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Founded 1975

An organizational member of  
The International Society  

for Technology in Education

MACUL is a 501 (c) (3) non-profit  
organization that exists to:

■  provide a state association for 
educators involved with, or seeking 
knowledge of, computer-related 
technology in learning

■  provide for the sharing and exchanging 
of ideas, techniques, materials, and 
procedures for the use of computer-
related technology through  
conferences, publications  
and support services

■  promote and encourage effective, 
ethical and equitable use of computer-
related technology  
in learning

■  encourage and support research 
relating to the use of computer-related 
technology in learning.

E-mail address:
macul@macul.org

Website:
www.macul.org
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April 2012

 April 17 MACUL Board meeting, Lansing

may 2012

 May 4 Upper Peninsula Educational Technology &  
  Business Conference, Munising

 May 4 Tech Forum: Chicago, Lincolnshire IL

 May 20-22 MACUL Leadership Retreat, Grand Rapids

 May 17 Articles due for MACUL Journal Fall Issue: STEM in the Classroom

June 2012

 June 17 MACUL Grant applications are due

 June 20 Michigan Joint Education Conference (Eastern Michigan University)

 June 24-27 ISTE Conference, San Diego, CA

August 2011

 August 21 Articles due for MACUL Journal Winter Issue: Social Networking

Plan Ahead:

 October 19 MI Google Educators Conference, Southfield Christian School 

 October 21-23 ISTE Focus Forward Leadership Conference, Indianapolis

 November 15-16 Michigan Digital Learning Conference, Macomb ISD

 March 20 - 22 2013 MACUL Conference, Blending Technology &  
  Curriculum for Today’s Learner, Detroit
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award opportunities and explore MACUL’s website for more 
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send an e-mail message to: 

listname-subscribe@ macul.org. 
Leave the subject heading and the 

body of message BLANK. Once you have 
successfully subscribed, you will receive an 
e-mail message telling you how to confirm 

your subscription.  Be sure to save this 
message for future use.
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SPECIAL INTEREST GROUP DIRECTORS
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MACUL MEMBER 
UPDATE

Member  
Dues 
Eliminated

Last 
November, 
the MACUL 
Board of 
Directors 
formally 
dropped the 
membership 
dues from $40 
a year to $0. 
The decision 

was based on similar action taken by 
ISTE affiliate organizations in Virginia 
and New York. Both organizations 
experienced tremendous growth in 
membership upon taking this bold step.

“MACUL’s mission is to ignite learning 
through meaningful collaboration and 
innovation. In order to increase the 
opportunities for collaboration, the 
MACUL Board chose to remove the 
barrier of fees for membership,” stated 
Board President Mike Oswalt.

The no-dues action taken by the 
MACUL Board has resulted in 
substantial membership growth. In 
the first two months after dropping 
dues, MACUL has added over 1,000 
members. The MACUL Special Interest 
Groups have also added a significant 
number of new members. Membership 
is still only $5 for each SIG.

With this new direction for MACUL, 
the Friends of MACUL has also been 
established. Yearly membership of 
$20, which is tax deductible, enables 
members to financially support 
the organization and receive donor 
recognition. More information is 
available on the MACUL website.

Have you encouraged your colleagues 
to join MACUL, www.macul.org/
membership/ ? Spread the good word!
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FROM THE  
ExECUTIVE DIRECTOR

By RIC WILTSE

Ready or not, mobile learning is here! 
Students today have access to mobile 
devices more than ever before in their 
personal life. On top of that, school 
districts are purchasing mobile devices to 
be used by students in learning. The use 
of technology that a student can carry 
around isn’t new. School districts have 
been working on one to one initiatives 
for years with one of the primary 
devices being laptops. The difference 
now is that the device being considered 
isn’t a laptop or mini—it’s a device 
that is already being widely used and 
accepted by students (and the public) 
outside of school. Mobile devices have 
become an extension of a student’s daily 
conversation, not just a means to access 
online resources currently available 
through laptops. It is a connection 
to their online world. Districts need 
to capitalize on this connection and 
mobilize plans for mobile learning in the 
school setting!

In the Winter 2011/12 MACUL Journal, 
I listed four key areas to consider when 
implementing the use of mobile devices 
(iPads, Android Tablets, iPods, Smart 
Phones, etc.) in the school district:

•	 Infrastructure: are school buildings 
‘wired’ to handle the increased need 
for wireless access? 

•	 Management: are processes in place 
to handling all the apps that are 
being acquired?

•	 Integration: are the apps being 
used educationally appropriate and 
aligned to the curriculum?

•	 Professional Development: is staff 
provided sustained professional 
development on the use of mobile 
devices for learning? 

In addition to these considerations 
when planning for mobile learning, it 
is important to consider how mobile is 
mobile. What I mean is this: if we are 

MOBILIZING continued on page 30 UPDATE continued on page 30

FROM THE PRESIDEnT’S DESK

Mobilizing  
Mobile Learning
Mike Oswalt

http://www.macul.org/


More K-12 schools are considering using 
students’ own mobile devices inside of school. 
Yet, many educators are still very unaware 
of the possibilities of using mobile devices 

for academic learning. In this article, we 
provide two vignettes that illustrate the 

opportunities that mobile learning 
devices could create for today’s 
students. These vignettes demonstrate 
where we currently are with mobile 

technology and academic learning and 
where we could be. The first vignette 

portrays Amy, a typical 7th grade student 
who uses her mobile device outside of school 
for social communication. Thus, in the 
following vignette, while mobile devices are 
very much a part of Amy’s home life and 
social world, they are not allowed inside 
of the classroom.
 
Vignette 1: Amy
Monday morning at 6:50am, Amy’s cell phone begins 
to play Lady Gaga. Amy yawns, turns over in her bed 
to see her fully charged cell phone playing the “Born 
This Way” music video. She lets the song continue to 
play but swipes to open her text messages. Her friend 
Katrina has texted her “u up??? What u wearin 2 skl?” 
Amy texts back “hoode.” Amy then uses her Facebook 
app to check if any friends have commented on her 
post last night: “Tried watching Rise of the Planet of 
the Apes…it freaked me out.” A couple friends liked 
her comment and Jasmine commented, “ALL of the 
planet of the apes movies freak me out!” Amy scrolls 
through the new Facebook posts since she went to bed 
last night and notices that Crystal posted an article 
from the Washington Post Social Reader, “Report: Will 
and Jada Split.” Amy is surprised that they are still 
together. Didn’t they already break up? She quickly 
skims the article… and thinks, “Too bad.” Amy 
browses through the remaining new posts and notices 
a depressing picture that Jordan, her friend from 

Pockets of 
Potential: 
Blending social and academic uses of mobile devices 
for a compelling form of anywhere learning.
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summer camp, has posted. It shows what is clearly an abused 
and very sad looking puppy. Amy shares the photograph with 
her friends, with a caption “DisGUSTing! Share if you agree.” 

Later that morning, Amy enters Ms. Russell’s classroom, her 
7th grade language arts teacher, just as the bell rings. As the 
last couple students enter the classroom, Ms. Russell projects 
a PowerPoint slide identifying the language arts objective for 
today’s class on the board: “Students will be able to analyze the 
role of the protagonist in texts.” She asks the students to take 
out the book they have been reading, Tuck Everlasting by Natalie 
Babbit. As she advances to the next slide, Ms. Russell reminds 
the students that they have been studying character development 
and that today they should be paying attention to the way that 
Winnie, the main character, changes in this chapter. She asks 
the class what they have already learned about Winnie. Maya 
says that Winnie was someone who liked adventure so she 
left her home; and Patrick says that she is brave. A few more 
students raise their hands and Ms. Russell acknowledges their 
responses with an enthusiastic head nod while she documents 
their comments on a slide on the PowerPoint presentation. 
Ms. Russell summarizes, “ So we know that Winnie is someone 
who isn’t afraid of adventure and that her curiosity has been 
stirred by the Tuck family. Today, I want you to continue 
reading through Chapter 8. Pay attention to what Winnie does 
that makes her a protagonist. What decisions does she make 
in these chapters that really change things for her? When you 
finish reading, take out your reading response journals and 
write 1-2 paragraphs about what you have learned.” Several 
students groan with disappointment, but most quietly open their 
books and begin reading. After 30 minutes have passed, Amy 
has completed the reading. She takes out her reading response 
journal and writes a brief paragraph explaining what she noticed 
that Winnie did in these chapters. Amy gets a bit distracted 
and checks her cell phone that is hidden in her Ugg boots. She 
pretends that she is scratching her calve as she swipes open her 
phone to check her text messages and Facebook. Just as Amy 
finishes a text message, the bell rings. Ms. Russell reminds 
students to turn in their journals because she will be reviewing 
them tonight. Amy tucks her cell phone back into her boot and 
tosses her journal into the bin marked 1st hour as she exits the 
door. 

Amy’s story is fairly typical for students in the middle grades. 
What is striking about Amy’s story and the story of most 
students in the middle grades is that their skills using mobile 
devices are tapped for social purposes alone. Academically, these 
skills are completely untapped. The second vignette portrays 
Bevin, a 7th grader who has been able to use her mobile device 
inside and outside of her language arts classroom for learning. 

Vignette 2 – Bevin
Monday morning at 6:50am, Bevin’s cell phone begins to play 
Lady Gaga, Bevin yawns, turns over in her bed to see her fully 
charged cell phone playing the “Born This Way” music video. 
She lets the song continue to play but swipes to open her text 
messages. Her friend Brooke has texted her “u up??? What u 
wearin 2 skl?” Bevin texts back “hoode.” Before Brittany gets 

out of bed she swipes her Facebook app to see if any friends 
have commented on her post last night “What character did 
you talk about for your homework?” Bevin notices that many 
commented that they talked about “Tuck.” Bevin decides that 
she needs to make some quick adjustments to her homework. 
She sends a mass text message to her friends from Language 
Arts asking, “Y do u think Tuck is more signif than Winn?” 
Within minutes she receives text messages back from five 
friends. Marcus texts, “He is the main chcter of the bk.” Kayla 
texts, “He is mysterious”. Bevin quickly swipes her Google 
Docs app on her phone and opens up her homework paper. 
She immediately begins to change her vook for class. She then 
swipes her vook of Tuck Everlasting and skims chapter 3. She 
loves how the vooks include video and text so she can get a nice 
visual of the literacy experience. She uses the iHighlight app on 
her phone to highlight the evidence in the chapter related to 
the “mysterious” character of Tuck. Next she copies and pastes 
those quoted highlights into her Google Doc. She then swipes 
her EasyBib app, and creates a proper citation for the quotes she 
selected, pasting the MLA citation into the bottom of her Google 
Doc. 

