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Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 3

Course Code: 8011116-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023
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Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: Dec. 23, 2022
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress

Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 2 1 0 0 0 77 1 0
24% 26% 27% 14% 3% 1% 1% 3% 1% 0% 0% 0% 99% 1% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 78%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

50% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
41% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

4% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with
good level.

4% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

1% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

Target level/

Methods | criteronfor | % Of Students Assessment Results
Got Target

Course Learning Outcomes

Success

Knowledge and Understanding:

Assignments & 70%
Demonstrate an understanding of processes and KA Tasks ¢ 100%
methods of design. (K1-a) of students °

scoring 70%+

Demonstrate an understanding of architectural sh: DGR 0%
emonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes K1 94%

and forms, and ways of presentation. (K1-c) of students
scoring 70%+

-
N

-

- - - - N -
[e] (4] &~ w -

~

[oe]

* Scores include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

(4l Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.
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Assessment Results

Assessment Comment on
Methods Assessment Results

Make desian dedisi ideri ) ; Presentation 70%
ake design aecisions consiaering user requirements,
° M s1 100%

site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) of students
scoring 70%+

Course Learning Outcomes

N
N

Eval. of 70%
i i Research Paper °
Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods. St p 97%

(S1-c) of students
scoring 70%+

N
N

! ! ! N N N P
(S} ES w

. . Oral Exam 70%
Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. o
S1 97%
(81-h) of students
scoring 70%+

Eval. of 70%
Communicate effectively using oral and written forms. Project(s) ° o
S5 97%
(85-a) of students

scoring 70%+

N
[}

N
~

N
[oc]

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

m Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

E Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Target level/ Comment on
9 Methods | Neriteronforf Cor o acnts Assessment Results

Success Got Target

Values, autonomy, and responsibility:

Eval. of 70%

. 0
Demonstrate persistence on achievement and V2 Project(s) 86%
distinction. (V2-d) of students °

scoring 70%+

3.1

w
N

w
(=)}

&) ES w

w
B

w
[o2)

* Scores include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

V1 Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\"728 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

L 4 4 4 4
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Reason for Not Extent of their

Covering/discrepancies

Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Outcomes

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Needed

Recommendations Actions
Support

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen AI-Bukhari



Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey

Academic Staff
The teacher always attends the lectures on time

He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture
The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner

He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner
The lecture encourages discussions during lecture

The lecture respects students opinion

The lecturer answers questions during office hours

29 12 2 2 1
35 8 2 1 0
29 5 9 3 0
30 7 8 1 0
32 8 6 0 0
30 10 4 2 0
33 7 2 3 1

Evaluation System

Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate
Assessment is generally fair

26 9 8 3 0
22 8 14 1 1
23 8 10 2

Equipment and Facilities

Space area seems adequate 32 11 2 1 0
The cleanliness seems good 30 5 9 2 0
The equipment seems adequate 31 7 3 1
References are available 29 12 4 1 0
How Well Students have Learned CLOs
(K1-a) Demonstrate an understanding of processes and methods of design. 32 11 3 0 0
(K1-c) Demonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes and forms, and ways of presentation. 36 10 0 0 0
(S1-a) Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts. 29 13 4 0 0
(S1-c) Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods. 28 14 4 0 0
(S1-h) Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 31 14 1 0 0
(S5-a) Communicate effectively using oral and written forms. 34 10 2 0 0
(V2-d) Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction. 36 10 0 0 0
AT s Other opinions Satisfaction Percentage ¢, 88.5
$ ) 138 d dliacl e 5 ST L What did you like the most in this course?
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25

20

10

0 0 III Ih ..-. —._

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

«

M The teacher always attends the lectures on time
M He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture

H The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner m Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
M He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner m Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate
m The lecture encourages discussions during lecture ® Assessment is generally fair

W The lecture respects students opinion

Equipment and Facilities How Well Students have Learned CLOs

Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

M Space area seems adequate
® The cleanliness seems good HK1l-a EKl-c mSl-a mSl-c mS1-h mS5-a mv2-d .
M The equipment seems adequate
m References are available

Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) Satisfaction Percentage %

K1-a Demonstrate an understanding of processes and methods of design. 94 93%
92
K1-c  Demonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes and forms, and ways of presentation. % 90% ceE
88
St-a Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental °
impacts. 88
S1-c  Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods. 86 1
84 1 82%
S1-h  Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 8
S5-a  Communicate effectively using oral and written forms. 80 -
78
V2-d Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction. 6
7 4
Academic Staff Evaluation Equipment and How Well Average
System Facilities Students have
Learned CLOs
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Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Status Distributions

Number of
Students 19 20 21 11 2 1 1 2 1 77 1
20% 26% 271% 14% 3% 1% 1% 3% 1% 0% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

9% 1% 0%

Bell Curve Grade Chart
25

20 e — ™S\
. AN
10 N
5 AN

N

0
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students

Less than 60 1 80 3 4
60 1 1 81 5 6
61 0 82 1 1
62 1 1 83 2 3
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 10 13
65 0 86 2 3
66 0 87 8 10
67 0 88 1 1
68 1 1 89 0
69 0 90 9 12
70 1 1 91 6 8
71 0 92 5 6
72 0 93 0
73 0 94 0
74 0 95 8 10
75 0 96 4 5
76 0 97 5 6
77 2 3 98 1 1
78 0 99 1 1
79 0 100 0

A top 10% (91%—100%) (o next 30% (36%—65%) E next 10% ( 0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—90%) D next 25% (11%-35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 3

Assessment Assessment Question [Specified| CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

1 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks K1-a
2 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam 10 K1-c
3 Final Exam Presentation 20 S1-a
4 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Research Paper 5 Sl-c
5 Continuous Assessment Oral Exam 15 S1-h
6 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) 15 S5-a
7 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) 20 V2-d

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 60% Indirect 40%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-a  Demonstrate an understanding of processes and methods of design.
K1-c  Demonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes and forms, and ways of presentation.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
S1-c  Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods.
S1-h  Employ manual skills to develop and present projects.
S5-a  Communicate effectively using oral and written forms.

