Note:  Multiple Reflective Statements are needed.  Please fill out all instances of Reflective Statements as has been set up below for your class.

UCF Department of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science

Course Assessment Report

COP4600

Operating System Concepts
<Semester, e.g. Spring 2014>
The following reports the course learning outcomes, expected performance criteria, mapping of the course outcomes to the program educational outcomes, assessment measures, assessment results, and reflective statements.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________
1) Course outcome: CO-COP4600-1 states that “Students will be evaluated on their ability to analyze a problem and identify the computing requirements appropriate to a solution by their performance on a variety of homework and exam questions pertaining to: (1) process scheduling in uni- and multi- processor environments, (2) real-time process scheduling, (3) virtual memory management schemes, and (4) device scheduling schemes.  

The outcome shall be met by 70% of the students scoring 70% or higher on the relevant homework and exam questions.”

Performance criteria: 70% score on homework assignment #1: a 4-variable K-map design problem of combinational logic circuit
Student outcomes addressed: SO-CS-02
Assessment measures: 70% of students with a passing score of 70% or higher for the course outcome.

Assessment result: 
< Course name-Section1>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 
In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]*. 

< Course name-Section2>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 

In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]. 

*Note: these reasoning for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively in the reflective statement at the end.

.

Course Outcome CO-COP4600-1 measures Student Outcome SO-CS-02 which states that "all graduating CS majors shall be able to analyze a problem, and identify and define the computing requirements appropriate to its solution." 
Reflective statements about Student Outcome SO-CS-02 based on the data from Course Outcome CO-COP4600-1: 
RS-1. Successes:

ANS:  The performance criteria were achieved for sections EEE3342-01 and EE3342-02 for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4.  (Or...The performance criteria were not achieved for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4, but if any aspect of your strategy appeared helpful, discuss it here.)
RS-2. Lessons Learned:

ANS:  CO-EE3342-4 related to sequential logic design.  Students appeared to need more exposure to waveform diagrams.
RS-3. Proposed Improvements:

ANS: Add half a lecture on clock timing concepts.  [Will this improvement initiative be implemented for the next assessment cycle?  What is the % increase (stretch target) that you would expect to see in student performance if the initiative is successful? (Then you would add the stretch target and a description of the initiative in the next assessment plan for continuity and to link the results report with the plan report.)]
RS-4. Dependencies and Impact on Other Courses:

ANS: The proposed change will move this content into EE3342 and out of EEL4767 Embedded Systems.
RS-5. Overall Summary Statement (reflect on closing of the loop in assessment process)

ANS: Proposed improvement from the previous cycle was to add a half lecture on clock timing concepts. The instructor implemented this in <<semester>>. The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts improved, so we are pleased with the results and will keep this lecture offering. OR The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts were worse; we think that it was because xxx, so we will do xxx. 
*Note: These reasonings for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively here.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

2) Course outcome: CO-COP4600-2 states that “Students will be evaluated on their ability to design, implement, and evaluate a computer-based solution to meet a set of criteria, by applying best practices, through their performance on a variety of homework and exam questions pertaining to: (1) process synchronization techniques, (2) multi-threaded programming techniques, (3) device scheduling algorithms, and (4) file management algorithms.  

The outcome shall be met by 70% of the students scoring 70% or higher on the relevant homework and exam questions.”

Performance criteria: 70% score on homework assignment #1: a 4-variable K-map design problem of combinational logic circuit
Student outcomes addressed: SO-CS-03
Assessment measures: 70% of students with a passing score of 70% or higher for the course outcome.

Assessment result: 

< Course name-Section1>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 

In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]*. 

< Course name-Section2>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 

In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]. 

*Note: these reasoning for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively in the reflective statement at the end.

.

Course Outcome CO-COP4600-2 measures Student Outcome SO-CS-03 which states that "all graduating CS majors shall be able to design, implement and evaluate a computer-based system, process, component, or program to meet desired needs and budget, by applying best practices in software development processes, methods, and tools." 
Reflective statements about Student Outcome SO-CS-03 based on the data from Course Outcome CO-COP4600-2: 
RS-1. Successes:

ANS:  The performance criteria were achieved for sections EEE3342-01 and EE3342-02 for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4.  (Or...The performance criteria were not achieved for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4, but if any aspect of your strategy appeared helpful, discuss it here.)
RS-2. Lessons Learned:

