Minutes of the Joint Wrapup session for Electrical and Computer Engineering
Attending John Jackocks, Mark Mandello, Bob Distinti, Jerry Sergent and Doug Lyon (Sec. Pro Tem).

Date 5/30/08

Start time: 12:15PM

Jerry: Taught numerical methods (19) ECE 415

Sensors (22 students)

ECE405 Electronic Material Design (12 Students).

One of the best terms I had. ECE 405 was surprising. 3 or 4 undergrads,

All the rest were graduate students. Students loved it.

In sensors, had students write a report and design and characterization of sensors. Very pleased with results.

In ECE415, had a combination of electrical and mechanical students. Had HW on a weekly basis. Had to switch rooms (which caused problems).

John: Taught ECE446L , (9 students) and EE346L (1), microprocessor lab. Our original room would not handle the number of students that we had. And the room we got did not have any computers. It took 4 class sessions before everyone could get a computer with their development kits. This really was a problem. Originally we were in room 14, it had no projection screen. They moved us into room 102 (with no computers). We ended up  in room 101. We did not have enough development kits (only 11). One student purchased a development kit another student dropped. The instructor purchased a kit..

Several students had not had the pre-req! Some students had trouble following the directions with respect to the kit.

Teaching the class was lots of fun. I would do things differently, next time. Homework was not handed back in time for the students. Had in-class labs for the students using the kit. Students did not know how to read schematics! These were graduate students.
Had a problem with a student who did not show up and got an F. I don’t know how to handle students who will flunk. Telling them to drop does not help.

Would a grader have helped with keeping up with the grading of the labs? No, it is better if I do the grading myself, we just need enough development kits.

Students seemed to enjoy the class. A student project enabled the students to pick something they wanted to do. 50% of the class enjoyed the project part of the course. Three software engineers at Northrup Grumman were very pleased with the hardware experience that they got.

Bob: Did not teach last term. For next term, I plan to teach more math review. Students need basic calc, integration by parts, partial fraction expansion, etc.
From now on, no take home exams any more.

Students need this to solve signals and systems

Mark: Taught: CR245 and CR245L: Could not get projector to work. Could not get the software loaded (support was generally poor). The wireless network did not work properly and was very slow. The printer did not work for several weeks. There was no paper for several weeks. These problems were outlined in the end-of-term report.

I had no key for the room. Access is a real problem with that room. We cannot start the class on time, since we don’t have access to the room. We spend valuable time looking for a janitor.

I don’t have copy access codes and cannot make copies of work for files. 

We spent the first 3 labs using the pencil boxes (they have power supply issues). We

Switched over to the DE2 boards, via schematic capture. Students really liked it. Stuff started working the first time. Wiring errors dominated student activities with the pencil boxes.

In the first class, in digital design, we were able to design systems with over 20 packages (MSI TTL Equivalent). Students would never be able to get this working with a pencil box.

My only regret is that you can’t spend enough time on simulation. Entering schematics (or VHDL) works greats.

Doug: Gino finished his thesis (on metrology). This was a big hit and he should graduate.
