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Analysis of UNESCO’ s Projects on ICT in Education

WANG Rong & ZENG Haijun

( UNESCO International Research and Training Cenire for Rural Education Beijing100875 China)

Abstract: As an international institute for intellectual cooperation United Nations Educational Scientific and Cul-
tural Organization ( UNESCO) plays an important role of leadership and coordination on attaining quality education
Jor all and also places great emphasis on tapping information communication and technology ( ICT) s potential in edu—
cation. UNESCO has tmplemented series of projects on education policy lifelong learning e —learning mobile learn—
ing information sharing and also conducted activities on research training information dissemination and networ—
king. All these projects have influenced and benefited many countries. Through searching and analyzing online litera—
ture and UNESCO International Research and Training Center for Rural Education ( INRULED) 5 ICT in Education
Jfor Rural Development ( iERD) project which the authors participated in the article addressed UNESCO% main pro—
jects on ICT in education since 21st century and analyzed their characteristics on objectives target audience content
and technical method implementation model etc.

Key words: ICT; UNESCO; project analysis, education for rural development

D T T T R I S T T R T R R R R T e

( 84 )

Study of the Factors Related to the Openness
of the Facultys Courses

WANG Aihua & WU Hongbin

( Department of Educational Technology Graduate School of Education
Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: Initiated by MIT OpenCourseWare ( OCW) Movement promotes the sharing of high — quality open educa—
tional resources on the Internet and encourages the development of higher education worldwide. Higher — educational
Sfaculty are the provider of these course materials and they are the key to the success of the OCW project. The goal of
the paper is to explore some of the factors related to the openness of the these course material. According to the innova—
tion diffusion theory the characteristics of the innovation affect the speed of innovation diffusion. The paper selects
Jour characteristics of the innovation which are the relative superiority compatibility complexity and observability
and then it studies if faculty’ s perceptions of the four characteristics of OCW as an innovation are related to the open—
ness of their courses. This study surveyed selected faculty from Beijing University. The major findings are as the follow—
ings. a) the majority of the faculty recognizes the relative superiority of OCW; b) their perception of the compatibility
of OCW is related 1o the openness of their courses; c¢) the lower the faculty’ s perception of the complexity of OCW  the
more open their courses are. Based on these findings the paper proposes how universities in China can encourage their
Saculty to open their courses such as disseminating the relative superiority of OCW improving faculty demand of on—
line curriculum and reducing the complexity of the opening of their courses.
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« 120 -