V2-d  Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction.

Appendix ¢



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

Student's Name or ID

Final Exam

Continuous
Assessment

1 439005814 15 8 20 4.5 14 14 19 95
2 441018002 15 10 20 5 15 15 19 99
3 442003497 15 9 19 4.5 15 14.5 20 97
4 442003973 125 8 18 5 15 14.5 17 920
5 442010036 15 10 20 5 15 15 19 99
6 443000091 15 9.5 20 4.5 14 14 20 97
7 443006295 12 85 16 4 12 12.5 15 80
8 443007851 12 8 17 4.5 13 13 17 85
9 443007885 14 8.5 18 4 15 15 19.5 94
10 443007916 1.5 8 16 4 14 13 19 86
1" 438009821 15 8.5 17.5 3.5 15 15 15 90
12 442002113 15 7.5 14.5 4 12 12 12 7
13 442025260 14 8.5 19 4 15 15 15 91
14 443002879 15 7 18 4.5 13 14 13 85
15 443005206 14 8.5 16 25 13 13 13 80
16 443005289 13 8.5 17 4.5 13 13 13 82
17 443005927 15 8.5 15 4 10 10 10 73
18 443006851 15 0 18 45 15 15 15 83
19 443008901 13 8.5 17 4.5 15 15 15 88
20 443009090 13 8.5 15 5 15 15 15 87
21 443009609 14 6.5 18 4 13 14 15 85
Total 21
Ki-a Ki-c S1-a S1c S1-h S5a V2d
K1-a 510 __ 20 5 5 15 20 S1-h
100 80 100 90 93 93 95
10 100 100 100 100 100 100 95 1000
100 920 95 90 100 97 100
50 83 80 90 100 100 97 85 50.0
100 100 100 100 100 100 95
: o owon om oW .
. 80 8 8 9 & & 8 A & ¢ ° f
93 85 920 80 100 100 98
K1-c 77 80 80 8 93 87 95 S5-a
100 85 88 70 100 100 75
100 100 75 73 80 80 80 60 100
93 85 95 80 100 100 75
S0 100 70 90 90 87 93 65 o
93 85 80 50 87 87 65
87 85 85 90 87 87 65
0 100 85 75 80 67 67 50 0
A B c D F 100 90 90 100 100 75 A B c D F
87 85 85 90 100 100 75
87 85 75 100 100 100 75
Sl-a 93 65 9 80 8 93 75 Vv2-d
100 100
50 50
Average 93 80 88 86 92 93 80
A [ c D F A 8 c D F
Sl-c .
100 100
0 0
A B c D F A B c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment Vv2-d Indirect Assessment
K1-a Ki-c S1-a S1-c S1-h S5a K1-a Ki-c S1-a S1-c S1-h S5-a V2d
% of students scoring 60% + 100 95 100 95 100 100 95 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 100 90 100 95 95 95 76 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 95 81 86 920 95 95 43 93 100 91 91 98 96 100
% of students scoring 90% + 67 19 52 57 62 67 33 70 78 63 61 67 74 78
60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.
K1-a Ki-c S1-a S1-c S1-h S5a V2d
% of students scoring 60% + 100 97 100 97 100 100 97
% of students scoring 70% + 100 94 100 97 97 97 86
% of students scoring 80% + 95 89 88 91 96 95 66
% of students scoring 90% + 68 43 57 59 64 70 51

120

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.

% of students scoring 60% +
B % of students scoring 70% +
% of students scoring 80% +
H % of students scoring 90% +

