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Method 

Data collected and compared from 3 studies on small 

private online courses (SPOCs). 

1. Voluntary  online module on a generic topical SPOC 

2. Voluntary 3 online topical modules on RCR

3. Mandatory 3 online topical modules on RCR (same as in 

study 2).

Design: case reflection submitted as assignment in the 

online module were downloaded, translated to English (VU), 

and coded (see figure 1). Coding done by one researcher 

(MvdH), checked by another researcher (ML and MP). 

Conclusions drawn and discussed. 

Ethics approval for this study was given by the FETC-HUM in 

2020, all participants gave active consent in the online 

module. 

Results Conclusions/discussion 

This project received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 
research and innovation programme under Grant Agreement No 824586. 

Mandatory vs voluntary participation

• Lower number of considerations (average) in mandatory 

context than in voluntary context

• Lengthier responses in the mandatory context

• Perspective taking slightly increases towards a more 

elaborate stance in mandatory courses

• Use of code of conduct does not improve tremendously in 

mandatory courses, is best done in study 2 

• Decisionmaking: in mandatory courses most participants 

reach a reasoned decision compared to voluntary studies 

(1 and 2). 

• Use of the scheme of the model was most used in the first 

study and least used (25%) in the mandatory courses.

RQ: Is case deliberation using the RCR reflection model different in 

voluntary and mandatory contexts? 


