adding or replacing images, audio files or tables

•

Sequencing: Structuring the content for easy navigation

•

Editing: Removing inappropriate, words, jargon, and acronyms

Transformation: Indicative questions
Dimensions
Decoupling

Scaffolding

Meshing

Sequencing

Editing

Indicative questions for transformation of content
a.

Is use of the content dependent on the institutional VLE?

b.

Should part of the content be removed or replaced?

c.

Is further material needed to be added to the content?

a.

Should the instructional design be changed?

b.

Should the learning goal (s) be changed or amended?

c.

Should the learning activity (ties) be changed or amended?

a.

Should an image or audio file be added?

b.

Should images, audio file, table/graphs be added, replaced or removed?

c.

Are all embedded web links active?

a.

Is the teaching material standalone?

b.

Is the material well laid out with appropriate headings?

c.

Is it easy to navigate through the material?

a.

Have all editorial issues been resolved?

b.

Are there offensive materials that need to be removed?

c.

Have all acronyms or jargons been explained?

Openness – Intellectual property
This concerns copyright clearance and ensuring that
materials are legally compliant with reference to
intellectual property and copyright ownership

Openness & Creative Commons
Conditions

Symbols

Explanation
You let others copy, distribute, display, and

Attribution

(BY)

perform your copyrighted work - and derivative
works based upon it – but only if they give credit
the way you request it.
You allow others to distribute derivative works

Share Alike

(SA)

only under a license identical to the license that
governs your work

NonCommercial

You let others copy, distribute and perform your
(NC)

non commercial purposes only.

No
Derivative
Works

work – and derivative works based upon it – but for
You let others copy, distribute and perform only

(ND)

verbatim copies of your work, not derivative works
based upon it

Intellectual property– indicative questions
Dimensions

Indicative questions
a.

Has the author granted permission to turn the materials into OERs?

b.

Are there elements of the material whose copyright is owned by a 3rd party i.e.,
content not owned by the institution?

Copyright

c.

Is the 3rd party material still covered by copyright?

d.

Who is the 3rd party rights holder of the material?

e.

Have the policies, terms and conditions and licences of the rights holders been
checked by a university copyright administrator?

f.

Do 3rd party copyright holders allow use in all cases?

a.

Has the 3rd party material been acknowledged in the correct manner and all
licence requirements met?

Licensing

b.

Has 3rd party right holder granted written permission for the material to be used as
OER?

c.

If a quote or charge has been supplied is the quote acceptable is it cost effective to
negotiate?

Attribution

a.

Has the appropriate Creative Commons licence been determined and applied to
the material?

Openness - Formatting & standardization
This relates to the technical formats of the OERs and whether
they are re-usable or re-adaptable in other learning context.

Formatting is also about metadata and compatible with open
resource repositories

Formatting & standardization – indicative
questions
Dimensions

Indicative questions on formatting and standardization
a. Is the material available in a mix of formats? e.g. mp3/4, XML
b. Is the material standalone i.e. does not refer to related resources?

Formatting

c. Are other tools/software’s required by end-user to use the material?
d. Does the end-user require further technical help to use the
material?
a. Is the material available on agreed delivery platforms?
b. Is the file size of the material suitable for the repository?
c. Is the material compatible with other repositories? e.g. JorumOpen

Interoperability

d. Does the material have the potential to evolve as technology
develops?
e. Have metadata tags been added to the learning material?

The CORRE evaluation framework:
“RR” is for REUSE/
REPURPOSE

“Coke scooter” by Gertrud K. - http://www.flickr.com/photos/11946969@N00/165507542/

Reuse/Repurpose - Indicative questions
Dimensions

Indicative questions for reality checking
a.

Has the OER been IPR cleared and transformed?

b.

Has a suitable Creative Commons license been assigned to the OER?

c.

Is the OER properly formatted for use?

d.

Is something else required before the OER is released?

a.

Is the content of the OER accurate?

b.

Is the title suitable?

c.

Are the media appropriate?

d.

Is the structure and layout clear for user navigation?

e.

Is the assigned Creative Commons license acceptable?

f.

What else is required before release of the OER into a public repository?

a.

Is the learning goal and learning activity clear?

b.

Is it easy to navigate through the OER?

c.

On a scale of 1 (low) to 5, (very high), how would you rate the quality of this OER?

d.

Are further improvements required to the OER?

a.

Is the learning goal clear?

Other external

b.

Is the learning activity or presentation engaging?

stakeholders

c.

Is it easy to navigate through the OER?

d.

Are further improvements required to the OER?

OER team

Academic staff

Students

The CORRE evaluation framework
“E” is for
EVIDENCE

Scales Of Justice by VaXzine. http://www.flickr.com/photos/vaxzine/485424742/

Evidence
Assessing the value and usefulness of OERs released through a
process of tracking and gathering end-user feedback. This can
be done using Google analytics and/or an end-user survey

Evidence
Dimensions

Indicative questions for tracking use of the OER
a. What is the title of the OER you downloaded?
b. From which geographical region of the world are you using this OER?
c. Which of the following apply to you, student, lecturer etc?
d. Did you modify, change or adapt the OER? If Yes in what way?

Tracking

e. Did you encounter any difficulty using the OER? If "Yes" what was the
nature of difficulty?
f.

How useful was the OER for learning about this subject/topic?

g. How would you rate the quality of OER?
h. Would you recommend the OER to others?
i.

Are there any other comments you would like to make about the OER?
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Useful resources
JISC
•

https://openeducationalresources.pbworks.com/Pilot-Programme%3A-OER-Release-Outputs

OTTER
•

website [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-research-alliance/projects/otter]

•

OERs[http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-research-alliance/projects/otter/the-oers]

•

Blog post [http://projectotter.wordpress.com/]

•

Final report [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-research
alliance/projects/otter/documentation/projectfinalreport.pdf]

•

CORRE framework [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-researchalliance/projects/otter/about-oers/Corre-web.pdf]

•

Put-up take down policy. [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-researchalliance/projects/otter/documentation/putuptakedown.pdf]

•

OER toolkit [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-researchalliance/projects/otter/documentation/oer-toolkit.pdf]

•

Sample partnership agreement [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distance-researchalliance/projects/otter/documentation/samplepartneragreement.pdf]

•

Creating e-books format for the Sony Reader [http://www2.le.ac.uk/departments/beyond-distanceresearch-alliance/projects/duckling/duckling-blog/creating-e-book-formats-for-the-sony-reader-505]