Ki-c Sl-a Sl-c S1-h

S5-a

v2-d
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 3

% of % of % of % of
students students students students
scoring scoring scoring scoring KnOWIage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+
K1 K1-a 100 100 95 68
K1-b -- - - --
K1-c 97 94 89 43
K1-d - -- -- -
K1-e -- - - --
K1-f - -- - -
K1-g - - -- -
K1-h - -- -- - ey
S I I 2i3d358332838
K2 Ko2oa __ = o o ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ v ¥
K2-b - -- -- -
o I e e e IR Skl
K3 K3-a - -- -~ -
K3b | = -- z jg | B
K3-c - - -- - e M|
K3-d -- - -- -- 5o
K3-e -- - - -- a0 1
K3-f -- - - -- 30 —
K3g - - - o 20 fl—
K4 K4-a - - - - 10 8 —
K4-b -- -- -- -- o4& - M
S1-c 97 97 91 59
sid | = - = = e Values
Sl-e -- - - -- 30
S1-f - -- -- - 70
Sl-g = - - - 60
S1-h 100 97 96 64 50
S1-i - -- -- - 40
S1-j -- - - -- 30
S1-k -- - - - 20
S2 S2-0 - - - -- 10
- - - - 0 T T T T T T T T T
? < ® ? 2 h 7 ¢
= = - = S s S N N S g N
S3 S3-a - - - - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b - -- -- - % of students scoring 70%-+
S3-c -- - - -- % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - -- -- - % of students scoring 90%-+
S4-b - -- - -
S4-c - - -- -
S5 S5-a 100 97 95 70
SEh - = o o Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-¢ - - - - 120
S5-d - -- - - 97 98 97
VI | Via | - ~ ~ ~ 100 86
V1-b - -- - - 80
Vl-c - - - - 60
V2 V2-a -- -- -- --
V2-b -- - - -- 40
V2-c -- - - -- 20
V2-d 97 86 66 51
V2-e - -- -- - 0 ! ! ! !
= = o o K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 sS4 S5 V1 V2
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 \4t V2
% of stu;ig;tj scoring % of stur;gg/:isconng % of stugzgzisconng 97.14 98.1 97.14 85.71
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Appendix (e): Consistency with Test Standards Report

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

Academic Year:  2022-2023

Semester: First Semester (Fall)

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 3

Course Code: 8011116-5

Prepared by: Ali Abdullah Elmansoury Ahmed Hassan Jaad
Abdulhafeez Ahmad Alwafi Mohamed Abubaker Bakader
Farag Mohamed Zaki Husam Ahmed Kheder Murad
Fares Saad M Al-Saygh

Reviewed by: Ehab Farouk Rached

Academic degree: Professor

1. Formatting and Editing of the Question Paper mmmm

Basic Information Fulfillment (Date, time, total marks, etc.) O O O
Formatting O O O O
Printing Quality O O O O
Clarity of Questions (Each question gives one meaning) O O O O
Lack of Typing Mistakes O O O O
Existence of Marks Distribution O O O O

2 Content of the Queston Paper] | Exctint | verygood | ooa | _Fare—| _poor |

Comprehensiveness

The extent to which the questions cover all course topics and (| [ O O
the targeted learning outcomes. (Pooe = 40%, Excellent = 80% &

Objectivity

Questions measure targeted learning outcomes and require (. . (] (]
specific answers that can be measured and assessed.

Diversity

Diversity of types of questions. (Poor = 1 style, Excellent = 5 &

Distinguishing

Take into account individual differences between students and O U U (l
distinguish between their levels of achievement.

Notes:

Question Paper Reviewer

Ehab Farouk Rached
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Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 4

Course Code: 8011121-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: First Semester (Fall) [44 1]

Course Instructor(s): Ali Abdullah EImansoury Abdulhafeez Ahmad Alwafi
Farag Mohamed Zaki Fares Saad M Al-Saygh
Ahmed Saleh Ahmed Aljuhani Faisal M. Al-Sherif

Fahmi Foud Ahmed Bahmdan

Course Coordinator: Ali Abdullah EImansoury

Location: Main campus branch 0O

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course): 78

Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: Dec. 24, 2022
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 1 3
26% 26% 22% 8% 6% 5% 3% 1% 4% 0% 0% 0% 96% 4% 0%
Average of the course from the grades: 75%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

51% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
29% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

12% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with
good level.

4% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

4% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

4000
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

Target level/

Methods | criteronfor | % °f Students Assessment Results
Got Target

Course Learning Outcomes

Success

Knowledge and Understanding:

) ) ) ) Drawing Exam 70%
Define functional requirements for different sectors of K1 95%

the built environment. (K1-b) of students
scoring 70%+

Demonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes Presentafion 70%
g P K1 91%

and forms, and ways of presentation. (K1-c) of students
scoring 70%+

-
N

=y

- - - - - -
(o) [&] £ w o

~

(e}

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

L4 4 44
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Course Learning Outcomes

Make design decisions considering user requirements,
site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a)

Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods.
(S1-c)

Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and
materials selection. (S1-d)

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

PLOs |Assessment

S1

e W

vu)aillg puleill pygdi dis
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Assessment Results

Target level/
Criteron for
Success

Comment on

DETELTERD Assessment Results

Got Target

Methods

Eval. of

o,
Research Paper 70%
82%
of students
scoring 70%+
Assignments &
g"I'asks 70%
100%
of students
scoring 70%+
Assignments &
9gl'asks 70%
100%
of students

scoring 70%+

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

m Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.

S2
S3
S4
S5

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.

Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.

Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.

L4 4 44
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Assessment Results

Assessment

Comment on

i Target level/ | ,
Course Learning Outcomes Methods | eriteron for o Assessment Results
Success ot Targ
n Values, autonomy, and responsibility:
Assignments &
IE?I'asks 70%
<1l | Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) V1 100%
of students
scoring 70%+
Assignments & o
. 70%
3 Complete tasks under pressure and within the expected V2 Tasks 100%
time frame. (V2-e) of students °

scoring 70%+

w
(=)}

w

&) ES w [N

~

w
[o2)

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

\"All Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\"728 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

L 4 4 4 4
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Extent of their
. Reason for Not . . .
Topic . . . Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Covering/discrepancies
Outcomes

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Recommendations Actions Needed
Support

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Ali Abdullah Elmansoury Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen AI-Bukhari



