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This paper describes and analyzes the main trends in the development
of distance learning in the educational system of the USA. The authors
characterize pedagogical and methodological approaches to the imple-
mentation of online learning in different educational institutions. The re-
quirements for the preparation of online instructors and the necessary
conditions for students who choose distance learning or individual online
courses are investigated. The attention is focused on the benefits and
popularity of the remote (or virtual) education in the US schools and
universities.
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J1. 9. dininoBa, pokTop neparorivHMx Hayk, npodecop, Xapkiecbka pep-
YKaBHa aKaf.eMmist KyrnbTypu, m. Xapkis

O. B. OnifMHMK, KaHOMAaT HayK i3 couianbHMX KOMYHIKaLiM, BOLEHT,
XapkKiBcbKa AepiKaBHa aKapjeMmis KynbTypH, m. Xapkis

TEHAEHUIT PO3BUTKY AUCTAHLIHHOTO HABYAHHS B OCBITHIN
CUCTEMI CLLA: NEJATOTIYHUIA ACMEKT

PosrnsHyTo Ta npoaHanizoBaHO ronoBHi TeHAEHLL PO3BUTKY AMCTAHLLM-
HOro HaB4aHHs B ocBiTHINH cuctemi CLLIA. OxapakTepr3oBaHo negaroriyHi
Ta METOAMYHI NiAXOAM [0 peanizalii OHManH-HaBYaHHS B Pi3HMX OCBITHIX
3aknapax. JocnigeHo BUMOrM 0 MifroTOBKM OHMNAaMH-IHCTPYKTOPIB Ta
HeobXigHI YMOBM Af1 CTYLEHTIB, WO OBMpatoTh OUCTAHLMHE HaBYaHHS
abo okpeMi oHNaMH-KypcH. AKLEHTYETLCS Ha NMepeBarax Ta nonynspHoCTi
pucTaHuiHoi (abo BipTyanbHoi) ocsitv B yHiBepcuteTax CLLA i wkonax.
KniouoBi cnoBa: gMcTaHLiMHE HaBYaHHS, OMCTaHLiMHA OCBITA, OHMNaMH-Ha-
BYaHHs, cTypeHtn, CLLA, amepukaHcbki yHiBepcuteTH, ocobucTicHo-opi-
€HTOBaHE HaBYaHHS.

J1. 9. dununnoBa, foKTOp NeparorMyeckux HaykK, npodgeccop, XapbKoBCKas
rocypapcTBeHHas akafeMus KynbTypbl, r. XapbKoB

O. B. OneMHMK, KaHOMAAT HAYK MO COLMAnbHbIM KOMMYHUKALMAM, GOLLEHT,
XapbKOBCKas rocyapCTBEHHAs aKafAeMMs KynbTypbl, r. XapbKoB

TEHAEHLUWUU PA3BUTUS ANCTAHLIMOHHOIO OBYHYEHUS
B OEPA30BATE/IbHON CUCTEME CLUA: NEJArOrMYECKWN ACNEKT

PaccmoTpeHbl M npoaHanuaupoBaHbl OCHOBHblE TEHOEHLMM Pa3Bu-
TS gucTaHuMoHHoro obyuenuns B obpasosatenbHon cucteme CLLA.
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OxapaKTepn3oBaHbl Nefarornyeckme 1 MeTogMyeckne nopxoabl K pea-
nM3aLmm OHNanH-oBy4eHus B pasnnuHbix y4ebHbix 3aBepeHusx. Mccnepo-
BaHbl TPE6OBaHMS K MOATOTOBKE OHMaNH-MHCTPYKTOPOB 1 Heobxoaumbie
yCroBMs Afsl CTY[LEHTOB, KOTOPbIE BbIBUPAIOT ANUCTAHLMOHHOE ObyUeHHe
MNM OTAEMNbHbIE OHMAaMH-KYPCbl. AKLLEHTUPYETCS Ha NMPEUMMYLLLECTBAX M
NOMYASPHOCTH AUCTAHLMOHHOIO (MM BUPTyanbHOro) obpasoBaHusi B yHU-
Bepcutetax CLUA u wkonax.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: aucTaHupoHHoe obyyeHne, gucTaHupoHHoe obpasosa-
Hue, oHnanH-obydenune, ctynent, CLLIA, amepukaHcKkme yHMBepcuTEThI,
FIMYHOCTHO-OPMEHTHPOBaHHOE OByueHHe.

