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Evaluation of the course:

What was good?  

   
Added design and construction of turboprop transport based on student feedback.
Removed stability analysis of actual fighter.
Two missions instead of 3.
Finished optimization of fighter after 6 weeks rather than usual 7, allowing 2 weeks to do stability analysis, construct, and fly gliders (weeks 8 and 9) rather than just one week (9).

Student feedback (unprovoked) on comments in memos suggest that this was instructive, showing how customer requirements influence aircraft geometry.

What wasn't so good?  

One or two students said it would be better to do the turboprop first, since it was much simpler.

I got behind on grading with the week 4 assignment, and still have it on my desk on Weds of Week 8.  I returned week 7 assignment on Monday after it was turned in, but weeks 4-6 is still on my desk.  I think it helped that I didn’t discriminate on the memos and technical – just gave an overall grade.  That is probably OK after the first few weeks – I need to let them know what I expect in a memo.

My grading scheme made it too difficult for me to assign low grades if I knew a student didn’t know what was going on but still submitted the requirements for the weekly assignment.

Next Time I/We Plan to Modify the Course by Changing/Trying 


Adding a subjective component to the grading, perhaps 5% to 10%, to account for in-class participation and my assessment of the student’s level of understanding.

Maybe try personal debriefs each week rather than reading and grading a written assignment.
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