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Education in the 21st century is about preparing
our students to live up to the challenges
surrounding them. It's a century of a global
community with fierce competition; a century of
post-modernity where ICT is changing at a fast
pace; a century in which the changing learners’
learning needs is the only constant thing; a
century driven by individual's needs. “Education
is about power—particularly the power of a
person to create his own future and destiny”
(David Deubelbeiss, Statement of Educational
Philosophy).

In this research we explore the effects of

implementing the SCC delivery method using *

interactive digital technologies on supporting
and enhancing student-led collaborative learning
and interactive engagement to create knowledge.
There is evidence that user-created content
software in particular encourages deeper
engagement with learning through the act of
authoring, simply because the awareness of an
audience, no matter how virtual or tentative,
encourages more thoughtful construction of
writing. (Jacobs, 2003)

This method of delivery was introduced to be
implemented in two different courses in two
different faculties namely American literature in
the English Department / Faculty of Arts and
“Organizational ~ Development &  Change
Management” in the Faculty of Information
Technology. The attitudes of students toward
learning and using collaborative technologies in
learning will be measured. We will test the
hypothesis that using collaborative technologies
with SCC helps in meeting ILOs, and that UTS
has a positive impact on students’ attitudes
towards learning.
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