The practice of distance education in the United States is traced back
to its early roots. In the 20th century, distance education remained at the
periphery in corporate training, K-12 schools, and most universities, but
it gradually developed its practice by using broadcast media, and later
the Internet. Since the turn of the current century, distance education has
seen an unprecedented growth in the US. Antecedent to this growth is
the emergence of a post-industrial economy as well as expanded theory
building and research in the discipline. The future of distance education
depends on how successfully established institutions can adapt themselves
to the post-industrial environment by adopting key theoretical concepts
and implementing research findings, and how institutions are able to reduce
the cost of education while increasing access.

The 2015 Survey of Online Learning, Online Report Card: Tracking
Online Education in the United States, conducted by the Babson Survey
Research Group in partnership with the Online Learning Consortium
(OLC), Pearson, WCET, StudyPortals, and Tyton Partners, revealed the
number of higher education students taking at least one distance educa-
tion course in 2015 was up 3.9% over the previous year. Growth, however,
was uneven; private non-profit institutions grew by 11.3% while private
for-profit institutions saw their distance enrollments decline by 2.8% [1].

«The study’s findings highlight a thirteenth consecutive year of growth
in the number of students taking courses at a distance» said study co-au-
thor I. Elaine Allen, co-director of the Babson Survey Research Group [1].

Growth continued, despite muted support by faculty. The study revealed
only 29.1% of academic leaders said their faculty accepted the «value and
legitimacy of online education.» The proportion of chief academic leaders
reporting online learning was critical to their long-term strategy dropped
to 63.3% in the most recent results [1].

This paper delves into how the evolution of distance education has
changed teaching and the role of the teacher from a disseminator of
information to a facilitator of learning. It will discuss the professional
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development needed to prepare the teacher for teaching in the online
learning environment.

The over-whelming majority of distance education students in the
United States are adults. Since the adult learner is the premise for distance
education curriculum, the author thought a look back at the beginning of
the change from pedagogy to andragogy would segue to the next challenge
for the educator; namely, teaching online. Let us look at the beginning of
distance education [7].

Distance education as we know it today began with what Moore called
the third generation of Distance Education. The period was the 1960s and
early 1970s. Moore stated that this was a time of critical change in distance
education, resulting from several experiments with new ways of organizing
technology and human resources, leading to new instructional techniques
and new educational theorizing. [7]. As technology progressed, so did the
progression of distance education. By the 1970’s, it had achieved broad ac-
ceptance and in the 1980s, it «arrived» as one of the «flavors of the decade»
in education, in higher education especially [8]. Garrison and Shale (1987)
recognized the move into an Information Age characterized by technologies
capable of interactive and individualized education at a distance in 1987
[5]. Keegan (1988) [ 6] stated that distance education is the normal provi-
sion of education for the working man and woman, for the taxpayer, the
homemaker, those who do not wish to attend a conventional institution,
and sometimes for their children.

As distance education grew, so did the realization that the role of the
teacher was changing. He/she must adhere to this new arena of teaching.
Beaudoin [2] (1990) stated that the emergence of increasingly student-
centered learning activities in the 1970s, facilitated by new instructional
technology introduced in the 1980s, is contributing to a dramatic evolution
in faculty roles, and raises fundamental questions within the professoriat
about how it will contribute to the teaching-learning process in the 1990s
and beyond. In particular, the likelihood of significant increases in distance
learning enrollments within the next decade will have a profound impact
on faculty members’ instructional roles. Beaudoin recognized that faculty
would have to adjust monitoring and evaluating the work of geographically
distant learners rather than transmit information in person [2].

Electronic technologies have increasingly changed the interaction be-
tween instructor and student. For most of the 20th century, distance educa-
tion involved pen and paper, the typewriter, and the postal service, which
provided the sole link between the individual instructor and the individual
student. With the development of the radio and then television, it became
possible to transmit educational courses, programs and content widely us-
ing these mass media distribution channels [8]. The development of the
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world-wide-web and satellite enables even broader access to university
courses.

Interaction is also a very important aspect of the role of the instructor
in distance education, and one that changes in the online environment.
Learning involves two types of interaction: interaction with content and
interaction with other people. Technology available today allows interaction
with and about the content. In the past, while this interpersonal interaction
has occurred almost solely between instructor and student in distance edu-
cation, it is increasingly possible for students to interact with one another,
even when geographically separated. The most important role of the online
instructor is to model effective teaching and accept "the responsibility of
keeping discussions track, contributing special knowledge and insights,
weaving together various discussion threads and course components, and
maintaining group harmony"[3].

