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i Conceptual elements of redesigned course Preliminary findings

Students are able to give examples of
generally accepted academic principles
and to identify academic misbehaviour
(comprehension, knowledge).
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mic research processes from random
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Academic research Academic writing

» 64 students registered for the course
» 46 students handed in term papers (72%)
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» 46 students handed in term papers (75%)

Walk-in writing lab

» Every student has the option to register in Moodle
for up to two one-on-one sessions with the course
lllustration: CCO 1.0 Openclipart instructor

» Objective session 1: Clarifying research design

» Students are
provided with
master files

» Term paper
projects form
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argumentation
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ture and to apply rules of referencing » Students submit a mid-term research protocol and receive individual sug- Academic presentation, “freestyle” in terms of personal

gestions from instructor (librarian) presentation style
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5% of final grade) Medium: PowerPoint© plus beamer

No grading of presentation
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