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Status Distributions

Number of
Students 20 20 17 6 5 4 2 1 & 75 3
26% 26% 22% 8% 6% 5% 3% 1% 4% 0% 0% 0% 96% 4% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart
25

20

. AN

5 ——
i \\/
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 3 80 4 5
60 1 1 81 0
61 0 82 2 3
62 0 83 0
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 11 15
65 1 1 86 2 3
66 0 87 4 5
67 1 1 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 8 11
70 3 4 91 5 7
71 1 1 92 5 7
72 0 93 2 3
73 0 94 0
74 0 95 6 8
75 2 3 96 4 5
76 1 1 97 5 7
77 2 3 98 4 5
78 0 99 1 1
79 0 100 0
A top 10% (91%—100%) c next 30% (36%—65%) 5 E next 10% ( 0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—90%) D next 25% (11%-35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 4

Assessment Assessment Question [Specified | CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

1 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam K1-b
2 Final Exam Presentation 20 K1-c
3 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Research Paper 5 S1-a
4 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks 15 S1-c
5 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks 15 S1-d
6 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks 15 V1-a
7 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks 20 V2-e

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-b  Define functional requirements for different sectors of the built environment.
K1-c  Demonstrate an understanding of architectural shapes and forms, and ways of presentation.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
S1-c  Apply the knowledge of design theories and methods.
S1-d  Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and materials selection.
V1-a  Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.

V2-e  Complete tasks under pressure and within the expected time frame.

Appendix ¢



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

Student's Name or

ID

Final Exam

Continuous
Assessment

Continuous
Assessment

1 el i Gty 2aal 7 165 45 13 13 13 20 87
2 P81 ala pa e dene 95 185 5 14 15 15 20 o7
3 S e e penllae 8 15 3 14 14 15 20 89
4 alll S Sea gilen 9 16 5 13 13 13 16 85
5 bl e ena 75 15 5 135 13 13 18 85
6 Gl (et 3aaa %y 65 12 3 125 13 13 15 75
7 A e (S 5 9 155 35 14 14 14 20 90
8 il s e iy 718 3 15 15 15 20 93
9 S e e ol 85 18 5 15 15 15 20 97
10 il lla g 9 165 35 14 14 14 18 89
11 Gl patla punl ) daal 85 19 5 145 15 15 20 97
12 WSy e s 7 14 4 13 14 14 18 84
13 i dame g e 10 16 5 14 14 14 19 92
14 Clasdl ) pemia 3l 20 10 19 5 14 15 15 20 98
15 Ao an I asia 32 0 (3 lloa 9 17 5 15 15 14 18 93
16 S llasans iy play 9 185 5 14 15 15 20 o7
17 laeall g a4 e 8 16 5 15 15 15 20 94
18 Gotall e pa iz 2ea 85 16 45 14 14 15 20 92
19 S Bl s o) 85 175 5 15 15 15 20 9%
20 Al Cpall an (il dana 8 8 3) 12 12 12 15 70
21 onnl) 2ens Jelesl diae 10 195 5 145 15 15 20 99
22 G uagn e Sina 750 IS 4 145 15 15 20 91
Total 22
Kib Ki-c Sia S1c Si-d Via Ve
- 5 15 15 5 =
K1-b 10 20 1 20 S1-d
70 83 90 87 8 87 100
100 95 93 100 93 100 100 100 1000
80 75 60 93 93 100 100
0 9 80 100 87 87 87 80 50.0
75 75 100 90 87 87 90
0 65 60 60 83 8 8 75 00
9 78 70 93 93 93 100 -
A B ¢ 0 F 70 9 60 100 100 100 100 A & < ° F
85 90 100 100 100 100 100
K1-c 9 83 70 93 93 93 90 Vi-a
85 95 100 97 100 100 100
100 70 70 80 87 93 93 920 100
100 8 100 93 93 93 95
100 95 100 93 100 100 100
0 9 8 100 100 100 93 90 0
. . u 9 93 100 93 100 100 100
0 80 80 100 100 100 100 100 0
A 8 c p) F 85 80 90 93 93 100 100 A B c b 3
85 88 100 100 100 100 100
80 40 60 80 8 80 75
S1-a 100 98 100 97 100 100 100 V2-e
75 75 80 97 100 100 100
100 100
50 50
mens 84 81 87 93 95 95 95
0 0
A B c D F A B c D F
Sl-c .
100 100
50 50
0 0
A B C D F A B C D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment V2-e Indirect Assessment
Ki-b Kic St-a S1c Sl-d Via Ki-b Kic St-a Si- 14 Via V2-e
% of students scoring 60% + 100 95 100 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 95 91 82 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 73 68 73 100 100 100 91 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 4 32 64 77 77 77 86 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
Ki-b Kic St-a S1c S1-d Via Ve
% of students scoring 60% + 100 95 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 95 91 82 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 73 68 73 100 100 100 91
% of students scoring 90% + 41 32 64 7 7 7 86
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
120
% of students scoring 60% +
=% of students scoring 70% +
% of students scoring 80% +
m % of students scoring 90% +
Ki-c S1-a Sl-c s1-d Vi-a V2-e
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 4