Bevin enters Ms. Russell’s class and immediately puts her phone 
on vibrate, following the expectation that Ms. Russell set at 
the very beginning of the year. She uses her cell phone to scan 
the QR barcode on the door. She immediately receives the ice 
breaker activity for the day and the homework assignment 
for tomorrow on her phone. She sees that the ice breaker is a 
short video from the movie Tuck Everlasting. In addition, Ms. 
Russell has asked that the students annotate the video as they 
watch, using the YouTube annotation tools. They are to look 
for aspects of the movie that are the same or very different 
from what they read in the book. Bevin enthusiastically begins 
to watch the movie, she starts and stops it at different points 
to mark places in the movie where she sees comparisons. She 
writes several annotations: “In the movie, Winnie is older 
than she is in the book. I think she was only 10 in the book!!” 
In her next annotation, she writes, “Miles seems much more 
angry in the movie than he was in the book. I wonder why they 
changed his character this way.” After watching the video, Ms. 
Russell begins class by projecting the video and showing all the 
students’ annotations. Bevin really likes that the annotations are 
anonymous. She feels more comfortable taking a few educated 
guesses and is curious about what other kids wrote. She sees 
that a few other kids wrote that Winnie is older in the movie 
but no one else wrote about Miles’ personality. A few kids wrote 
comments about the movie being set at an earlier date, and 
Emma wrote that Winnie’s gravestone in the movie says that 
she died in 1999, but in the book the gravestone says she died in 
1948. How weird! Bevin makes a mental note that she wants to 
go back to that scene and look for that gravestone. Ms. Russell 
then asks the students to talk in their table groups. They are to 
discuss one of the annotations that they hadn’t thought of and 
locate evidence in the book to substantiate the claim. Ms. Russell 
asks that one member of each group record the conversation 
with their mobile device. Bevin volunteers and swipes her 
AudioMemos app and starts the recording. After five minutes 
of table talk, Ms. Russell convenes the group and facilitates 
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a discussion where students report their findings and invite 
questions from classmates. Ms. Russell asks that each group send 
their recording to her mobile device; thus Bevin swipes her email 
and sends the group recording to Ms. Russell’s phone. 

Next Ms. Russell says she has a surprise, the author of Tuck 
Everlasting, Natalie Babbitt, was willing to answer some of the 
student’s questions via Twitter. Thus, Ms. Russell asks everyone 
to swipe their Twitter app on their mobile device (some students 
have iPods, others have cell phones) and text in a few questions 
for the author @nataliebab. Bevin has a hard time thinking of a 
question, so she sends a text message to Ms. Russell, “Not sure 
what to ask, feel intimidated”. Immediately Ms. Russell texts 
back, “Did you have any loose ends after talking in your small 
group?” Oh yes! Bevin sends her tweet to the author asking, “Did 
you mind that they changed lots of details in the movie Tuck 
Everlasting?” Bevin then puts her phone in the upper-right hand 
corner of her desk (as that is the rule of the classroom when not 
using the phones). 

Ms. Russell then texts out the short assignment for the 
day. Bevin loves that Ms. Russell is able to personalize the 
assignments based on the students’ interests. Bevin often receives 
an assignment that has lots of music, audio and sounds, as she 
is an aural learner. Bevin’s assignment today is to create a point/
counterpoint podcast from Tuck’s perspective on the current 
topic of cloning. Since she doesn’t know too much about cloning, 
Bevin swipes her WorldCat app to search the local libraries on 
cloning. She knows she wants reliable resources so a Google 
search would be risky. As she finds articles, she cuts and pastes 
relevant information into her Evernote app, so she can save 
and organize her information. Next Bevin swipes her Audioboo 
app and begins recording her podcast. When she finishes, she 

publishes it to Ms. Russell’s private Edmodo account. Ms. Russell 
immediately sends her a text message back: “Thx Bevin! Got it! 
Will have feedback for you later today.” Bevin loves that she can 
always use her cell phone for assessment, as it is a wonderful 
resource for knowledge gathering and sharing.

Bevin’s portrait captures a compelling image of the possible. In 
Bevin’s story, social and academic practices inform each other, 
such that what Bevin learns to do in school with mobile devices 
actually enriches her use of social media communication. In the 
end, social and academic uses of mobile devices blend into a 
compelling new use of socio-academic digital communication 
– at once enticing for today’s learners while also a powerful tool 
for academic learning. 

In these vignettes, we have attempted to illustrate the way that 
a wide range of techniques for integrating mobile learning with 
academic learning can be implemented within even one lesson. 
If you are interested in any of the resources or techniques shared 
here, please find more information below.

Liz Kolb, PhD is a lecturer and research associate at the 
University of Michigan in Education Technology. She 
teaches preservice teacher education courses on educational 
technology. Liz is a former secondary social studies teacher 
and technology coordinator. She is the author of Toys to 
Tools: Connecting Student Cell Phones to Learning (2008) 
and Cell Phones in the Classroom (2011).

Debi Khasnabis, PhD is a clinical assistant professor of 
Educational Studies at the University of Michigan and a 
former teacher in the Detroit Public Schools. She teaches 
courses in multicultural education, ESL education and 
literacy teaching pedagogies. Debi also prepares beginning 
teachers to integrate educational technology into their 
literacy instruction.

MOBILE AppLIcATION pURpOSE Of USE cOST

iHighlight Drag your finger over the text and the text will highlight. .99

Vook Books that integrate video and media with text for a rich experience. cost Varies

EasyBib Create accurate MLA and APA citations free

Bar-code Will scan traditional bar codes and square QRcodes and post 
information on your phone.

free

YouTube  
(annotations editor)

Watch, annotate and search videos on YouTube free

AudioMemos Records easily portable audio memos. free

Twitter Allows one to micro-blog and participate in the community via their 
mobile device

free

WorldCat Helps you locate articles, books and media in your local libraries free

Evernote A data collection tool that allows one to clip from the web and 
organize brainstorming ideas.

free

Audioboo Record your voice and share on the web (great for easy podcasting) free

Edmodo A mobile course management system, with a social networking 
feature built into the tool 

free



11| |SPRING/SUMMER 2012MACULjournal | |

In the early 1990s, I was employed at the 
Michigan Department of Education promoting 
the use of educational technology in Michigan 
schools. During that time, I remember the 
excitement of bringing home a “portable 
computer” from work. It was an Apple 
Macintosh SE30. The computer was amazing; 
it only weighed about 20 pounds and required 
the use of a medium-sized suitcase to transport. 
The introductory price of this powerful compact 
computer was $6,500.
For years, most of us in education have been saying pretty much the 
same thing when it comes to the topic of technology:  

“It will be nice when the price of computers comes down 

so we can afford to provide all kids with access to technology.”

I want to go out on a rooftop and yell out loud so every school 
administrator and school board member in the state can hear the big 

news: The day of low-priced technology is here! Have you seen the 
price of smart phones, tablet devices, e-readers and netbooks lately? It 
is truly amazing to see what has happened in the marketplace. Most 
of the predictions about the price, functionality, size and the weight 
of technology devices have come true. I read recently in a newspaper 
insert that we can now buy a basic Kindle e-reader for $79!

We sometimes forget just how far things have advanced in the last 
decade or so. The thought of buying a $79 device that can connect 
to the Internet should be a game changer for all of us in education. 
Here’s what the sellers of the Kindle claim their entry-level unit 
offers:

•	 Read in bright sunlight
•	 Weighs less than 6 ounces 
•	 Holds up to 1,400 books
•	 One-month battery life
•	 Download books in 60 seconds
•	 Built-in Wi-Fi
•	 Adjustable text sizes
•	 Email personal documents and PDFs to device and annotate
•	 Over 1 million books, newspapers, and magazines
•	 Access to millions of free, out-of-copyright books
•	 Access to free book samples
•	 Borrow books from your public library
•	 Free cloud backup
I can only imagine how much faster, cheaper and better it will be five 
or 10 years from now, however, there is no need to wait. Our biggest 
collective challenge today is figuring out how to successfully integrate 
these powerful, and yes, inexpensive devices into our classrooms to 
facilitate effective teaching and learning. There are no shortages of 
challenges related to technology integration and teacher professional 
development is at the top of the list followed by local policies.

If reading is the foundational building block to education we must 
and can do more to promote early childhood literacy. Providing all 
first graders with an e-reader may be a cost effective way to promote 
the importance and value of reading.

I look forward to the day when we no longer describe “mobile 
learning” as “mobile learning.” I hope we can agree “it’s soup now,” 
the kids are hungry for technology and the price is no longer our 
biggest challenge in providing access to 21st century learning tools.

About MVU 

MVU is a private, nonprofit Michigan corporation established in 
1998 by the State of Michigan to serve as a champion for online 
learning. It is the parent organization of the Michigan Virtual School® 
and Michigan LearnPort®, an online learning portal that delivers 
professional development opportunities and more to the Michigan 
education community. To learn more, visit www.mivu.org.

Jamey Fitzpatrick, President and CEO, 
Michigan Virtual University® (MVU®), has 
served as a catalyst for change and a champion 
of innovation in public education. Mr. 
Fitzpatrick serves on the Board of Trustees for 
Olivet College in Olivet, Michigan, as well as 
the Michigan 4-H Foundation Board.

Is it 
Soup 

Yet
By

Jamey 

Fitzpatrick

news:The
http://www.mivu.org
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What if students–and teachers, too–
brought their own technology to school 
with them? What if most people had in 
their pockets a tool that could be used 
as a calculator, notepad, information 
retriever, and communicator? Would we 
allow the use of these devices or would 
we effectively sew students’ pockets shut 
by enacting policies that forbid the use 
of student-owned technology in the 
classroom? Gradually, districts throughout 
Michigan are re-examining their policies 
regarding student BYOT (Bring Your Own 
Technology) and are allowing, and even 
encouraging, the use of student-owned 
mobile technology.
Dated Policies  
Acceptable use policies written in the 1980s and 1990s banned 
mobile technology (at first pagers, remember them, http://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pager?) because parents and educators 

believed that the devices were used by students to traffic drugs, 
disrupt classrooms, and cheat. When cell phones first became 
commonly used, most districts attempted to block them from 
schools entirely, insisting that students leave their phones at home. 
In the interest of fairness, some schools also required that teachers 
not have phones at school.

