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Specific activities performed by STLF

1) Professional development 

· Attended weekly STLF meetings (Jan 11, 25; Feb 1).
· Led Math STLF Reading Group; Tami Martin’s 2000 paper on Related Rates (Feb 7).
· Met with MetaSTLF partner to discuss goals and progress (Jan 18).
· Attended Instructional Skills Workshop (ISW) session on scholarship about the ISW (Jan 20) at CTLT.  Though the ISW was designed according to the best-available theories at the time, research on outcomes is very limited (though positive), despite its decades-long history and how popular the workshop has become.

· Writing progress: working on joining the Agraphia Group (Writing Club) started by James Day and others.  I am also meeting weekly with Costanza Piccolo and David Kohler to work on projects for publication.
2) Department meetings/activity

· Attended the Lunch Series for Teaching and Learning about the Math 152 project (Costanza Piccolo presented, Jan 31).  Good audience response to this account of how to design and evaluate computer programming labs for beginners.
· Attended the organizational meeting for the Math Teaching Seminar, which this term will spend time with the MAA-published Making the Connection, a compilation of University Math Ed research (Jan 26).
· With David Kohler, ran a session on developing clicker questions at the TAAP (TA Accreditation Seminar; Feb 9).

3) MATH SEI general meetings/activity

· Weekly meeting with other Math STLFs to discuss projects (Jan 11, 18, 25; Feb 1, 8).
· Math STLFs meeting with Sarah Gilbert to discuss project status (Jan 9).

4) Course-specific meetings/activities

MATH 104 – Differential Calculus for Social Sciences

1. Met with Costanza Piccolo on multiple occasions to discuss data collection and analysis; she and our TA (Tom Milnor) have been coding student responses on the December final exam.

MATH 358, MATLAB Labs

1. Corresponded and met with instructor, attended meetings with TAs.

2. Observed labs, both to check in with TAs about student difficulties/complaints and to see what students were facing as challenges.  Based on initial observation and talking to students, the TAs and I recommended a change in deadlines to better accommodate student work. 
3. With instructor feedback, developed and ran survey of student perspectives on the review session and the first two labs, including estimates of time spent and opinions on electronic submission (as opposed to the paper used in Mech 2).  Summary is being prepared, but the initial results indicate:

· The review session was very welcome.

· The first two labs may be too long.
· Electronic submission of lab work is the overwhelming favourite versus paper.

· Matlab programming skills are not the major challenge for most of the students (however the numerical methods introduced in the course are a challenge to translate into algorithms), though these is a small minority that transferred in with no Matlab experience who are struggling.
Previous MATLAB Labs (Math 152 and MECH 2)

1. Met with instructor, Philip Loewen, to discuss plans for this term: 

· The labs will see further revision in an attempt to cut down the length of activities; in particular, Lab 1 has been more or less split into two labs

· Students will run the session logging tool in all seven labs.  Some students have reported issues with the logging system in the early labs; this may have to do with the large data sets involved in the activities.
· Instead of the weekly separate survey of the last two years, we are moving to a more sustainable way of getting student feedback on the labs: general concerns are moved to some specific questions on the weekly (optional) Mech 2 survey, and time estimates are on the weekly required homework submitted online (which already asks about time spent on other homework components).  These items have been merged with the existing Mech 2 feedback instruments.

2. Submitted revised survey questions for the new sustainable feedback system above.
3. Provided feedback on the new versions of the early labs (though not much to add; these are already fairly polished items, it is just a questions of cutting down).
Plan for immediate future work

Teaching Math 184; soon will be reusing the materials from last term’s experiment.

MATLAB Labs

1. Continue to review and observe computer labs for Math/Mech 358.
2. Continue to provide feedback on computer labs for Mech 222.

MATH 104/184:

1. Further attitude survey validation with Joseph Lo.
2. Plan Math 104 assessment item validation interviews with Costanza Piccolo.

3. Review WeBWorK session data in order to estimate work habits and time on task.
4. Review end-of-term survey data from Term 1.