% of % of % of % of
CLO stude.nts stude'nts studelnts stude.nts
scoring scoring scoring scoring KnOWIage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+
K1 K1-a - -- -- -
K1-b 100 95 73 41
K1-c 95 91 68 32
K1-d -- - - --
K1-e -- - - --
K1-f -- - - --
K1-g - - -- -
K1-h -- - - -- S —
ST A I I 2L IsIr5o388854388¢88%
K2 K = - - - ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ L ¥ ¥ UM ¥ ¥ Xy x ¥ x v o
K2-b -- - - --
R e e e e W ) Skl
K3 K3-a - -- -~ -
K3b | = -- z jg | 1
K3-c - - -- - e 11
K3-d -- - -- -- so W
K3-e -- - - -- a0 10
K3-f -- - - -- 30 U— W
K3-g - - - - 20 —M-
K4 K4-a -- -- - - 10 11—
K4-b - - - - o+ -
S1-c 100 100 100 77
si-d [ 700 [ 100 |00 |77 oo Tl Values
Sl-e -- - - -- 30 o
S1-f -- - - -- 70 L
Slg = = = - 60
S1-h - - - - 50 -
S1-i -- - - -- 40 H
S1-j -- - - - 30
S1-k -- - - - 20 +
S2 S2-0 - - - - 10 +
- - - - 0 - T T T T T T T T T
< b4 ? < ? ° ¢
- - - - s S N N S S N
S3 S3-a - -- -- - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b - -- -- - % of students scoring 70%-+
S3-c -- - - -- % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - -- -- - % of students scoring 90%-+
S4-b -- - - --
S4-c - - -- -
S5 S5-a - - - -
SEh - T o o Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-¢ - - - - 120
S5-d - - - - 100 03 94 100 100
\'48 V1-a 100 100 100 77
V1-b -- - - -- 80 +
Vl-c - - - - 60
V2 V2-a -- - - --
V2-b -- - - -- 40
V2-c -- - - -- 20
V2-d -- - - --
V2-e 100 100 91 86 0 ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
= = o o K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 sS4 S5
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 \4t V2
%ofstu;igro;tjscoring %ofstur;gg/:iscoring % of stugzgziscoring 93.18 93.94 100 100
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Appendix (e): Consistency with Test Standards Report

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year:  2022-2023

Semester: First Semester (Fall)

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 4

Course Code: 8011121-5

Prepared by: Ali Abdullah Elmansoury

Reviewed by: Ehab Farouk Rached

Academic degree: Professor

1. Formatting and Editing of the Question Paper mmmm

Basic Information Fulfillment (Date, time, total marks, etc.) O O O
Formatting O O O O
Printing Quality O O O O
Clarity of Questions (Each question gives one meaning) O O O O
Lack of Typing Mistakes O O O O
Existence of Marks Distribution O O O O

2 Content of the Queston Paper] | Exctint | verygood | ooa | _Fare—| _poor |

Comprehensiveness

The extent to which the questions cover all course topics and (| [ O O
the targeted learning outcomes. (Pooe = 40%, Excellent = 80% &

Objectivity

Questions measure targeted learning outcomes and require (. . (] (]
specific answers that can be measured and assessed.

Diversity

Diversity of types of questions. (Poor = 1 style, Excellent = 5 &

Distinguishing

Take into account individual differences between students and O U U (l
distinguish between their levels of achievement.

Notes:

Question Paper Reviewer

Ehab Farouk Rached
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Appendix (f): Correction Report for Random Sample of Student Answers in Studied Course

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year: 2022-2023
Semester: First Semester (Fall)
Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 4
Course Code: 8011121-5
Corrected by: Ali Abdullah Elmansoury
Reviewed by: Ehab Farouk Rached
Academic degree: Professor
Type: Internal reviewer
1. Number and Percentage of Sample Sheets Ml “
A+ and A 41 53
B+ and B 22 28
C+andC 9 12
D+ and D 3 4
F 3 4
Total No. of random samples 78 100
| Total No. of Examinees | 78 | 100 | No Less than 10% |

2. Results of Random Sample Correction -“

There is a model answer to be corrected accordingly.
Correction is accurate and fair

Correction is accurate & fair to some extent and needs revision
Correction is inaccurate, unfair and needs re-correction

& &

E E

Other notes on correction:

The Reviewer of the Random Sample

Ehab Farouk Rached
Appendix f



wuaillg pulsill pgdi dians QNG

YL S
Education & Training Evaluation Commission @ L 4

L J

Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 5

Course Code: 8012126-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Third Semester (Spring) [44 3]

Course Instructor(s): Mohamed Atef Elhamy Kamel Ahmed M. A. Shehata
Ali Abdullah EImansoury Farag Mohamed Zaki
Naif Sultan Alaboud Faisal M. Al-Sherif
Ahmed Hassan Jaad Fahmi Foud Ahmed Bahmdan

Course Coordinator: Ahmed M. A. Shehata

Location: Main campus branch [

Number of Section(s): 8

Number of Students (Starting the Course): 77

Number of Students (Completed the Course): 74

Report Date: June 22, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 4 3
8% 13% 13% 23% 17% 9% 8% 5% 4% 0% 0% 0% 96% 4% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 58%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

21% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
36% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

26% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

13% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

4% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a high consistency. The results are within the normal distribution. Results are

calculated based on number of students attended the final exam. The pass percent. is very good & there is no need for
further recommendations or actions.

