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From Jeff Froyd, Project Director 
The seven key ideas on which Foundation Coalition (FC) partner institutions based their curricular 
renewal projects continue to provide the foundation for many current curricular renewal efforts: 
 
 Active/Cooperative Learning 
 Recruitment, Retention, and Graduation of Women and Underrepresented Minorities 
 Technology-enabled Learning 
 Curriculum Integration and Learning Communities 
 Student Teams in Engineering 
 Assessment and Evaluation 
 Curricular Change, Resistance, and Leadership 
 
I think that FC had made and will continue to make valuable contributions to conversations about each of 
these key ideas.  One-page introductions and minidocuments on topics related to these key ideas can be 
found at http://www.foundationcoalition.org/publications/brochures/index.html. 
For student teams, FC faculty members have constructed and recently published two documents.  The 
first, Team Process Check, 
(http://www.foundationcoalition.org/publications/brochures/team_process_check.pdf), describes an 
assessment instrument with which faculty members might collect data on how well individual teams think 
that they are performing against a set of capabilities required for outstanding team performance.  The 
one-page introduction also describes how faculty members at three FC partners have used the collected 
data to evaluate instruction in teamwork.  Faculty members often express the need for resources that they 
might use to provide team training for their students.  The minidocument, Effective Decision Making in 
Teams (http://www.foundationcoalition.org/publications/brochures/effective_decision_making.pdf), 
provides content, activities, and resources that faculty members might use to help their student teams 
improve their capabilities to make decisions as a team. 
In technology-enabled learning, FC faculty members have developed a one-page introduction to 
Electronic Response Systems (ERS).  It is available at 
http://www.foundationcoalition.org/publications/brochures/ers.pdf.  It describes what ERS are and how 
they might be deployed in a classroom to improve interaction, assessment, and learning. 
For curricular change resistance, FC faculty members published a paper at the 2003 ASEE Conference 
on the evolving models of curricular change across the Foundation Coalition 
(http://www.foundationcoalition.org/publications/journalpapers/asee2003/curricular_change.pdf).  It 
provides some insight into how thinking about curricular change has been altered through the experiences 
of developing and implementing pilot curricular as well as the challenges of building on the pilot curricular 
to construct new curricula for all engineering majors.  The same team has submitted a journal article and 
is preparing additional articles and documents. 
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On-line Electrical Engineering Modules:  The Design Studio 
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