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Creating a



Why? : Our premise



What? 3 LTIs



Learner-Centered 
Dashboard

Facilitator presence
Personal reflection
Social presence
Goal-setting



Attitude-Focused 
Discussion Board

Level of agreement
Level of confidence

Posts, replies, resources
https://videopress.com/v/B8h8qqWv

https://videopress.com/v/B8h8qqWv


Attitude-Focused Discussion Board



Attitude-Focused Discussion Board

This is the previous visual… 



Community 
Knowledge Base

Share resources
Multimedia library
Share final projects

Sort and search



Food Insecurity IDEA



Tracking and 
Modeling Learners
Detailed activity tracking 
for informing instructor 
and advanced learner 

modeling for customization

Tracking learner activities with 
MOOCocracy

Allowing instructor to monitor 
group and individual progress and 
provide timely intervention

Future Work:

Modeling learners based on their 
behaviors

● To enable researchers to study 
questions on participation, 
engagement, and other issues 
with MOOCocracy

● To allow customized 
scaffolding to engage and 
facilitate individual learning



LTI Activity Tracking



LTI Activity Review



Type of Activity Tracked

Analytics
 Lurking activities

Page visits, bookmarking, favoriting, filtering data, viewing, expanding content
 
Quantitative Responses
 Self reporting attitude to a discussion question or reflection statement
 Measured via a range and slide bar

Response Changes
 Attitude changes 
 Result of multiple quantitative responses

Discussion Texts
 Qualitative Values
 Discussion posts, post responses 



In the discussion boards, there were an average 
of 25-30 responses to each statement

Participants made contributions that added 
more information to the course content

Participants were from all over the United 
States and were encouraged to share 
experiences with food insecurity in their 
individual communities

Food Insecurity IDEA



Qualitative Analysis: Discussion Board Coding

Discussion topic Agreement
(-100 to 100)

Confidence
(1 to 25)

Free and reduced lunch programs should be expanded to provide 
support to a greater number of food insecure children.

59.5
(-40 to 100)

8.5
(1 to 25)

College students may not be as well off as older adults, but their 
food insecurity is temporary so we should put our efforts 
elsewhere.

39.4
(-100 to 76)

7.9
(1 to 25)

Most people could afford a lot more and healthier food with less 
money, if they were willing to put in some effort to learn about 
healthy choices, and spend time cooking

5.6
(-79 to 100)

7.3
(1 to 25)

County governments, schools, and food pantries should work 
together to support Community Gardens and grow free or very 
low-cost produce for food insecure families.

51.5
(0 to 100)

5.9
(1 to 18)

We should prioritize feeding our veterans who are hungry before 
feeding our hungry refugee and immigrant populations.

-36.8
(-100 to 35)

11.5
(1 to 25)

We need more policies and assistances that help people in poverty 
gain education and training. Such policies would result in higher 
paying jobs and reduce generational poverty.

42.3
(-9 to 100)

5.2
(1 to 14)



Qualitative Analysis: Interview Themes

1. Learners’ personal and professional 
contexts affect/impacts on 
participation and experiences with the 
MOOCocracy.

2. The value/importance of a shared online 
collaborative space for engagement and 
resource sharing.

3. A humbling expansion of understanding 
of and views on food insecurity.

4. The MOOCocracy participation process.
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