Current policies 
Today, most parents WANT their children to carry mobile devices 
to stay in touch – to coordinate schedules and use in emergencies. 
When parents began to object to restrictive school policy, some 
schools amended their policies to allow phones in school, but 
to have them remain in lockers or backpacks. Leaving phones 
in lockers presents a temptation for theft and the possibility of 
disruption caused by unattended cell phones ringing incessantly 
from inside the locker. In most districts, students are currently 
forbidden from using their cell phones in classes, but are allowed to 
have them in school and on their person. As long as the student’s 
cell phone remains out of sight and doesn’t cause a disruption, a 
version of “don’t ask, don’t tell” appears to be current policy at many 
schools.

Emerging policies 
With the recent advent and popularity of smartphones and mobile 
tablets that possess the computing power of yesterday’s full-sized 
computers, and with parents and administrators becoming avid 
mobile-device users themselves, many are seeing the possibilities 
that could occur in classrooms if the technology is in the hands of 
students instead of in their pants pockets. Emerging policies are 
evolving that support students using their own mobile technology 

Mobile 
Technology 
in Schools: 

ADVOCATINg FOR 
THE USE OF STUDENT 

TECHNOLOgY  
By Pam Shoemaker and Jon Margerum-Leys

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pager?
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pager?
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Pam Shoemaker, Ed.S. is the MACUL Advocacy 
Committee Chairperson and serves as the Instructional 
Technology Coordinator for Walled Lake consolidated 
Schools. She is a recent graduate of the MI Educational 
Policy Fellowship Program.

Jon Margerum-Leys, Ph.D. is a member of the MACUL 
Advocacy Committee and is currently serving as Interim 
Associate Dean for Students and Curriculum at Eastern 
Michigan University, where he is also a professor of 
Educational Media and Technology.

at school. These policies are flexible enough to protect students and 
teachers while supporting innovative instructional practices. 

Some districts are concerned about students accessing 
inappropriate content when they are using their own smartphones 
or tablets equipped with data plans that connect to a 3G or 4G 
network and do not run through the school filter. Policies may 
include a clause that prohibits students from connecting to 
outside networks. However, there is no legal precedent at this 
time regarding whether a school would be liable for the material a 
student accesses at school but through a non-school network. 

Best policies 
As with any technology, the best policies take a task-oriented, 
information-centered approach. What kinds of learning activities 
does a school support? What will students know and be able to do 
as a result of taking part in these activities? When the goals and 
means are well understood, the approach to the technology follows. 
In terms of preventing unwanted activities such as cheating on 
tests and viewing inappropriate content, having an engaging set of 
tasks with well-integrated roles for mobile technology is important. 
Making sure that student use of mobile technology happens in 
areas where they can be easily monitored by educators is a help.

ExAMPLES
Galva Jr/Sr High School (IL) http://www.galvanews.com/news/x338367602/Galva-students-
urged-to-use-caution-under-new-electronics-policy

Walled Lake Consolidated Schools (MI): http://www.wlcsd.org/files/ 
1115424/2011-12%20student%20code%20of%20conduct%20handbook.pdf 

Dysart Unified School District (AZ): http://www.dysart.org/ParentsandStudents/handbook/ 
DistrictHandbookEnglish.pdf

District 208 (ME): http://www.maine207.org/staff/district_technology_policy/

Pulaski School District (WI) Cell Phone Parent Permission Form: http://roxannnys.pbworks.
com/f/Cell_Phone_Permission_Slip_09%5B1%5D%5B1%5D.doc 

RESoURCES
Koebler, Jason (2011, October 26). US News and World Report.  
Teachers Use Cell Phones in the Classroom.

Pierce, Margo (2012, January 10). THE Journal. Empahsizing Responsibility in Mobile AUPs.

Rapp, David. Scholastic Magazine. Lift the Cell Phone Ban. 

Schachter, Ron (2009, November). District Administrator Magazine.  
Mobile Devices in the Classroom.

Schuch, Sarah (2011, September 10). MLive. Cell Phone Use in Schools on the Rise. 

Templeton, Barb. (2011, September 6). Macomb Patch. New High School Policies Allow Cell 
Phones In Class (2011, September 13). Acceptable Use Policies in the Web 2.0 and Mobile Era.

RepuRposing 
‘old’ cell phones

do you remember that cell phone in your glove compartment that’s three years 
old and hopelessly outdated? There are people who would just love to have it 
for use in emergencies, as a backup, or as a primary cell phone in a third world 
country. consider donating your old phone to others in need. each carrier has 
recommendations regarding this. here are a few:

1. AT&T: http://www.att.com/gen/general?pid=20369 . AT&T’s program recycles 
some phones and donates others to soldiers.

2. Verizon: http://www.verizonwireless.com/hopeline/ . Verizon’s program helps 
domestic abuse victims by providing phones that can be used in an emergency.

3. sprint: http://www.sprint.com/responsibility/communities_across/ 
project_connect.html?ecid=vanity:projectconnect . like AT&T’s, sprint’s 
program recycles phones. it then uses the proceeds to fund internet safety 
programs.

4. T-Mobile: http://www.t-mobile.com/cell-phone-recycling . T-Mobile also 
recycles phones: You can bring your T-Mobile phone to any store to be recycled.

You cAn Also donATe diRecTlY To pRogRAMs ThAT use old cell phones. 
heRe ARe A few of Those:

1. frontline sMs uses cell phones to help get medical advice to people in Africa. 
see http://www.healthymagination.com/blog/old-cell-phones-save-lives-in-
africa/

2. cell phones for soldiers is the program that AT&T partners with (see above). 
Their program is here: http://cellphonesforsoldiers.com/

3. The wireless foundation supports a variety of initiatives including Text4Baby, 
a program that sends health-related texts to new moms. They accept cell 
phone donations directly. see http://www.wirelessfoundation.org/

pAcking up
when you donate your phone, don’t forget to include as many of the items that 
came with it as you have. That means the charger, cable(s), headphones, original 
case, and manual(s). if you don’t have the manual, you can download a copy at 
http://cellphonesguide.net/ or http://www.wirefly.com/learn/category/manuals/.

ReMoVing peRsonAl infoRMATion
Before donating your phone, you’ll want to delete any personal information 
that might be found there. Your information can be found on your phone’s siM 
(subscriber identity Module) card and in some cases on your phone’s memory 
card. The siM card can be removed from the phone; the organization to which you 
donate it will provide a new siM card. simply transfer the siM card to your new 
phone or, if it is incompatible with the new phone, destroy it. The memory card, if 
your phone has one, is trickier. in order for your phone to be usable, the memory 
card must be included when you donate your phone. wiping the memory card 
clean requires a different procedure for different types of phones, but the needed 
commands can generally be found in the phone’s settings. You can also contact 
your cell phone service provider for detailed instructions. if your phone syncs to a 
computer, tablet, or cloud service, don’t forget to turn off syncing before donating 
your phone!

http://www.galvanews.com/news/x338367602/Galva-students-urged-to-use-caution-under-new-electronics-policy
http://www.galvanews.com/news/x338367602/Galva-students-urged-to-use-caution-under-new-electronics-policy
http://www.galvanews.com/news/x338367602/Galva-students-urged-to-use-caution-under-new-electronics-policy
http://www.wlcsd.org/files/
http://www.dysart.org/ParentsandStudents/handbook/
http://www.maine207.org/staff/district_technology_policy/
http://roxannnys.pbworks
http://www.att.com/gen/general?pid=20369
http://www.verizonwireless.com/hopeline/
http://www.sprint.com/responsibility/communities_across/
http://www.t-mobile.com/cell-phone-recycling
http://www.healthymagination.com/blog/old-cell-phones-save-lives-in-africa/2
http://www.healthymagination.com/blog/old-cell-phones-save-lives-in-africa/2
http://www.healthymagination.com/blog/old-cell-phones-save-lives-in-africa/2
http://cellphonesforsoldiers.com/
http://www.wirelessfoundation.org/
http://cellphonesguide.net/
http://www.wirefly.com/learn/category/manuals/
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Bring Your Own Technology or Bring Your Own Device is a 
growing idea in the K-12 arena. For many years colleges and 
universities have successfully taken this approach to student 
technology. If it works in higher education can it work in k-12 
classrooms? I say it can (and will) work. However our K-12 
schools would be well served to begin with a school-provided 1:1 
laptop program before jumping into a BYO approach.

A school-provided one laptop per student (1:1) program sets the 
stage for a Bring Your Own (BYO) program. The 1:1 program 
is a stepping-stone. Through the program, teachers move away 
from teaching technology tools and toward utilizing the tools to 
teach subject content. However, none of this will happen until a 
school embraces a school-provided 1:1 program. When a school 
provides all students with the same laptop, there is uniformity 
in the student tool. With this standard in place, teachers can 

remain focused on the business of teaching and learning, 
without the distractions of differing software and differing 
devices. When all students use the same device, the teacher can 
master that one device. Once the teacher masters that device, 
the teacher can begin to transform the teaching and learning in 
powerful ways. In the BYO classroom, the teacher is asked to 
transform teaching and learning while simultaneously managing 
an ever-changing landscape of technology devices. Allowing the 
teachers a consistent technology tool provides them with the 
ability to control the rate of change in their classroom.

Teaching with technology is a process that has many steps 
for teachers to work through. In the beginning, teachers are 
learning how to use the technology for their own benefit. Along 
the way they learn to replace traditional pencil and paper 
activities with technology enhanced experiences. Eventually they 
grow to facilitate student use of technology to communicate 
understanding of concepts. Traditional teaching models and 
technology do not often mix well. Therefore, as teachers adopt 
new technology tools, they must learn how to manage student 
technology and how to teach differently. 

I work in a district that has recently moved to providing 
students in grades seven through twelve with laptop computers. 
The program is exciting and offers learning opportunities 
that were unthinkable in previous years. In our second year, 
teachers are still learning routines for classroom management, 
supervision, and appropriate use of the laptops. At the center 
of the teachers’ concerns is how to effectively use this new 
technology as a tool for making a difference in the classroom. 
Teachers are each attempting strategies for utilizing the 
technology in effective ways. In one classroom you will find 
a teacher guiding the students to a very specific web site for 
research. In another classroom you will find the students 
all working on a document in a word processor. In another 
classroom you find all students being directed on how to edit 
a movie using the school’s software. These are activities with 
embedded learning outcomes and content expectations, but in 
a new way that engages students and appeals to their sense of 
purpose. In many of these scenarios you will find the teacher 
directing the student in exactly how to use the tool, much 
like you might direct a six-year-old in how to use a hammer. 
While these teachers are making strides along their technology 
integration journey, they are still very early in the process. Their 
focus is still on teaching the tool rather than using the tool to 
teach the content of their subject area. Like training the six-year-
old, they are teaching how to use the hammer, rather than when 
the hammer is the best tool to use.