L 4 4 4 4
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes

the built environment. (K1-b)

(K2-a)

* Scores include indirect assessment

PLOs |Assessment
Code Methods
Knowledge and Understanding:

Define functional requirements for different sectors of

Differentiate between various types of building
materials, building technologies and structural systems.

Presentation 70%

K1 Eval. of of stuc!ents 91 %
Project(s) S;g?/?f
Eval. of
Project(s) 70% .
K2 Eval. of of stuc.lents 79%
Project(s) S;g:rf

Assessment Results

¢
>
£ S54

Comment on
Assessment Results

Students found this CLO most interesting
among all.

Students well understood and performed
this CLO.

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)
Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.

L¢H Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.

K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

6000
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Assessment Results

PLOs |Assessment Comment on

Course Learning Outcomes Methods Assessment Results

Eval. of 70%
Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and materials St Project(s) o 78% Students well understood and performed
selection. (S1-d) Eval. of of students ° this CLO.
Research Paper scoring 70%+
Eval. of 70%
Create innovative architectural concepts and forms. (S1- St Project(s) o 92% Students found this CLO most interesting

k) of students among all.

Presentation scoring 70%+

* Scores include indirect assessment
Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

m Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

S5 Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.

*600
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes HRos | Resemenient Target level/ Comment on
g Methods |[Neriteron for 7;:?;‘;‘::::‘ Assessment Results

Success

Values, autonomy, and responsibility:

T k

ASi?;‘mrmS 70% Students found this CLO most interesting
Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) V1 91%

of students among all.
scoring 70%+
Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse Eval. of 70%
Y uctively, Project(s) ° Students well understood and performed

i i o
teams to perform a wide range of tasks with V2 88% this CLO.

o of students
responsibility. (V2-c) scoring 70%+

* Scores include indirect assessment

- Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

\"A Bl Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\"728 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

¢ 600
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Extent of their
. Reason for Not . . .
Topic . . . Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Covering/discrepancies
Outcomes

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Recommendations Needed
Support

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Ahmed M. A. Shehata Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey

Academic Staff

The teacher always attends the lectures on time

He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture

The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner

He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner

The lecture encourages discussions during lecture
The lecture respects students opinion
The lecturer answers questions during office hours

S O B Strongly Agree

NN N =
wn O —= O

Evaluation System

Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate

Assessment is generally fair

22
19
14

Equipment and Facilities

Space area seems adequate
The cleanliness seems good
The equipment seems adequate
References are available

How Well Students have Learned CLOs

28
23
19
20

K1-b) Define functional requirements for different sectors of the built environment.

K2-a) Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural systems.

S1-d) Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and materials selection.

V1-a) Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.

(

(

(

(S1-k) Create innovative architectural concepts and forms.

(

(V2-c) Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse teams to perform a wide range of tasks with responsibility.

s Al s

Sl 138 b dlaci e i ST L

Other opinions
What did you like the most in this course?

g =

<T =z (=) (2]
6 9 4 9
16 6 2 10
7 9 10 12
6 9 10 13
7 7 11 11
4 15 6 12
7 9 6 10
9 8 11

12 3 4 10
9 10 2 13
7 14 4 13
12 10 3 12
14 5 3 10
10 6 2 8
10 7 2 9
12 8 3 8
9 7 2 8
10 4 5 8
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

Satisfaction Percentage %  69.0
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K1-b
K2-a
S1-d
S1-k
Vi-a

V2-c

ag.’uds

0588 5 ) Glo el Gy Ao ua¥) a8 ARyl s

Ane 2al g )¢S0 ae A S (555 A8 e
255K 5l al e
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2=

el dae Jilss
Jlias

2t il S Jee

Lia Lal ey Ll die o ¢ (gl Dy Ul Jras syl 8 do gan Lot ) 5 ) 536 S ie alidia apanad ol Qi calllall ol 3105 5 S0 ¢ 51 Cadia) o¥asl 5 53S0 die Aeal jall Jua

axal pall £l il Cagas g )

(sile i g ellac)
B pall 3 S any i3
s Y
s ¢ v il
Y
Academic Staff Evaluation System
40 25
20
15
20
10
0 0
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
M The teacher always attends the lectures on time
M He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture
M The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner B Number of projects and assighments is appropriate
B He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner ) prol R 8 B pp' P 5
m The lecture encourages discussions during lecture = Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate
H The lecture respects students opinion M Assessment is generally fair
® The lecturer answers questions during office hours
Equipment and Facilities How Well Students have Learned CLOs
30 35
25
20 |
15 |
10 |
s I
) I
y

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
M Space area seems adequate
M The cleanliness seems good HK1-b WK2-a mSid W S1-k mV1-a mV2-c . .
M The equipment seems adequate
m References are available
. . o
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) Satisfaction Percentage %
Define functional requirements for different sectors of the built environment. 90
77%
i i i ildii i ildii i 80
Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural 68% 70% 69%
systems. 70
61%
Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and materials selection. 60 -
Create innovative architectural concepts and forms. 50 4
40 -
Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. 30
Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse teams to perform a wide range of 20 -
tasks with responsibility.
10 -+
Academic Staff Evaluation Equipment and How Well Average
System Facilities Students have
Leamed CLOs
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Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Status Distributions

Number of
Students 6 10 10 18 13 7 6 4 3 74 3
8% 13% 13% 23% 17% 9% 8% 5% 4% 0% 0% 0% 96% 4% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart
20

