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Students worked together in groups of 3-4 to create a video based on one of
the topics provided (diversity, discrimination, communication style etc.).
Students were tasked with creating a bilingual group video comparing and
contrasting the U.S. and Japan with respect to their topic, based on their
own experiences and opinions. Each team was expected to hold a weekly
synchronous meeting and to record details of meetings in a communication
log.
Preparation: Faculty met online several times to finalise plans and
documents for students (COIL overview, schedule, project instructions,
Google folders to manage information and submissions, communication log
templates, evaluation rubrics).
Joint class: In Week 1, all students and faculty participated in an online joint
iR class where faculty (a) introduced ourselves and our universities and (b)

explained the purpose and details of the COIL project. Students met their
group members and conducted discussion to (a) get to know each other, (b)
decide a schedule and platform for group communications, (c) choose a
project topic and develop their own related theme, and (d) consider project
contents and tasks to complete before next meeting.

Video plan: In Week 2, each group submitted Japanese and English video
plans. Both teachers checked these and provided feedback.

Final video: Group videos were submitted in Week 7, and students were
assigned videos to watch, grade and provide feedback to.

Feedback: Feedback and grades (peer and teacher) were compiled and
shared with students in class.

Post-COIL: Instructors shared reflections on this COIL iteration.
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The COIL was worth 40% of the students’ Q3 grade. Students were graded
based on submission of a video plan and communication log, and on the
FHETT A grade awarded for their final video.




