To: Mike Solley NRC


Subject: Some comments on Training


I append:


The Evaluation last training class given by NPAC


Rules for preparation of material





I note that the evaluation was quite good and surely not a failing grade!


The rules for preparation of material are quite sensible in general but rather naïve and not state of the art. Further we were given two days notice to do this and nobody asked me or NPAC whether there could be better rules. We have I believe truly excellent and innovative online delivery technology which would be much better to use in our CEWES classes. This is used routinely in all Web technology classes here and includes of course a wonderful online set of example programs. One of the negative comments was lack of examples but CEWES infrastructure/strategy prevented us from using what we had prepared!





I believe by the way that NPAC could be very valuable to NRC in both the technology for delivering electronic classes and delivery of the same. I have for instance 10,000 foils online as part of our WebWisdom virtual University ……
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                     NPAC Java Training Class





A one-day Java training class was held on September 5.


The class was taught in ITL classroom 1051 and broadcast


via the mbone to classroom 1034 and remote sites at ARL,


NRL, and ASC.  There were 23 local attendees.  Of the local


attendees, 20 were from CEWES and 3 were from Jackson


State University.  There were 16 off-site attendees


from three locations, ARL, NRL, and ASC.  ARL had eight


attendees, NRL had one attendee, and ASC had seven attendees.





A standard evaluation form for PET classes was distributed


to evaluate the content and presentation of the course.


The on-site attendees were given evaluation forms with their


class material and the off-site attendees were sent


an evaluation form by email.  A total of 18 course


evaluations were received.  The result of the survey are


indicated below with the number of participants that selected


each of the three possible answers to each of the seven


questions on the evaluation form.  A summary of the comments


is also included.





_________________________________________________________________








           PET Training Class Evaluation Form





Please check the appropriate choice for each of the following


questions.





1. The instructors did a good job in presenting the material.


   13  agree    2  disagree    3  no opinion





2. The course content included material useful to users of CEWES


   MSRC computers.


   10  agree    0  disagree    7  no opinion





3. Based on the course title and description, the content was


   about what I was expecting.


   16  agree    1  disagree    1  no opinion





4. Based on my own needs and experience, the level of the course


   was


   13  about right.    3  too advanced.    2  too elementary.





5. The course notes were helpful in following the presentation


   and will be useful for further study.


   17  agree    0  disagree    1  no opinion





6. For the length of the presentation, the volume of material was


   13  about right.    5  too much.    0  too little.





7. The method of delivery was effective for me.


   12  agree    6  disagree    0  no opinion





Comments (including requests for related courses):





There were two items that came up in the comments.  One was the need


to improve the quality of the mbone broadcast of the slides.  The


other was a request for more examples and hands-on experience.











- - -------------------------------------------------------------------------





          Schedule for CEWES PET Training Course Material.








6 weeks prior to presentation, the following are due:





        1. Date(s) and time(s) of lecture(s)


        2. Name, phone number, and e-mail address of instructor(s)


        3. The level of the course: Introductory, Intermediate, or Advanced


	4. Target audience


        5. Prerequisites


        6. Course objectives


        7. List of topics to be covered.





14 days prior to presentation, the following are due:





        1. Handouts - either mailed or on an FTP or Web site.


        2. Electronic copies of slides for remote broadcast.  Each slide should


           be a separate file with some indication of the order in which


           they will be presented, such as naming the files slide1, slide2,...


           The MBONE whiteboard will be used for the broadcast.  Therefore,


	   the slides should be in Postscript or a format that we can convert


	   to Postscript, preferably less that 32k.  This restricts the


	   slides to mainly text with little or no graphics.  For best quality


	   of broadcast, black print on a white background is preferred.








The material should be sent to Dr. Brad Carter, carter@cs.msstate.edu,


(601) 325-2756