10 \

5 e —
T ———
0
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 3 80 16 22 62
60 1 1 81 1 1 64
61 0 82 1 1 65
62 1 1 83 0 65
63 2 3 84 0 65
64 0 85 6 8 73
65 3 4 86 0 73
66 1 1 11 87 3 4 77
67 1 1 12 88 1 1 78
68 1 1 14 89 0 78
69 0 14 90 7 9 88
70 4 5 19 91 1 1 89
71 2 3 22 92 2 3 92
72 1 1 23 93 0 92
73 0 23 94 0 92
74 0 23 95 6 8 100
75 9 12 35 96 0 100
76 1 1 36 97 0 100
77 2 3 39 98 0 100
78 1 1 41 99 0 100
79 0 41 100 0 100
A top10% (91%—100%) € next30% (36%-65%) 5 E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D next 25% (11%—-35%) F -

Appendix b




Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 5

Assessment Assessment Question [Specified| CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

Final Exam Presentation K1-b

2 Final Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q2 10 S1-k
3 Midterm Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q1 10 K2-a
4 Midterm Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q2 5 S1-d
5 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Research Paper Q1 5 S1-d
6 Continuous Assessment Presentation Q2 10 S1-k
7 Continuous Assessment Teamwork Assignments Q3 10 V1-a
8 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q4 20 V2-c
9 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q5 10 K1-b
10 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q6 10 K2-a
Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 60% Indirect 40%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-b  Define functional requirements for different sectors of the built environment.
K2-a  Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural systems.
S1-d  Apply the knowledge of bearing structure and materials selection.
S1-k  Create innovative architectural concepts and forms.
V1-a  Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.

V2-c  Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse teams to perform a wide range of tasks with responsibility.
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

Final Exam
Final Exam

Midterm

ontinuous
Continuous
Assessment
Continuous
Assessment

Student's Name or ID

1 Asall Jie dlae Jie 8.5 8.5 5 245 3.5 75 8.5 16 8 8 76
2 ST SR 85 8.5 7 35 45 6.5 8.2 16 8.1 8 79
3 Gl e saal i 8.5 8.5 6.5 3 3.5 75 7.8 15 75 7 75
4 omal Al sana o 8 8 6 3 25 8.5 8 16 8.2 8 76
5 8.5 8.5 6 3 5 775 82 16.4 8.1 8 79
6 8.5 8.5 6 3.2 5 7.75 8 16.6 82 8 80
7 9 9 6 3 3 9.5 7.3 15 7.5 7 76
8 8 8 74 4 25 85 78 16 8 8 78
9 s dies e e 10 10 6 3 4.75 9 7 14 7.2 7 78
10 Sl Ealine s ol 8.5 8.5 7.7 4 275 1775 8 16 8 8 79
11 inll e dana (5l 10 10 6.7 4 5 9.25 8 17 8.3 8 86
12 Gk 2l gliae 8.5 8.5 9 5 45 775 9 17 9 9 87
13 Ginll Gun da llae o e 75 75 8 5 4 975 8 17 84 9 84
14 il a4l gy 9.5 9.5 7.5 4 4.5 8.5 8 16.4 82 8 84
15 elle aa ) Gadia 2 5e G e 9 9 9 5 5 9 9 19 9.3 9 92
16 S e g3 ) 9.5 9.5 7 3.5 5 8.5 8 17 8.3 8 84
17 A dlae s Sl 9.5 9.5 8 4 5 7.75 9 18 8.6 9 88
18 o) Glagen s 55l 2 95 95 85 @ 44 45 85 8 15 8 8 84
19 all s dea (golea 9.5 9.5 8 4 45 875 8 16 8 8 84
20 e S R 10 10 7 37 475 95 9 17 8.5 8 87
21 ol pd sae dlae 9.5 9.5 8.4 4.4 5 8.5 9 18 9 9 90
22 @Al g el eae 9.5 9.5 9 5 5 7.75 8 17 8.7 9 88
23 alll padlia ol ) el 9 9 9.4 5 45 975 10 20 9.6 10 96
24 hall ena Jeland dlae 10 10 8.5 5 475 95 9 18 8.7 9 92
25 S e e oy 9 9 8.8 4.6 45 975 9 20 10 10 95
Total 25
K1-b Ki-b K2-a S1d Stk Vi-a V2 . . Vi-a

20 20 10 20 10 20
83 65 60 80 8 80
10 83 75 80 75 8 80 1000

80 68 65 80 78 75

50 81 70 55 83 80 80 50.0
83 70 80 81 82 82
o 84 70 82 81 80 83 00
83 65 60 93 73 75

80 77 65 83 78 80
86 65 78 95 70 70

K2-a 83 79 68 81 80 80 V2-c
92 74 9% 9% 80 8
100 88 90 95 81 920 85 100

80 85 90 86 80 85
89 78 85 90 80 82

0 @ 9 100 9 9 95 50
= u . 89 75 8 9 8 8
o 91 8 9 8 9 90 o
A B c D F 88 83 8 90 80 75 A N s > B
88 80 8 91 8 80
@3 75 8 98 9 8
S 1-d 93 87 94 90 90 90 .
91 90 100 8 8 8
100 93 97 95 94 100 100 100
94 8 98 98 90 90
50 95 94 91 94 90 100 0
l . wews 87 79 83 88 83 84
o 0
A B (9 D F A B C D F
S1-k .
100 100