ANS:  CO-EE3342-4 related to sequential logic design.  Students appeared to need more exposure to waveform diagrams.
RS-3. Proposed Improvements:

ANS: Add half a lecture on clock timing concepts.  [Will this improvement initiative be implemented for the next assessment cycle?  What is the % increase (stretch target) that you would expect to see in student performance if the initiative is successful? (Then you would add the stretch target and a description of the initiative in the next assessment plan for continuity and to link the results report with the plan report.)]
RS-4. Dependencies and Impact on Other Courses:

ANS: The proposed change will move this content into EE3342 and out of EEL4767 Embedded Systems.
RS-5. Overall Summary Statement (reflect on closing of the loop in assessment process)

ANS: Proposed improvement from the previous cycle was to add a half lecture on clock timing concepts. The instructor implemented this in <<semester>>. The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts improved, so we are pleased with the results and will keep this lecture offering. OR The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts were worse; we think that it was because xxx, so we will do xxx. 
*Note: These reasonings for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively here.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

3) Course outcome: CO-COP4600-3 states that “Students will be evaluated on their ability to apply design and development principles in the construction of software systems of varying complexity by their performance on a variety of homework and exam questions pertaining to: (1) overall operating system design using layered architectures, (2) memory management mechanisms of various operating systems, (3) process management mechanisms of various operating systems, (4) device management mechanisms of various operating systems, and (5) file management mechanisms of various operating systems. 

The outcome shall be met by 70% of the students scoring 70% or higher on the relevant homework and exam questions.”

Performance criteria: 70% score on homework assignment #1: a 4-variable K-map design problem of combinational logic circuit
Student outcomes addressed: SO-CS-11
Assessment measures: 70% of students with a passing score of 70% or higher for the course outcome.

Assessment result: 

< Course name-Section1>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 

In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]*. 

< Course name-Section2>:
<Course name Course outcome #> was measured for Spring 2014 semester among <number> students. Number students met the threshold for passing this outcome, which represents Percentage%  (students meeting the threshold / total no. of students) that meets the performance criteria. 

In previous review cycle [Academic Year], Percentage% met the performance criteria, resulting in [Percentage% gain OR Percentage% decrease.]  The result in [gain or decrease] was due to [include reasons, for instance: more class time allotted for a specific topic, not enough time allocated for a specific topic, different assessment measures, taught by different instructors, the level of students were less than the previous year, etc]. 

*Note: these reasoning for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively in the reflective statement at the end.

.

Course Outcome CO-COP4600-3 measures Student Outcome SO-CS-11 which states that "all graduating CS majors shall be able to apply design and development principles in the construction of software systems of varying complexity." 
Reflective statements about Student Outcome SO-CS-11 based on the data from Course Outcome CO-COP4600-3: 
RS-1. Successes:

ANS:  The performance criteria were achieved for sections EEE3342-01 and EE3342-02 for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4.  (Or...The performance criteria were not achieved for course outcome CO-EEE3342-4, but if any aspect of your strategy appeared helpful, discuss it here.)
RS-2. Lessons Learned:

ANS:  CO-EE3342-4 related to sequential logic design.  Students appeared to need more exposure to waveform diagrams.
RS-3. Proposed Improvements:

ANS: Add half a lecture on clock timing concepts.  [Will this improvement initiative be implemented for the next assessment cycle?  What is the % increase (stretch target) that you would expect to see in student performance if the initiative is successful? (Then you would add the stretch target and a description of the initiative in the next assessment plan for continuity and to link the results report with the plan report.)]
RS-4. Dependencies and Impact on Other Courses:

ANS: The proposed change will move this content into EE3342 and out of EEL4767 Embedded Systems.
RS-5. Overall Summary Statement (reflect on closing of the loop in assessment process)

ANS: Proposed improvement from the previous cycle was to add a half lecture on clock timing concepts. The instructor implemented this in <<semester>>. The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts improved, so we are pleased with the results and will keep this lecture offering. OR The results were that student performance on clock timing concepts were worse; we think that it was because xxx, so we will do xxx. 
*Note: These reasonings for increase or decrease of the percentages compared with the previous cycle should also be included collectively here.

_________________________________________________________________________________________

Stretch target for 2016-2017:
For course outcome CO-COP3503-2 (SO-CS-11), 1% gain is expected based on the recommended improvements.
_________________________________________________________________________________________

Prepared by:  Name        
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