From TPACK to TAPACK: A case for foregrounding the affective dimension of teaching and learning with technology in teacher education.
Introduction. TPACK (Technological Pedagogical and Content Knowledge) is a widely used framework in education across all sites and sectors, supporting preservice and in-service teachers plan for and reflect on teaching and learning with technology. However, the framework has been criticised as inadequate for learning areas that involve substantial engagement with the affective domain, such as Music and Drama. Further, scholarship is increasingly interested in the emotional and relational aspects of learning with and about technology. Building on this scholarship, it is suggested that affect is not only relevant to specific learning areas; rather, there is an affective dimension to all user engagement with technology. As such, TPACK could be reconceptualized as TAPACK (Technological Affect Pedagogical and Content Knowledge) to explicitly foreground, engage with, and value the affective domain of teaching and learning with technology.
Format of the round table. Work-in-Progress.
Point for debate/focus of the work-in-progress/topic for discussion. How can ‘technological affect’ be understood, described, and deployed for the benefit of preservice and in-service teachers and their students? 
Context/background. Providers of ITE (initial teacher education) must ensure preservice teachers (PSTs) are equipped to prepare the next generation of twenty-first century workers to compete in a global economy. However, research has found that PSTs are often anxious about and resistant to technology for teaching and learning. Anxiety and resistance can be understood as affective – they reflect emotions or sensibilities in relation to technology that may impact positively or negatively on the way technology is used for teaching and learning.
Intended outcome. To test the validity, value, and robustness of the proposed TAPACK framework through participants’ critique, experience, and insights, and to identify potential flaws and points of debate and opposition.  