Teachers need this experience to act as professional 
development time to grow in their understanding of true 
technology integration. Learning to identify concept mastery 
demonstrated in new ways requires time and experience. 
When students are all working on guided technology-driven 
activities, teachers learn to understand a new way of thinking. 
In the past teachers read student papers to determine student 
understanding. However, this new technology integrated 

A One-to-One 
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Lawrence Technological University Can Help!

Are You Prepared...
to Guide the 21st-Century Learner?

          Explore these innovative programs:
       • Bachelor of Science in Computer Engineering  
       • Bachelor of Science in Robotics Engineering
       • Master of Educational Technology * †
       • Master of Science in Information Systems
       • Master of Science Education *
       • Master of Science in Computer Science
       • Master of Science in Electrical and Computer Engineering
       • Doctor of Management in Information Technology

          Also discover “fast-track” graduate certificates in:
       • Bioinformatics
       • Health IT Management
       • Instructional Design, Communication, and Presentation
       • Instructional Technology †
       • Robotics Education
       • Workplace Technology †
                                                                * Scholarships provided to all participants
                                                                † Also available online

[ Waive your application fee at www.ltu.edu/applyfree ]

Lawrence Technological University | Office of Admissions
21000 West Ten Mile Road, Southfield, MI 48075-1058 | 800.225.5588 | admissions@ltu.edu | www.ltu.edu 
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approach requires teachers learn how to “read” a student-
produced video, website, audio recording, presentation, or any 
other type of project the student may choose to create. Teachers 
need time to learn how to assess this new kind of creativity. 
Teachers get the opportunity to learn this new skill in a school-
provided 1:1 laptop program.

Why can’t this be learned in a bring your own device program? 
Technically, it could if all students were required to bring a 
specific device meeting minimum requirements set forth by the 
district. However imagine this scenario: parents invest in a $600 
laptop for their student to use. The student eagerly takes the 
laptop to school. At school, teachers are learning to manage the 
suddenly technology-rich classrooms, developing procedures 
and routines to try to make the best use of the tools. Just like the 
students, some teachers are learning and adapting quickly while 
others need more time. After a few months, half of the teachers 
are comfortable integrating technology in their classrooms and 
half of them are not. In some classrooms the laptop gets used. In 
other classrooms, the laptop sits unused. Because of the initial 
parent cost, parents are now paying for teachers to learn how 
to integrate technology into the classroom. Districts do not ask 
parents to personally fund professional development days for 
teachers, so why would we expect them to fund the time needed 
to train teachers to integrate technology? In a school-provided 

1:1 program where teachers have had the time necessary to learn 
the integration techniques and appropriate pedagogy, they will 
feel prepared when parents and students are ready to move to 
a BYO program. The school-provided 1:1 program is essential 
professional development in preparation for a BYO program. 

Our students are being called to be creative problem solvers, 
clearly communicating deep understanding based on 
information analysis and ingenuity. As we move forward with 
them, we are called to adapt to a new understanding of what 
teaching and learning means. We are called to facilitate a new 
kind of learning that allows for collaboration, encourages 
creativity, and helps students learn how to learn. Technology is 
an essential piece of the new learning landscape. As education 
moves forward we must abandon our concern with which 
devices students are bringing into the classroom, allowing them 
the freedom to express new understandings regardless of the 
tool used to communicate. To get teachers to that point they 
need the uniformity of a school-provided 1:1 laptop program. 
We must provide teachers with the time and experience needed 
for real learning to happen.

Michael Partridge is the Instructional Technology Specialist at Pinckney 
Community Schools, an Adjunct Instructor for MSU, and MACUL SIGMM 
Officer. He can be contacted at mikey.partridge@gmail.com.

mailto:mikey.partridge@gmail.com
http://www.ltu.edu/applyfree
mailto:admissions@ltu.edu
http://www.ltu.edu
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MACUL Honors 
2012 MACUL 
Award Recipients
MACUL offers awards to honor members who demonstrate 
outstanding achievement in the use of technology to improve 
education. Each award winner receives a gift, complimentary 
registration and hotel accommodations to the MACUL 
Conference. The winners of the Outstanding Technology Using 
Teacher and Educator awards will represent MACUL in the 
2012 International Society for Technology in Education (ISTE) 
competition. 
(Shown left to right)
MAcul outstanding Technology-using prek-12 Teacher of the Year: 
Amber kowatch, franklin elementary school, ludington Area school district

MAcul outstanding Technology-using educator of the Year: 
Anne Thorp, ottawa intermediate school district/ReMc 7

MAcul outstanding Technology coordinator of the Year: 
Matt cook, Blissfield community schools

MAcul outstanding Technology-using educator of the Year Runner up:  
Jim peterson, holland christian high school, holland christian schools

MAcul outstanding Technology-using prek-12 Teacher of the Year Runner up: 
Ashley Mcdonald, lakeview elementary school, ludington Area school district

The 2012 MACUL President’s Award was given to the 
Michigan eLibrary (MeL) for its contributions to the field of 
educational technology and dedication to providing digital 
resources for students and educators. 
[Photo: Randy Riley, Nancy Robertson, Sheryl Mase,  
Deb Biggs Thomas]

AwARDEES REcEIVED wONDERfUL TEcHNOLOGy 
GIfTS fROM SUppORTING cOMpANIES!

Teacher of the Year: prize package from SMART 
Technologies, book from Library Media Collection, Software 
from Tech4Learning, Adobe Suite from Adobe.

Educator of the Year: iPad from The Professional group, Book 
from Library Media Collection, Adobe Suite from Adobe.

Award runners-up will receive a Latitude ST Tablet from Dell.

Tech Coordinator of the Year: Document camera from City 
Animation, Adobe Suite from Adobe, Blackberry Playbook 
tablet from Sprint, $500 gift certificate from REMC $AVE.

In addition, each of these awardees received Camtasia and 
Snagit from TechSmith and a Nettrekker subscription from 
Nettrekker.

Visit www.macul.org for more information 
about these MACUL Awards.

The recipient of The 
Frank Miracola 21Things 
Educational Excellence Award 
is Shauna Coleman, media 
specialist at Margaret Black 
Elementary School, Warren 
Consolidated Schools. 
This award is presented 
by MACUL and REMC 
Association of Michigan 
to the Michigan educator 
who embraces the values 
of a global 21st Century 

Educator, integrating the international technology 
standards at the classroom level as modeled 
through implementing 21Things for Educators in the 
classroom. Shauna received a $300 gift through the 
Miracola fund.

 THE fRANk MIRAcOLA 21 THINGS 
EDUcATIONAL ExcELLENcE AwARD

2012 MACUL Award Recipients

2012 MACUL President’s Award

SEE
YOU
NExT
YEAR!

http://www.macul.org
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I’m always looking for new project management ideas. With 
almost 375 students working on a variety of projects that need 
to be turned in and graded, and a dwindling lab budget for copy 
paper and ink cartridges, if there is a way to go digital, I’m on it! 
One of the most versatile free web tools that I use is Google Docs 
– specifically Google Forms. If you are also interested in ‘going 
digital’ while saving $$, the environment, and your time, read on!

1. Get to know your students by creating an All About Me form 
at the beginning of the school year. Find their likes and dislikes, 
their favorite and least favorite class, what they are good at in 
school and out of school, after school activities they enjoy. As 
the school tech teacher, I’d like to know what kind of home 
technology they have (How many students have computers that 
they can use at home? How many have Internet access? Dial-up 
or cable?) Have they ever completed a keyboarding program? 
What is their favorite thing to do on the computer? What are 
they excited about learning in the computer lab this year? 

Tip: When setting up a form, the first and most important 
required question should always be What is your name? You 
don’t want to forget this – I speak from experience (27 no-named 
quizzes)!

2. Check weekly Spelling tests by setting up a 1-10 text box form 
for your 10 spelling words. If you have 1:1 or are in a computer 

lab, you can have all students access the Form at the same time 
and type in the words as you say them. Or, in a classroom setting 
with just a few computers, you can record yourself reading the 
words (via AudioBoo) for kids to listen to. Or, you can write the 
definitions or a sentence with a blank for the word in the Form 
as the ‘question’ and they can type the word into an ‘answer’ text 
box. 

Tip: Make the spreadsheet self-checking by clicking the drop 
arrow to the right of the column letter, clicking on Conditional 
formatting, selecting Text does not contain, write in the correct 
spelling of the word, and making the background red. Once you 
save the rule, all cells with misspelled words will be red.

3. Use a form as an 
Entrance ticket (to find 
out how much they already 
know about today’s topic) 
or Exit ticket (to see how 
well they have learned 
today’s activity). This could 
be a simple scale or a drop 
down list or a paragraph 
text box for more detail. 
Easy to sort to see who got 
the concept and who needs 
more time practicing. 

Tip: Select all the students’ feedback in the ‘what I learned today’ 
column and pop the words into Wordle for an interesting view 
of what your class felt was the most important part of the lesson! 

4. Create a database for books individuals have finished reading. 
Include the student name, the title, author, genre, a short 
summary of the story (no spoilers!), a rating scale (1: Yuck – 
don’t bother reading this to 10: This was amazing! I loved it!), and 
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whom you would recommend this book to – boys, girls, boys and 
girls. Sort by genre, recommendation, etc. 

Tip: Make sure you give students access to the spreadsheet of 
collected information. On the spreadsheet window, click on the 
Share button and set to Anyone with the link, then click the Save 
button. Post the link to the spreadsheet and students and parents 
can now view the book database.

5. Collect links 
and/or embed 
codes from all 
students. When 
my students create 
a Voki or Glogster, 
I have them copy 
the embed code 
and paste it into 
a simple form 
that includes a 
drop down list 
of homeroom 
teachers (so I can 
sort by class), a 
text box for their 
name (1st + last 
initial), and a 
paragraph text box for their code. Once I have everyone’s embed 
code, I can copy and paste into a widget/plugin in a classroom 
collection wiki page. 

Tip: Once I have collected all student information, I take 
the form off our class wiki page. I have found that strange 
but interesting things sometimes appear in the spreadsheet 
(submitted by students who might not be using their time wisely) 
if the form is left up after its usefulness is over.

6. Use as a peer evaluation of 
projects. This is especially good for 
group work. Students can evaluate 
each member of the group including 
themselves. Sort the spreadsheet 
by names of the group members 
to ‘clump’ students together. This 
will make it easier to evaluate group 
opinions of individuals. 

Tip: When students click the Submit 
button, they will receive a default 
message which is pretty boring. 
Click the More actions button in 
the top right corner; then click Edit 
Confirmation. I like to ‘pat them 
on the back’ for finishing the Form 
and then give them directions. For 
example: Thanks for evaluating the 
Dream Vacation project. Now go play 
CarrotSticks or MultiFlyer! 

