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Data Reviewed for:
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Reviewers: (There must be at least 2 reviewers for each course, one of which is not an instructor for the period in which the course is reviewed)

1.  Yinong Chen

2.  Tom Boyd

Materials Reviewed:

1.  COFARs

2.  Student Surveys

3.  AToC

4.  Student Work (in course folder)

5. ABET syllabus

6. Articulation Matrix

7. Objectives & Outcome Matrix (1999)

Updates suggested

8. Objectives & Outcome Matrix (updated)

9. COFAR Form (updated)

Assessment

Overall Evaluation of Course

(Provide one or two statements providing a summary evaluation of the course.  For example:  "The course was assessed and appears to be meeting all of its objectives and outcomes")

The course was assessed and appears to be meeting all of its objectives and outcomes.

Best Practices, Innovations, Outcomes Most Successfully Realized

(Include examples of items that are worthy of notice and sharing with other faculty)

· Based on the input of foundation area TAC retreats and system area TAC retreats in 2001, the course has been slightly revised to cover basic principles of programming languages, instead of teaching programming only. This revision leads to a well-balanced emphasis on principles and hand-on programming kill. 

· The lack of an adequate text for the course forced the instructor to prepare a text in the last year. The intensive and extensive preparation of the text leads to an improvement of the teaching quality: teaching materials are now better selected and organized, assignments and solutions are reevaluated, and the knowledge of the instructor in the area is refreshed.

· The weekly programming assignments/projects and the two-hours-TA-supervised lab sessions gave students hand-on programming experience and excitement of actually learning four programming languages in one course. 

· Encourage students to attend lectures and labs. Lecture attendance and lab attendance register were taken and entered in the class roster. The instructor could oversee the number of students in each lecture and in each lab session, and the number lectures and labs each student attended.

· Detailed PowerPoint slides.

· The class discussion board in "myasu" was an excellent channel for the instructor to communicate and receive feedback from students.

· Balanced assessment of large classes: Give a part of multiple choice questions that can be graded by the University Evaluation Center's facility (due to limited grader hours) and give a part write-in assignments (able to assess different level of knowledge)

Opportunities for Improvement, Weaknesses

(Document problems identified and suggest solutions in the next section)

The lack of an adequate text for the course has been a problem for many years, including the period when the course was taught by the previous instructor. The required text was

MiniManuals in PC SCHEME and PROLOG, McGraw-Hill, 1991

The text was out-of-date, the program examples in the text didn't work on the current programming environment, and it only covered two of the four languages taught in the course. Students were unhappy to buy a book that was not useful at all.

The problem is being address by the instructor by writing a text for the course. The text should be ready from Fall 2003.

Recommendations

Instructor

(These recommendations do not require action above the level of the TAC and might include items such as more efficient coverage of topics).

The outcomes in COFAR need some minor changes.

The Objectives&Outcomes matrix needs to be completely renewed. They are inconsistent with the currently outcomes in COFAR and student survey.

Department Resources

(These recommendations might include computing needs, etc.)

Maintain sufficient TA hours (The course has 16 hours of lab sessions to supervise).

Try to keep one TA who is not new to the course.

Do not hire a TA as a RA in the middle of a semester.

Maintain sufficient grader hours (The course has 15 assignments times 200 students to grade)

Curriculum Changes

(Any recommended changes to course objectives and outcomes must be noted here.  Recommendations for catalog changes, deleting or adding  courses or revisions to program objectives or  outcomes should also be described here).

Catalog Change:

Change word List to Scheme

The course outcomes need some minor rewording:

Current:
5. I can use the Lisp interpreter to evaluate simple functions.

New:
5. I can use the Scheme interpreter to evaluate simple functions.

Current:
6. I can write and execute simple Lisp functions.

New:
6. I can write and execute simple Scheme functions.

Current:
7. I can write and execute Lisp programs requiring multiple functions for the problem solution.

New:
7. I can write and execute Scheme programs requiring multiple functions for the problem solution.

Current:
13. I can write and understand modules using a generic construct for the datatype.

New:
13. I can write and understand modules using object-oriented approach.

Completely redo the Objectives and Outcomes Matrix to make it consistent with the current objectives and outcomes.
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