Curricula Organizer for Reproductive Health Education (CORE)

Additional Reading

The following resources may help you learn more about the theories used to develop the CORE
approach to PowerPoint. Free abstracts and full publications are linked whenever possible.
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32(1):1-19.
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Psychol; 2004;96(2):389-95.
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style, and learning preference. J Educ Psychol; 2003;95(4):833-41.
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Munter M, Paradi D. Guide to PowerPoint. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall; 2006.

Murphy P. A Cognitive Psychologist’s Approach to Educational Technology. 2006. Accessed
December 21, 2006.
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Global Perspectives on Accounting Education; 2005;2:53-73.
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Smith SM, Woody PC. Interactive effect of multimedia instruction and learning styles. Teach
Psychol; 2000; 27(3):220-23.
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Sorden S. A cognitive approach to instructional design for multimedialearning. Informing
Science Journal; 2005;8:263-79.

Stein K. The dos and don’ts of PowerPoint presentations. J Am Diet Assoc; 2006;106(11):1745-
8.

Tufte ER. The Cognitive Style of PowerPoint: Pitching Out Corrupts Within. Cheshire, CT:
Graphics Press; 2006.
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2001.

Tufte ER. Envisioning Information. Cheshire, CT: Graphics Press; 1990.

Wallen ES, Mulloy KB. Multimedia for occupational safety and health training: A pilot study
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Dual Coding Theory
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2004;52(4):23-36.
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irrelevant sounds in the design of multimedia instructional messages. J Educ Psychol;
2000;92(1):117-25.

Paivio A. Dual coding theory and education. Chapter prepared for the Pathwaysto Literacy
Achievement for High Poverty Children conference; University of Michigan School of
Education; September 29-October 1, 2006.
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