7. Survey what students already know about a topic before you 
begin the unit. Return to the Form page at the end of the lesson/
unit and have students answer the same questions again to show 
you what they have learned. 

Tip: Sort by student name and the timestamp will show you the 
pre- and post-answers to what they know about the topic.

8. Individuals can use as a reading record. How many books can 
you read in a month? In a semester? This year? Sort by student 
names to see numbers of books read. Sort by genre to see what’s 
‘hot’ in your classroom. 

9. Rubrics can be created with a checklist form. Use the Scale 
Question Type (the default 1-5 works best) to create a rubric for 
a presentation. As students are presenting their work, simply 
add the student name and grade each category on the list. When 
finished, you’ll have a 1 page rubric spreadsheet. Export to Excel, 
add a formula to average all numbers for each student and you’ve 
got a presentation grade! 

Tip: Add a paragraph text box as the last ‘question’ on the Form 
to write individual comments.

10. Collect data – for example Science experiment data – in 
a Google form. Students can enter measurements of growing 
plants, the angle of incline + distance a marble rolls, or a list of what 
a magnet attracts and what it doesn’t. Students can export data to 
an Excel spreadsheet to sort, average, total, and create charts. 

Tip: Students can access any Google Form via a link (which is 
a monster – use bit.ly or tinyURL to shorten!), but I prefer to 
embed into the classroom wiki page which is super easy (and 
quite attractive!). 
Marilyn Western is the 2008 MACUL Teacher of the Year, a former member 
of the MACUL Board of Directors, a Discovery Educator Network (DEN) 
scholar, and a Mt. Pleasant Public Schools 5th/6th grade computer lab 
teacher. Outside of the classroom, she has worked as the 1998-99 MDE 
Technology Using Educator on Loan, a MI Champions course designer and 
instructor, a technology trainer for Clare Gladwin RESD, Gratiot Isabella 
RESD and Bay Arenac ISD, a national presenter for the Bureau of Education 
& Research, and a district Tech Guru. She can be reached via mwestern@
edzone.net.
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As I sit down to write this article, it is December 31, 2011. Like 
many other people, I have spent the past week or so trying to nail 
down a couple of resolutions that I think might survive beyond 
January. Perhaps you have seen the commercial (I believe it is for 
Celebrex) that says, “A body in motion tends to stay in motion, but 
a body at rest tends to stay at rest.” It seems like the most popular 

resolutions each year involve getting moving. If what the advertisers 
of Celebrex say is true, the most important step is the first one 
when it comes to getting moving: becoming a body in motion! This 
is also true when it comes to technology policies in education. 

Getting Mobilized 
Obviously the word “mobile” applies to both the devices that are 
taking our entire world by storm and to the action that is necessary 
to bring about progress in our schools. In the past, it seems like 
budgetary constraints have been the main stumbling block for 
schools when it comes to instituting new technology practice. We 
would have never expected parents to send a personal computer to 
school with their students to accommodate our desire to increase 
students’ access to technology. This is still true with mobile devices, 
but the amazing thing is that we don’t have to ask! Students are 
already toting smartphones, tablets, iPads, iPods, and more because 
they have become such integral parts of their everyday lives outside 
of the classroom. As a matter of fact, they will go to extreme 
lengths to have items like their phones in their possession within 
the classroom. Unlike the traditional textbook or pencil, teachers 
do not find themselves asking students if they have their phones 
only to be told, “It’s in my locker” or “I left it at home.” So perhaps 
students have taken the first step for us by making it a top priority 
to get connected through mobile devices?

A Time and a Place 
The clear next step is to look at a policy for mobile device usage 
in the classroom. Gone are the days of passing notes and making 
Cootie Catchers. Today, students update their Facebook status, 
text, shop, and play Words with Friends and Angry Birds when 
teachers aren’t looking. At Shepherd High School, our Technology 
Committee decided to put a plan in motion to harness the power 
of mobile learning devices that students already own and utilize. 
As of the 2011-2012 school year, we allow cell phones in the 
classroom (gasp!). 

Okay, let me rewind just a bit on this. Shepherd High School 
Principal Doug Bush and I began researching mobile learning 
several years ago. Between conferences, articles, and professional 
development opportunities, we began to gather information 
about other schools that had already become “bodies in motion” 
in this regard. Overwhelmingly, we heard that allowing cell 
phones actually decreased disciplinary issues, expanded learning 
options, and empowered both teachers and students. Our next 
step was to take this issue before our staff. There were, naturally, 
mixed reactions among our teachers, but the consensus was clear: 
Teachers who were ready to utilize mobile learning devices in their 
classrooms wanted the freedom to do so. Those who chose not to 
could set their own classroom guidelines for cell phone use. After 
taking this before our local Board of Education and determining 
that educational use of mobile technology was consistent with 
our board guidelines, all that was left was to make the student 
handbook change and to put our new theory into practice!

Theory into Practice 
Putting mobile learning devices into use as educational tools was 
our next challenge. Guess where we looked for ideas? We looked 
to our students! They quickly let us know that they “needed” 
to be able to access PowerSchool, Moodle, and Google on their 
devices as some of their top resources. This involved working 

Becoming a 
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with our Technology Coordinator to ensure that the programs 
we were using would work with mobile devices. Not shockingly, 
we quickly found with most situations that (as Apple constantly 
reminds us) “There’s an app for that!” I, for one, was amazed at 
how much students were anxious to do on their tiny cell phones 
and iPods! One example is using Moodle to complete classroom 
assignments. Even with those tiny screens, students enjoyed the 
flexibility of completing their assignments any time, any place, 
and on their own devices. 

Speed Bumps 
I would love to report that we put our plan on cruise control 
and just smoothly rode out the first few months of the school 

year without any difficulties, but we did face some challenges. 
Honestly, however, I’m hard-pressed to come up with many! 
One thing that is emerging as a concern is the amount of traffic 
on our wireless network. More devices accessing our connection 
has the potential of slowing things down for everyone, so 
we have had to look at increased security settings, as well as 
differentiated access privileges for users. In our planning stages, 
many potential obstacles were avoided with careful education 
of students and staff. For example, we emphasized to staff that 
mobile devices should be considered optional and should offer 
additional access to resources. That way, if students do not have 
them, they are not at a disadvantage in completing their work. 

Buckle Up! 
If your district is considering making a move with mobile learning 
(or even if they aren’t!), I encourage you to research mobile learning 
in Michigan and beyond. Education has never changed at such a 
rapid pace, so perhaps we either put ourselves in motion or the 
world of technology will leave us in its dust! 

Kristi Bush is the K-12 Media Specialist 
for Shepherd Public Schools and also 
works with Michigan Virtual School 
as an Online Instructor Trainer and 
Course Developer. She may be reached at 
snearybush@gmail.com.

mailto:snearybush@gmail.com
http://www.skyward.com/family


22 | | MACULjournal| |SPRING/SUMMER 2012

By John Phillips

In today’s world we all take the cell phones 
in our pocket for granted. It is common place 
for us to pull it out on a moment’s notice and 
look up the latest news or tweet. However, 
the majority of educators are the same people 
who confiscate phones from students without 
even thinking. The devices in their pockets 
are some of the best tools that teachers 
can be integrating into instruction. With 
a few websites and apps, you can turn that 
annoying buzzing device into a valuable asset 
for instruction.

How many of you have used a $1500 student response system 
in your classroom? What would you do with that $1500 if 
I told you there was a free way to do the same thing? There 
are web services, such as PollEverywhere.com, that allow you 
to poll your students for information, just like a standalone 
student response system. To use this in your classroom set up 
a FREE account on the site and then create a question for your 
students to answer. The site will give you an address for them 
to text their answers and the results will show up live on your 
computer. 

Another alternative 
to clickers is a 
website called 
socrative.com. 
Socrative is a 
new player in the 
education world. 
Their site allows you 
to create quizzes, 
polls, and any other response question that can be answered 
using a smart phone or a computer. The interface is extremely 
simple to use and the results can be downloaded instantly as an 
Excel file or emailed to you for later viewing. Socrative also has 
a student app (for IOS devices) for answering questions, and a 
teacher app (for IOS devices) for creating quizzes. I personally 
have used this tool to administer a quiz to all of my students and 
we really enjoyed the interface. The best part about this tool is 
that it is continuously updated with new features!
 
One more idea to save you some money is called remind101.
com. Remind101 is a service that allows you to set up classes 
with a text messaging reminder service at no cost to teachers, 
and standard text messaging rates for students. Your students 
sign up for the Remind 101 messaging service, and then you 
send reminders to them about upcoming assignments, quizzes, 

or class happenings. What better way to stay in touch with your 
students than by sending them text message reminders? You 
can also share Remind 101 with parents so they can sign up for 
the reminders as well. The other nice component for teachers 
is that you can schedule the text messages in advance. In a few 
keystrokes, you can easily reach your students and parents at 
anytime with a device that most of them are carrying around at 
all times. 
 
Cell phones have a place in the classroom. As educators, we 
have to be willing to use services like those mentioned above to 
reduce our costs in the budget climate in which we live. Such a 
powerful device offers us amazing opportunities. 

John Phillips teaches Technology and Media Literacy for Battle Creek 
Public Schools in Battle Creek, MI. He is a graduate of the Master of Arts in 
Educational Technology program at Michigan State University. Currently 
he serves as the Communications Officer for MACUL SIG Elementary 
Education, and can be found on Twitter as @bcgeek.

Mobile Phones:  
School  Budget Saver?
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Twelve-year-old Lucas* has a severe congenital impairment affecting his 
ability to move, communicate and learn. He does not speak, and so his 
parents and teachers are often left wondering if he understands what is 
being said or taught. Lucas has had limited success communicating with a 
variety of dedicated speech-producing devices, but his motor and cognitive 
impairments have impeded progress.  Enter the iPad and a remarkable 
symbol-based app called Proloquo2Go, introduced by Lucas’ speech 
pathologist at the University of Michigan’s Mott Children’s Hospital. In a 
few short months, Lucas has learned to use the iPad to communicate basic 
needs and wants, and has even been able to tell his father “I love you” for 
the very first time.

For the past two semesters, Eastern Michigan University student McLaine 
Mast has observed the therapy sessions of five patient-clients at Mott 
Hospital’s Speech and Language Clinic. The children, whose ages range 
from 4 to 18, have motor and cognitive disabilities that interferea with 

typical speech and language 
production.  Several are capable 
of one-word utterances; others 
communicate with gestures or via 
grunts and squeals. As a result of 
such limited verbal communication 
abilities, these children are at 
risk—their intellect is often 
underestimated; their potential goes 
unrecognized. 