There is no question that the role of the teacher is changing [13]. The
teacher is no longer the «dispenser of information», with the increase access
to resources on the Web. In some communities, the changes taking place
are transforming schools, doing away with traditional buildings, providing
flexible hours, making available large amounts of multimedia, etc. These
are certainly changing the role of the teacher.

Sellers (2001) wrote that the traditional classroom teacher served as
the initiator of all classroom activities, and as such, he/she was responsible
for students' learning opportunities. Online learning is ultimately student
centered and student-driven. The online environment encourages student-
centered learning in which intellectual acquisition replaces the didactic
force of the teacher as the main impetus of learning [10].

As evidenced by various studies mentioned, the most critical issue in
this educational revolution is the role of the instructor. The distance in-
structor loses a certain autonomy common in the traditional classroom. In
online learning, the instructor becomes a member of a team; subsequently,
the instructor no longer has total control of the learning environment.
For a number of years, teachers have managed classes by virtue of their
control on information. Now, with instant access to vast resources online,
students are no longer dependent on the teacher alone for knowledge.
Muirhead (2001) wrote that distance education would demand changing
the traditional role of teachers from information transmitters to guides
who arrange meaningful learner-centered experiences [9].

Many studies suggest the constructivist model of teaching works best
for the online environment. Educational technologists have often implied
that an effective way to integrate technology into the teaching and learning
process is to follow a constructivist model. Constructivist instruction asks
learners to use their knowledge to solve problems that are meaningful and
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realistically complex. The problems provide the context for the learners to
apply their knowledge and to take ownership of their learning [12].

The teacher's job becomes one of facilitator in a constructivist model.
Instead of telling students the answer, the teacher asks questions to help
them discover the answer themselves. For this type of teaching to be suc-
cessful, teachers need to give students time to explore the material and
construct meaning from the experience. That the roles of teachers and
learners are changing is an obvious assumption [10].

When integrating student experiences with technology, the role of the
teacher changes. The teacher no longer has to be in charge, but can give
some of the control over to the students and the technology. The task for
the teacher is to arrange the learning environment in such a way as to
provide situations in which students use their own knowledge to construct
meaning of a particular problem. A learning environment is created in
which students are active participants in the learning process [10].

Another area that affects the change of the role of the instructor in
distance education is the Transactional Distance Gap. Moore’s Theory of
Transactional Distance defines the role of faculty in distance education.
This concept of «transactional distance» defined the relationship of instruc-
tor and learner [8]. According to Moore, transactional distance is the gap
of understanding and communication between the teachers and learners
caused by geographic distance. It is filling this ‘gap’ of understanding and
communication between the teacher and learner that defines the role of
the instructor. The instructor must be the one to bridge that gap through
special teaching techniques, distinctive procedures in instructional design
and the facilitation of interaction [7].

It has become apparent that successful online teachers also require
a unique set of skills. There is persistent opinion that people who have
never taught in this medium can jump in and teach a class. A good class-
room teacher is not necessarily a good online teacher [4].

Davis and Roblyer also cite that there are several areas of unique com-
petence for distance instructors, all of which require experience with dis-
tance learning environments.

« Course planning and organization that capitalize on distance learning
strengths and minimize constraints

« Verbal and nonverbal presentation skills specific to distance learning
situations

o Collaborative work with others to produce effective courses

« Ability to use questioning strategies

o Ability to involve and coordinate student activities among several
sites [4].
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They further state that many communication skills required of the on-
line instructor are similar to those needed for effective classroom teaching.
However, the online instructor’s role requires a paradigm shift in percep-
tions of instructional time and space, virtual management techniques and
ways of engaging students through virtual communications

Not all faculty members are suited for the online environment. Faculty
cannot be expected to know intuitively how to design and deliver an effec-
tive online course because, even though courses in technology are becom-
ing more available to students. Seasoned faculty have not been exposed to
techniques and methods, needed to make online work successful. Instruc-
tors need training and support to be willing to adopt this new teaching
paradigm. They need to know how the online mechanisms of their courses,
can be implemented in the new environment [11].

For distance education to be successful, faculty needed to be trained
in the technology as well as the pedagogy of distance learning. Teaching
online is a new experience, different from teaching in the classroom. It
requires a different set of skills and a different pedagogy. Although there
are many individuals in the field who champion the educational value of
the Internet and other online information systems, there is a preponderance
of anecdotal evidence that the absence of formal training opportunities for
faculty is the greatest impediment for acceptance and subsequent use of
the Internet in higher education. Training classes must be provided to both
full-time and adjunct faculty members. Training for teaching via distance
education is essential [14].

