A Collaborative Learning Model: An Exploratory
Study of Online Discussions for Vocational High

School Learners

Abstract

The ultimate objective of English education is to foster students’ English
communicative competence to survive inside and outside the classrooms. However,
under the plight including large class sizes, mixed-level classes, and more pressure for
national examinations, communicative competence training for high school students
seems to be incompletely implemented. With the advent of the technology, online
discussions, one of the computer-mediated communication typologies, are regarded as
an easy, effective way to allow learners to communicate mutually and construct their
knowledge independent of time and geographical constraints. Two studies were
conducted, attempting to answer several questions: (1) to understand the feasibility of
online discussions via Moodle for vocational high school students, (2) to examine
vocational high school students’ acceptance of online discussions via Moodle, (3) to
assess vocational high school students’ learning effect of English writing since online
discussions are text-oriented, (4) to realize phases of knowledge construction and
interactional discourse patterns in online discussions, and (5) to compare the
difference of students’ feasibility and acceptance of online discussions and
pedagogical English writing for teacher-involvement with non-teacher-involvement.
Eventually, we hope to establish a model of scaffolding collaborative learning. A total
of 218 students (study 1: 82; study 2: 136) coming from one university and one
vocational high school participated in the studies for two semesters. The results were
positive. However, online discussions with teacher-involvement outperformed the ones
without teacher-involvement. Theoretical and pedagogical detailed implications for
conducting computer-mediated communication were addressed in the conclusion for
further research.
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