McLaine, a graduate student in 
Speech Language Pathology, is 
interested in how emerging mobile 
technologies like the iPad, along 
with communication apps like 
Proloquo2Go, can change the lives 
of non-verbal children. To study 

this phenomenon, McLaine wrote and presented a grant proposal to the 
Mott Family Network (MFN), Mott Hospital’s volunteer organization 
that funds and supports assistive technology projects for Mott patients. 
The MFN generously responded by donating iPads and licenses for 
Proloquo2Go, and after McLaine received U of M’s and EMU’s Internal 
Review Board approvals, her action research project began.

McLaine’s objective was to record, through field notes and video, the 
children’s therapy sessions introducing the iPad and Proloquo2Go as 
tools for augmentative or alternative communication. Initial questions 
were numerous. How did the speech/language pathologist (SLP) present 
the device? How quickly could children learn to operate the iPad and 
begin to use Proloquo2Go to communicate? What did the SLP do to 
foster this interaction?  Later, as the children’s therapy progressed, other 
questions arose. Could the hardware and/or app be adjusted to address 
issues of physical access? Will the child’s use of the device move beyond 

the expression of basic needs to 
communicating more complex 
thoughts, ideas and emotions? 

Early therapy sessions focused on 
how to use the iPad and navigate 
through Proloquo2Go. SLPs used 
a combination of verbal prompts, 
pointing and hand-over-hand 
instruction to help the children gain 
mastery of the device. Later sessions 
focused on using Proloquo2Go to 
make choices and communicate 
wants and needs. Play-based sessions 
built around compelling toys were 
particularly effective. Four-year-
old Emma loved to play with the 
dollhouse, so her SLP integrated the activity into the therapy. To add each 
piece of furniture, Emma had to use her iPad to request what she wanted. 
This exercise began with lots of prompting by the SLP, but quickly evolved 
into spontaneous use of the iPad as Emma asked for more and more items 
to furnish her house. She was very motivated!

As the study winds down, McLaine has some initial findings to report. 

All five children learned how to use the iPad and Proloquo2Go, and each 
child’s ability to communicate improved. Parents and SLPs are encouraged 
with the children’s progress. Fine motor issues in using the iPad were 
frequent, but most were overcome with practice; also, the latest update of 
Proloquo2Go has better accessibility with larger navigation icons. 

Moving beyond the communication of basic needs to the expression of 
abstract ideas will be the biggest challenge; only Lucas, so far, has been 
able to use the iPad to express emotion.  Still, the progress observed in 
just six weeks of therapy is dramatic.  The children in this study have 
demonstrated improved communication, despite the constraints of 
their cognitive and motor impairments.  The iPad, with its intuitive and 
accessible interface, combined with an SLP’s clinical expertise and a well-
designed augmentative/alternative communication app like Proloquo2Go, 
can change lives. Finally, all voices may be heard.

For information on Proloquo2Go, visit www.proloquo2go.com. To learn 
about other augmentative/alternative communication apps, visit www.
appsforaac.net.

*Children’s names have been changed to protect 
confidentiality.

Associate Professor Ann Orr, Ed.D., teaches classes 
in assistive and instructional technologies at Eastern 
Michigan University.

HEAR MY 
VOICE:

Mobile Technologies 
Bring the Gift of Speech

By Ann Orr

MoRe coMMunicATion Apps To know ABouT

There are dozens of apps that facilitate language development and 
communication. here are three more outstanding apps to know about; 

each offers the user unlimited possibilities for communication.
 

TouchChat, $150 • www.silver-kite.com/touchChat/ 

SonoFlex. $99 • www.tobiisonoflex.com 

OneVoice, $199• www.thinklegend.com/onevoice/ 

http://www.proloquo2go.com
http://www.appsforaac.net
http://www.appsforaac.net
http://www.silver-kite.com/touchChat/
http://www.tobiisonoflex.com
http://www.thinklegend.com/onevoice/


24 | | MACULjournal| |SPRING/SUMMER 2012

In 2009-10, one of my doctoral students (Jason Siko, a science 
teacher at Clarkston High School) received a MACUL grant that 
allowed him to purchase several netbooks for his classroom. The 
purpose of his project was to examine what he was able to do in 
his science classroom when the number of students per devices 
was decreased, and also when the students’ ability to access 
the devices was increased. Based on the data collected from his 
students, he concluded that:

students found the netbooks useful within the classroom 
as a convenient way to look up information and complete 
assignments without having to reserve the school’s computer 
lab. The students also noted that the netbooks actually 
facilitated the use of other sources of information. In the 
computer lab, students disregarded sources of information 
such as the text, but working in a group with only one 
netbook between them, the students used a wide variety of 
sources. (Siko, 2011)

Today, iPads and other tablet devices have become the next great 
device to have a purported impact on classroom teaching.

The 2010-11 MACUL Grant that I was awarded was designed 
to purchase one iPad and one iPod Touch (along with several 
accessories for both devices), and supplement that number with a 
loan of an additional four iPads and accessories from the College 
of Education at Wayne State University, to develop an iterative 
professional development for a small group of high school science 
teachers on using the iPad as a tool for technology integration.

SiTUATinG ThE iPAD AS A TEAChinG TooL 
According to a white paper on the effectiveness of interactive 
whiteboards in the K-12 classroom:

Interactive whiteboards affect learning in several ways. They 
serve to raise the level of student engagement in classrooms, 
motivate students, and promote enthusiasm for learning. In 
at least one case, the addition of an interactive whiteboard 
positively affected student attendance. Interactive 
whiteboards support many different learning styles and 
have been successfully employed in learning environments 
serving visually and hearing impaired students. Research 
also indicates higher levels of student retention, and notes 
taken on an interactive whiteboard can play a key role in the 
student review process. In addition to a positive impact on 
student learning, observations also indicate that designing 
lessons around interactive whiteboards can help educators 
streamline their preparation and be more efficient in 
their ICT (Information and Communication Technology) 
integration. (SMART Technologies Inc., 2004, p. 4)

However, one of the problems with a teacher’s reliance on an 
interactive whiteboard is that it is a large, stationary piece of 
equipment; often mounted at the front of the classroom.

The nature of technology in the twenty-first century is that more 
powerful computing continues to become available on smaller 
and smaller devices. However, there are several limitations to 
the usefulness of current mobile devices in the K-12 classroom. 
One of the most common was the smallness of the devices, 
particularly the screen size. The iPad is the first device that 
provides the processing potential (and screen size) of a netbook, 
but the portability of a PDA or phone. This combination of 
computing power, size of the visual display, and mobility make 
the iPad an ideal classroom tool for the integration of technology 
into the classroom by teachers.

An iPad allows teachers to integrate technology on an individual 
student basis. As the teacher navigates their classroom and 
facilitates student learning, the iPad allows the teacher to search 
for resources or display a simulation or scroll to a specific section 
of an electronic book or website – without having to return 
to their desk or to the interactive whiteboard at the front of 
the room. Essentially, it is as if the teacher is able to tuck that 
electronic whiteboard underneath their arm and use it with the 
same mobility as a teacher would use a textbook in years past.

iMPLEMEnTinG ThE PRoFESSionAL DEVELoPMEnT 
Research on the effectiveness of professional development 
had shown an increase in teacher learning when teachers 
take ownership of that professional development (Loucks-
Horsley, Love, Stiles, Mundry & Hewson, 2009). As such, the 
initial professional development session with the teachers was 
designed to orient them to the device and showcase some initial 
science-based applications or “apps” that I had pre-loaded on 
their machines. Following this orientation, the teachers were 
given approximately four weeks to become familiar with the 
iPad and then suggest topics that they would like to receive 
additional training (e.g., both from a list of potential topics I 
prepared and ones they generated on their own – and most 
of the topics came from their own suggestions). By having 
teachers select and prioritize the topics for professional 
development surrounding the use of the iPad in the classroom 

TEACHERS 
PERCEPTIONS 

OF IPADS IN THE 
CLASSROOM
By Michael K. Barbour, MACUL Grant Recipient  
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it was hoped that it would increase their level of involvement in 
the training they received.

Additionally, research had also shown that there was a higher 
level of transfer in professional development initiatives when 
on-going support is provided to the teacher following the initial 
training – either by their colleagues or an outside support person 
(Desimone, Porter, Garet, Yoon & Birman, 2002; DuFour, 
Eaker, & DuFour, 2005; Heck, Banilower, Weiss & Rosenberg, 
2008). Significant time was allowed during the professional 
development sessions for the teachers to showcase ways they had 
been using the device and different apps they had found, and 
also to simply interact with each other surrounding their use of 
the tool. This time, which generally comprises of approximately 
half of each of the four follow-up sessions that were held, 
allowed for these teachers to develop a learning community 
around their support of each other using this new device. Cross 
(1998) believed that a learning community was intended to 
foster “active learning over passive learning, cooperation over 
competition, and community over isolation” (p. 5); and in this 
instance as these science teachers were always physically present 
with each other at the school they had many more interactions 
surround their use of the iPad that could be quantified during 
the five sessions that I held with them.

EARLy FinDinGS FRoM ThE DATA 
As a part of the project, I audio recorded each of the professional 
development sessions. I also conducted interviews with each of 
the teachers who participated, and there was one teacher who 
implemented a lesson plan that made use of mobile devices 
that I observed and videotaped. An initial analysis of this data 
indicated that the teachers all felt that the tool could have 
powerful uses in the classroom, but all felt extremely limited 
by the fact that they only had one iPad per teacher (as opposed 
to one device per student). Interestingly, the teachers used the 
device more as a personal and professional development tool, 
than as a resource during their teaching that they could use with 
their students.

The one teacher who completed a lesson that incorporated 
mobile devices into his classroom collected devices from a 
number of his colleagues and also encouraged the students 
to bring along their own devices and gave them a list of free 

apps to download beforehand. 
He began by having students 
complete a pre-test using the 
multiple-choice question function 
in Mobl21 (a mobile learning 
management system). He then 
provided some direct instruction 
by displaying a 99¢ app on 
the iPad using the classroom 
document camera, followed by 
the students exploring the topic 
using two different apps from 
the devices he had borrowed or 
their own. He finished the class 
by having the students complete 
the same multiple-choice quiz 

as a post-test. While all of the teachers saw the potential of the 
device (such as how it was used by this specific teacher), in a very 
pragmatic way they also felt that the expense of these devices was 
a luxury that schools simply couldn’t afford – particularly when 
you consider that you can purchase two netbooks for the cost of 
one iPad.