It is clear that one of the keys to effectiveness of distance learning is
that the instructor takes full advantage of the interactive nature of which-
ever technology is being used. This means bringing learners frequently
into action by asking questions, encouraging student presentations, getting
students to talk to each other, and in other ways involving them fully in
the teaching-learning process [7]. In the viewpoint of Zane Berge, «The
technology will not improve learning any more than a new schoolhouse
will improve learning in our brick-and-mortar classrooms today.» [3].

A consistent finding over the years is the strong positive relationship of
academic leaders at institutions with online offerings also holding a more
favorable opinion of the learning outcomes for online education. The more
extensive the online offerings at an institution, the more positive they rate
the relative quality of online learning outcomes. It is unclear, however,
which came first -- is it that those institutions with a positive opinion
towards online are more likely to implement and grow online courses and
programs, or is it that institutions with experience with online develop
a more positive attitude as their online offerings grow?
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While clearly not a measure of quality, there is one dimension that
academic leaders believe is equivalent for the both types of courses — the
level of student satisfaction. The reports first examined this aspect in 2004,
and found respondents believed that students were at least as satisfied
with online courses as they were with face-to-face instruction. The most
recent results confirm this, with nearly two-thirds of all academic leaders
surveyed report that they believe that the level of student satisfaction is
“about the same” for both online and face-to-face courses. A small number
believes that satisfaction is higher with online courses, while a slightly
larger number say it is higher for face-to-face courses.

There are other dimensions of a course for which academic leaders be-
lieve that one or the other delivery methods is clearly the superior option.
Face-to-face instruction is viewed as far superior for student-to-student
communications. Over one-half of all academic leaders report that they
believe that face-to-face instruction is “superior” or “somewhat superior”
in supporting student-to-student interactions. Another one-quarter rates
the two methods as about the same for this dimension. The results are re-
versed when academic leaders are asked about the ability to allow students
to work at their own pace in each type of course. Here nearly 80 percent
of the respondents believe that online instruction is superior. This com-
pares to only four percent who say face-to-face instruction is superior for
this dimension.

When asked why their institutions have implemented online courses
and programs, academic leaders in the US have consistently said that on-
line education provides greater flexibility, sometimes for the institution
or the faculty member, but primarily for the student. Not surprisingly,
online instruction is seen as having much better scheduling flexibility for
students. Over 90 percent of all academic leaders rate the scheduling flex-
ibility of online as “superior” or “somewhat superior” to that for face-to-
face instruction.

Even institutions that have the most positive attitudes towards online
learning, and have implemented the most comprehensive online programs,
often report that not all their faculty fully accepts online instruction.

The perceived acceptance rate by faculty varies widely between colleges
and universities with online offerings and those without such offerings.
Over one-quarter of chief academic officers at institutions with no online
offerings report that their faculty do not accept its value; which is, perhaps,
a self-fulfilling prophecy. Institutions that offer only online courses and
those that offer both online course and full online programs report that
only seven percent of their faculty do not fully accept online education.
Conversely, the proportion of leaders at institutions with online programs
that say that their faculty accept online is highest at 44 percent (compared
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to 21% for those with only online courses and only 13 percent for those
with no online). While the acceptance at institutions that are more en-
gaged in online is greater than at other institutions, there remains a level
of concern among all academic leaders about the full acceptance of online
instruction by their faculty. Part of this observed pattern may be the result
of hiring practices — institutions with extensive online offerings may be
hiring teachers specifically for online instruction.

In 2009 chief academic officers were firstly asked about the training
provided to faculty who are teaching online. Nearly one-fifth (19 per-
cent) of all institutions reported that they do not provide any training
(even informal mentoring) for their faculty teaching online courses. In
the survey of 2011 the scope of investigation was expanded to examine
training for faculty developing or teaching online, blended, and face-
to-face courses.

There was a substantial decrease in the proportion of institutions that
report that they do not provide any training for their faculty who teach
online -- it was only six percent of academic leaders who report this. The
pattern of types of training provided was otherwise very similar in 2011
as it was in 2009; internally run training courses are the most common
approach, followed by informal mentoring and then by a formal mentor-
ing program.

Thus this paper proves that successful progressing of distance education
mode in the USA universities and other educational institutions is highly
correlated with special training provided for potential distance learning
instructors. The more experience faculty get while working in online pro-
grams the more evident it becomes that such training modules are essential
for successful delivery of distance courses.
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