I plan to further analyze this data and submit a follow-up 
article to the MACUL Journal that outlines the full results of the 
research study conducted as a part of this MACUL Grant.
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When something new and exciting is in the works, it’s human 
nature to want to jump in and get involved, and so when Cory 
McElmeel, director of Ypsilanti New Tech @ Ardis, told me that 
a couple of his teachers had some great ideas and wanted to talk 
to me about collaborating on a MACUL grant, I told him I’d be 
happy to put our heads together and see what we could come 
up with. Everything about New Tech was brand new, radically 
different than anything done before in Ypsilanti Public Schools, 
and technology infused. The school, which opened in September 
2010, features a project based learning environment, where multi 
disciplinary courses (such as BioLit and GeoArt) are built around 
the Michigan state standards. Students complete projects in a 
collaborative classroom environment, where every student has a 
laptop that replaces traditional textbooks and worksheets. 
 
New Tech’s opening was still many months off, but geometry 
teacher Matt Perry and art teacher Katherine Fisk had already put 
together most of their GeoArt course, and had developed goals, 
objectives, and most of their projects. The GeoArt class is designed 
to allow students to investigate and discover concepts in geometry 
and art, and to use these newly learned concepts in the production 
of various projects. Geometry and art seem like a natural 
combination if you study the world around you and the projects 
they had developed had blended the two in a way that had the 
potential to grab the students’ attention and sustain their interest 
as they developed and completed them. The drawback that they 
were finding to using the MacBook to produce the drawings was 
that, even though it was possible to use the built in track pad or a 
mouse, neither was sensitive enough to allow students to produce 
a very detailed or precise drawing. 
 
The technology tool that Matt and Katherine found to give 
students more control over their digital drawings was the Wacom 

Bamboo Craft Tablet. The Bamboo Craft is a 9. 8” X 6. 9’ tablet 
that attaches to the computer via USB. It comes with a pen, which 
can be used with the tablet to draw or to act as a mouse and 
control the computer. The table also accepts input from a user’s 
finger touching the slate. The pen and slate also come with an 
attractive software package including Adobe Photoshop Elements, 
Corel Painter, and Nik Color Efex. The MACUL grant provided 
12 tablets, and the school was able to find a source for matching 
funds, so Matt and Katherine ended up with 24 tablets for their 
classes of 38-42 students. 
 
Before using the tablets in any projects, the teachers did a 
demonstration for the class, and then allowed the students some 
time to explore the capabilities of the tablets and pens, and to 
practice using them. The students were excited to see the product 
initially, but after trying it, some of them became discouraged. 
It was not a tool that a person could take out of the box and be 

Back to the 
Drawing 
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combine the detail 

and control of hand 
drawing and the 
power of digital 

editing tools.
By Gretchen Reist, MACUL Grant Recipient
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good at right away. Developing enough skill with the tool to use it 
effectively took some practice. Katherine and Matt foster student 
choice in their classroom and the tablets were always one of those 
choices students could use to complete their projects. Students 
who were not comfortable with the tool often opted to either use 
the computer trackpad or hand draw the images for their class 
projects. 
 
The software package, which was one of Matt and Katherine’s 
reasons for selecting this particular tool, turned out to be less 
valuable than they had hoped. The tablet came with a single license 
for each piece of software. With so few licenses, installing it onto 
all 125 of their students’ laptops was not possible. They had two 
desktops in their classroom, where they installed the software, 
but sharing only two stations among an entire class was not 
practical. In addition, the Adobe and the Corel products turned 
out to be older or “lite” versions, lacking some of the features 
they had hoped to use. Fortunately, a number of good pieces of 
software were available for free, such as Google Sketchup (sketchup.
google.com), Blender (www.blender.org), and SumoPaint (www.
sumopaint.com), and the students were able to use these for their 
projects. 
 
There is an old saying, “you don’t know what you don’t know,” 
and so it was for the first year of GeoArt. Many of the projects 
that Matt and Katherine had carefully designed before the start of 
the year needed to be tweaked or redesigned. In some of the cases 
where they had planned to use the tablets, it worked out to be 
impractical to have all the students use them, and in some cases it 
wasn’t practical to use them at all. In addition to the exploratory 
time that the students spent getting familiar with the tablets, there 
were two major projects where students incorporated the use of 
the tablets. 
 
The first of these was originally planned to be a design project for 
an addition to the school, which was still under renovation. When 
the addition idea was abandoned by the district in favor of some 
less costly options, the project was revamped to be the interior 
and exterior of a house specifically designed for the incoming 
work force from Hollywood taking advantage of Michigan’s tax 
breaks for the film industry. The interior was created using Google 

Sketchup, and students were able to use the tablets and pens to 
control the software. Those who had gained some skill with the 
pens found they were able to better control the draw and paint 
program than with the trackpad alone. Students were given several 
options for creating their exterior models. Some chose to build 3D 
models out of materials of their choice. Some chose to draw the 
exteriors by hand, and some chose to use the tablets with an online 
draw and paint program called SumoPaint. Many found that the 
tablets gave them greater control of the draw and paint tools. 
 
In the Future Self Digital Collage project, all of the students were 
able to use the tablets by splitting the class into two smaller groups. 
After a school-wide exploration of the ideas of utopia and dystopia, 
students were asked to design digital collages depicting their ideas 
of what would be necessary for their own personal utopia. Starting 
with a copyright free image as their background, students used 
the tablets to add their own image to the collage, manipulating 
the graphics with the pens and adding text as the final layer. 
Although some students struggled with the tool, many had become 
comfortable enough with it to use it effectively in this project.
 

Despite the challenges Matt and Katherine experienced in using 
the tablets in their GeoArt class, they like the tools, plan to use 
them again this year, and have plans to incorporate them in some 
new ways. In addition to the projects where the students used the 
tablets last year, they are also planning to use the tablets and pens 
with Jing (www.techsmith.com/Jing) or a similar screen capture 
software to create math tutorials. Students will use the tablets to 
write out the problem, showing their work, and explain what they 
are doing as they go along. They also plan to give students more 
opportunities to practice using the tablets and pens, and to give 
more options for students to choose to use the tool for completing 
projects or in giving presentations. 

Gretchen Reist is the Director of Technology for the Ypsilanti Public Schools. 
She may be reached at reist@ypsd.org. Matt Perry and Katherine Fisk teach 
the GeoArt class at Ypsilanti New Tech @ Ardis. They may be reached at 
perry3@ypsd.org and kfisk8@ypsd.org.

http://www.blender.org
http://www.sumopaint.com
http://www.sumopaint.com
http://www.techsmith.com/Jing
mailto:reist@ypsd.org
mailto:perry3@ypsd.org
mailto:kfisk8@ypsd.org
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Change IS good, change IS necessary and in education, change IS a necessity 
of the good that we produce as educators. After teaching 11 ½ years ‘the fire 
and brimstone’ traditional model of producing facts and demonstrating usage 
of the facts in my Economics and Civics Classes at Clintondale High School, I 
was at a crossroads that teachers face throughout their careers. It was time for 
a change! Not where I taught, not what I taught, not why I taught, but how I 
taught. Our Principal Greg Green proposed to me a way to change that truly 
sparked my interest. It was this ‘Marzano-esque Method’ (Robert Marzano) that 
totally turned the traditional instructional model on its head; literally, it was the 
flipped classroom model.

The flipped classroom model is the polar opposite of traditional teaching of 
content in class and doing assignments at home. Instead it is typically project 
based assignments in-class and content watched/read at home. At first, this 
seemed rather overwhelming. I was to take a class and make it the guinea pig. 
Teach one Civics course the traditional way of the past 11-½ years and use this 
flipped thing for the other. Instead of teaching the class using the textbook as 
the primary reference for the course I was in a computer lab using the Internet, 

why flip? 

Reasons to consider implementing 
the Flipped Classroom Model

By Andy Scheel

PowerPoints and Videos all embedded on a blog I 
created. This was the ‘flipped textbook’. I also created a 
collaborative network for student correspondence and 
feedback on Google Groups. This was the sounding 
board and communication device for daily classroom 
work. Of course, there were the tests, major projects 
and papers that the traditional class did too just not the 
guided reading assignments and note taking that many 
students of the information/Internet age had tuned out. 
The results were going to be the ultimate factor if this 
was going to work and oh how it did.

FAiLURES: 
Flipped 18% to 0% yes total reduction of failures. 
Traditional 13% to 15% par for the 
coursePARTiCiPATion: 
Flipped classes were using phone to collaborate on 
assignments
Traditional classes were using phones to get out of 
class

PERFoRMAnCE:
Flipped Class Average was 83% from 76% + 7% 
improvement
Traditional Class Average was 79% from 84% - 5% 
decline

RiGoR:
Flipped Class had more daily assignments, more 
activities than the other class by about 150 points.

It was pretty exciting going into this blind and seeing 
it pay off the way it did. Today Clintondale High 
School uses the Flipped Classroom Model school-wide. 
What made it work for me? Technology, technology 
and technology! We don’t need books to read books 
anymore. We don’t even talk on phones anymore. 
We are constantly writing. Writing texts, updating 
statuses, and creating information. This makes the 
flipped model. You do NOT need to have widespread 
technology to have an effective flipped class, but it 
sure helps. Students who do not have readily available 
Internet at home may struggle in keeping up with the 
content at home. We need to make a greater effort to 
provide these resources to students and teachers so that 
they can develop the communication and relationships 
necessary to facilitate learning in the flipped classroom 
model.

The aforementioned are just ideas into making the 
model work from one teacher’s perspective. It is not 
a “be all/end all” of the entire flipped model; after all, 
‘necessity is the mother of invention’. Whatever it 
takes will be whatever it makes. But when it comes to 
effective change of classroom instruction, the flipped 
method IS a real methodology worth considering. 

Andy Scheel teaches economics and civics at Clintondale High 
School and can be reached at andyscheel1974@gmail.com.

mailto:andyscheel1974@gmail.com
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Many of us who have been MACUL 
members for a long time remember that 
the journal used to include a column 
entitled “Technology and the Media 
Center” written by a distinguished Library 
Media Specialist by the name of Ric 
Wiltse. In this column I hope to follow in 
the steps of our fearless leader and share 
some perspectives on technology from 
the point of view of a school librarian. 
As a long time member of both MACUL 
and MAME I have long seen the many 
ways in which the worlds of technology 
and libraries intersect. We Librarians 

have long known that information comes 
in many formats;  print, digital, audio, 
video, personal. Because of that we called 
ourselves “Media Specialists”. 

In this column I will be exploring the 
future of libraries, especially school 
libraries in technology rich situations, so it 
will be called Achieving Library 2.0. 

First a little background: I am currently 
the executive director of MAME, the 
Michigan Association for Media in 
Education. I was formerly Director of 
Media and Information Technology at 
Jenison Public Schools for a number of 
years, where we had a vision of technology 
being integrated into all subjects. I have 
just accepted a position as Librarian at 
the American School of Bombay, where 
among other things, the Superintendent 
has tasked me with helping to conceive 
and implement a new Library 2.0 for 
digital global learners in an international 
school with a one-to-one laptop program. 

Very exciting stuff! Over the course of 
the next few columns, I hope to be able 
to discuss what essential conditions are 
necessary to begin to implement a Library 
2.0 within a school, and some of the 
perils, pitfalls and practicalities of doing 
so. We’ll look at space issues, resources 
issues, staffing issues, and of course the 
issues related to the role of the school 
librarian within the instructional process. 
We’ll examine how new technology 
has changed and is changing that role 
and how we need to change to take best 
advantage of new technologies as they 
become available. We should even be 
able to explore how schools and libraries 
and technologies have become global and 
international and how to thrive in this flat 
village of the world in the 21st Century.

Tim Staal is a past-president of 
MACUL and currently serves as 
the Executive Director of MAME. 
He will be moving to Mumbai, 
India to become Librarian at the 
American School of Bombay.  
Email: tstaal@gmail.com.

The REMC Association of Michigan 
(REMCAM) members are the 28 regional 
educational media centers (REMCs). 
REMCs provide programs and services 
locally through the intermediate school 
districts. They also work collaboratively, 
through the Association, to identify and 
fund statewide projects that support 
quality teaching and learning and provide 
equity to Michigan’s preK-12 students 
(www.remc.org).

Statewide projects address improving 
educational opportunities for students, 
supporting the needs of member REMCs 

and having both statewide application and 
impact. Our current projects include:

Ø Blended Learning in the Classroom – 
provide teachers with the professional 
development and support they need to 
become successful in their transition 
to a blended model of teaching. 
Anticipated launch: Fall 2012

Ø Connected Educator Series – Brings 
the ideas and practices of exceptional 
technology using educators directly 
to teachers and administrators in an 
easy to access, easy to use video format. 
Available at MI Streamnet (www.
mistreamnet.org) and Michigan’s MI 
Learning on iTunes U (www.macul.
org/milearning). [www.remc.org/
connectededucator]

Ø Michigan Learns Online – Information 
and resources about participating 
in, developing or delivering online 
learning. Includes a growing repository 
of lessons, units and courses for use in 
teaching online (www.milearnsonline.
org).

Ø MI Streamnet - Live and on-demand 
video resources for educators including 
Michigan Merit Exam administration, 

State Board of Education meetings, 
MACUL conference sessions, the 
REMC Connected Educator Series plus 
a wide variety of classroom curriculum 
material (www.mistreamnet.org). 

Ø $AVE Bid Project - Volume bid 
pricing for Computers, Peripherals 
and Hardware, Network Electronics, 
Supplies, Software, Equipment 
and Paper. Michigan schools saved 
$51,000,000 in 2010 (www.remcbids.
org).

Ø Streaming Video Project (RSVP) - 
Online access to relevant instructional 
video and the Michigan Comprehensive 
Health Model video at no cost to 
schools (www.remc.org/rsvp).

Ø 21Things4Students – Virtual/hybrid 
classroom course for students in 
grades 6-12 to learn and demonstrate 
basic technology proficiency 
(www.21things4students.net).

Sue Schwartz is the Executive 
Director for The REMC 
Association. If you have any 
questions about the REMC 
Association or its projects, contact 
Sue at sueschwartz@remc.org.

AchieVing 
liBRARY 2.0

By  
Tim Staal

ReMc
focus

IN

mailto:tstaal@gmail.com
http://www.remc.org
http://www.mistreamnet.org
http://www.mistreamnet.org
http://www.macul.org/milearning
http://www.macul.org/milearning
http://www.remc.org/connectededucator]
http://www.remc.org/connectededucator]
http://www.milearnsonline.org
http://www.milearnsonline.org
http://www.mistreamnet.org
http://www.remcbids.org
http://www.remcbids.org
http://www.remc.org/rsvp
http://www.21things4students.net
mailto:sueschwartz@remc.org
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going to get serious about connecting with 
kids using tools that are meaningful to 
them, we need to consider not only the 
use of school owned mobile devices such 
as iPads and Android Tablets (which are 
both amazing) but also the use of student 
owned mobile devices such as cell phones. 
When that happens, mobile learning has 
gone completely mobile – put another 
way: anytime, anywhere learning is 
made possible when any mobile device is 
utilized, regardless of who owns it. 

The possibilities are endless, but 
the activities must be educationally 
appropriate and not done just for 
mobility sake. The decision to utilize 
mobile devices as part of the learning 
environment cannot be based on having 
the latest gadget. If that were the case, 
different devices would be purchased 
every few months. The decision to utilize 
mobile devices as part of the learning 
environment must be because their use 
empowers a student to be even more 
successful than they would have been 
otherwise. 

What are the considerations when 
implementing mobile learning using

district and student owned devices? The 
four areas I listed above and outlined 
in greater detail in the Winter 2011/12 
MACUL Journal address areas around 
adding mobile devices to the school 
setting. In addition, school districts 
should consider these areas:

•	 Curriculum/Technology Collaboration: 
in order for a district to embrace mobile 
learning, the focus has to first be on 
learning, not on the device. That is 
accomplished through direction by the 
district leadership and curriculum staff 
that learning can be supported through 
the use of mobile devices. Once that 
happens, a district’s curriculum can 
be examined for appropriate places 
for mobile devices to be incorporated 
into lessons. Technology staff can then 
determine the appropriate device to use 
for the learning objectives to be realized. 
Notice the choice of the device is the last 
step, not the first. 

•	 Policies: Districts will need to examine 
their district policies to ensure they 
outline when the use of personal 
communication devices can be used (and 
when they cannot) and what measures 
will be put in place to ensure filtering 
rules and regulations are met when using 
these devices in school. This includes 
educating our youth on appropriate use 
that promotes being a good digital citizen 
and preventing inappropriate use such as 
cyberbullying. 

•	 Funding: Technology, mobile or not, 
requires sustained funding. That funding 
is not only for the initial purchase of 
devices, but for the support necessary 
to keep them maintained and replaced 
as they age. Examine district budgets to 
identify places where efficiencies can be 
realized by utilizing technology solutions; 
redirect those efficiencies to increasing 
annual technology capital and support 
budgets. 

Children in countries such as Africa 
are expanding their learning potential 
through the use of low cost cell phones 
in learning activities that involve texting 
and social networking. With the many 
mobile options schools are considering 
here, imagine what our students could do 
by using mobile devices in learning (even 
those they personally own). The potential 
is endless! Begin today with some of the 
great ideas found within this edition of 
the MACUL Journal and get to mobilizing 
mobile learning in your school district!

Mike Oswalt is the 
Assistant Superintendent 
for Regional Technology 
Services at Calhoun 
ISD and is the 2011/12 
MACUL Board President.

Mobilizing 
continued from page 7

Update  
continued from page 7

Bylaws Revision Results

Last fall MACUL members approved 
three changes to the Bylaws that ensures 
greater board diversity, lengthens board 
member terms from two to three years 
while maintaining term limits, and 
provides flexibility in the size of the board 
to allow for better representation of the 
membership.

All three motions were approved by well 
over the required two thirds of the voting 
membership.

ISTE 2012

There is still time to register for ISTE 
2012, the annual conference of the 
International Society for Technology in 
Education, www.isteconference.org/2012/. 
The conference will be held in San Diego 
(CA) on June 24-27 and is the world’s 
premier education technology event 

drawing close to 20,000 attendees and 
exhibitors.

Those attending ISTE 2012 from 
Michigan are encouraged to take part 
in an informal reception sponsored by 
MACUL and the REMC Association of 
Michigan. Check the MACUL website for 
details.

2012 and 2013 MAcUL conferences

Thank you to all who participated in the 
2012 MACUL conference held last March 
in Grand Rapids. It’s not too early to plan 
to attend the 2013 MACUL conference 
in Detroit, March 20-22. The theme of 
the conference is Blending Technology & 
Curriculum for Today’s Learner. Speaker 
proposals will be accepted online starting 
in July. Watch the MACUL website for 
updated information.

The 4th annual Michigan Joint 
Education conference will be held 
wednesday, June 20 at the Eastern 

Michigan University Student 
center. Register by June 4 for only 

$49. More information  
at www.mijec.org

ATTENTION ALL 
EDUcATORS!

http://www.isteconference.org/2012/
http://www.mijec.org
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THANK-YOU to these companies and  
organizations for their sponsorship  
and gifts for the 2012 MACUL  
Conference! This sponsorship  
empowers educators with  
21st century learning resources!
 

Major SponSorS:
Bretford Manufacturing •  Data Image Systems • Dell • Discovery 

Education • Merit Network • Michigan Education Association   
• Michigan Virtual University • REMC $AVE Bid Project  
• PowerIT • The Professional Group • Ruckus Wireless  

• Sehi Computers • SMART Technologies 

General SponSorS:
Aerohive • AT&T • ByteSpeed • C/D/H  • Data Director • Digital Age Technologies, Inc  

• Edutek Midwest  • eGear • Foxbright • Information Systems Intelligence LLC  
• Maximize Technologies • Michigan Department of Education • Microsoft  

• Plante & Moran  • Polyvision/ICI • UM-Flint   • Wireless Generation
 

2012 MaCUl award winner GiftS:
Adobe • City Animation • Dell • Library Media Connection • Nettrekker • The 

Professional Group • REMC $AVE • Sprint • SMART Technologies • Tech4Learning • 
TechSmith • Polyvision

2012 MaCUl Grand Giveaway donationS:
BrainPOP • BYU Independent Study • Curriculum Associates • GovConnection, Inc. • 
Herff Jones / Nystrom • Intel - GE Care Innovations • LEGO Education • MicroWorld 

Technologies • Read Naturally, Inc. • Sound Engineering • Spectrum Industries, Inc. • 
MACUL SIGEE (Elementary Ed) • TechSmith • Troxell Communications

Thank-you to ALL exhibitors for other exciting gifts and for helping attendees 
receive valuable information about technology best practices in education.



Join us March 20-22, 2013 in 
Detroit, Michigan to discover ways 
for blending technology with curriculum. 
Exhibitor information will be available at 
macul.org in July 2012.

Save the Date!

Michigan Association for Computer Users in Learning 
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