) ]lt .
0 0

A ] c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO

Direct Assessment . . Indirect Assessment
Ki1-b K2-a 81-d S1-k Vi-a V2 Ki1-b K2-a S1-d S1-k Vi-a V2
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 92 100 100 100 82 86 84 86 86 86
% of students scoring 70% + 100 84 76 100 100 100 7 82 81 81 82 7
% of students scoring 80% + 96 44 72 96 84 84 68 72 68 67 70 70
% of students scoring 90% + 36 20 40 52 32 24 44 54 51 46 54 53

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.
K1-b K2-a S1d Stk Vi-a V2c

% of students scoring 60% + 93 94 89 94 94 94
% of students scoring 70% + 91 83 78 92 93 91
% of students scoring 80% + 85 55 7 84 78 78
% of students scoring 90% + 39 34 44 49 41 35

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.

% of students scoring 60% +
m % of students scoring 70% +
m % of students scoring 80% +
| % of students scoring 90% +
S1-k

Vi-a V2-c

1]

K2-a s1-d
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

Architectural Design Studio 5

PLO

K1

CLO

K1-a

K1-b

K1-c

K1-d

K1-e

K1-f

K1l-g

K1-h

K1-i

K2

K2-a

K2-b

K2-c

K3

K3-a

K3-b

K3-c

K3-d

K3-e

K3-f

K3-g

K4

K4-a

K4-b

S1

Sl-a

S1-b

S1-c

S1-d

Sl-e

S1-f

S1-g

S1-h

S1-i

$15

S1-k

S2

S2-0

S3

S3-a

S3-b

S3-c

S4

S4-a

S4-b

S4-c

100

80

60

40

20

K1-a

K1-b
K1-c
K1-d
K1-e
K1-f
K1-g
K1-h

Knowlage

K2-a [

K1-i
K2-b
K2-c
K3-a
K3-b
K3-c
K3-d
K3-e

K3-f

K3-g
K4-a
K4-b

100

80

60

40

20

Skills

100

80

60

40

20

V1-b
Vi-c
V2-a
V2-b
V2-c
V2-d
V2-e

% of students scoring 60%+
% of students scoring 70%+
% of students scoring 80%-+
% of students scoring 90%+

S5

S5-a

S5-b

S5-c

S5-d

V1

V1-a

V1-b

V1-c

V2

V2-a

V2-b

V2-c

V2-d

V2-e

100

80

60

40

20

Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
93

©

fury

83 85

K

1

K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5

©

fucy

Knowlage

% of students
scoring 70%+

Skills

% of students
scoring 70%+

Values

% of students
scoring 70%+

K2

K3

K4

S1

S2

S3

S4

S5

V1

V2

AT, YA

AOL VA

4Y,4A

90, AA
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Appendix (e): Consistency with Test Standards Report

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year:  2022-2023

Semester: Third Semester (Spring)

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 5

Course Code: 8012126-5

Prepared by: Ahmed M. A. Shehata

Reviewed by: Ehab Farouk Rached

Academic degree: Professor

1. Formatting and Editing of the Question Paper mmmm

Basic Information Fulfillment (Date, time, total marks, etc.)
Formatting

Printing Quality

Clarity of Questions (Each question gives one meaning)
Lack of Typing Mistakes

Existence of Marks Distribution

—mmmm

Comprehensiveness

EENEER
oooogo

oo odo
ODoooono
ODOoooCoo

The extent to which the questions cover all course topics and d
the targeted learning outcomes. (Pooe = 40%, Excellent = 80% &
Objectivity
Questions measure targeted learning outcomes and require [ | [ (|
specific answers that can be measured and assessed.
Diversit
y O O O O

Diversity of types of questions. (Poor = 1 style, Excellent = 5 &

Distinguishing

Take into account individual differences between students and U U (] O
distinguish between their levels of achievement.

Notes:

Question Paper Reviewer

Ehab Farouk Rached
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Appendix (f): Correction Report for Random Sample of Student Answers in Studied Course

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year:  2022-2023
Semester: Third Semester (Spring)
Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 5
Course Code: 8012126-5
Corrected by: Ahmed M. A. Shehata
Reviewed by: Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil
Academic degree: Professor
Type: Internal reviewer
1. Number and Percentage of Sample Sheets o “
A+and A 8 35
B+ and B 8 35
C+andC 5 22
D+and D 2 9
F 0
Total No. of random samples 23 100
| Total No. of Examinees [ 77 | 30 | No Less than 10% |

2. Results of Random Sample Correction -“

There is a model answer to be corrected accordingly.
Correction is accurate and fair

Correction is accurate & fair to some extent and needs revision
Correction is inaccurate, unfair and needs re-correction

B EEE

Other notes on correction:

The Reviewer of the Random Sample

Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil
Appendix f
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Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 6

Course Code: 8012131-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Second Semester (Winter) [44 2]

Course Instructor(s): Mohamed Atef Elhamy Kamel Ahmed M. A. Shehata
Wadia Ali Al-Barqawi Naif Sultan Alaboud

Ahmed Saleh Ahmed Aljuhani

Course Coordinator: Ahmed M. A. Shehata

Location: Main campus branch [
Number of Section(s): 5

Number of Students (Starting the Course): 57
Number of Students (Completed the Course): 56

Report Date: March 12, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 2 1
14% 12% 16% 21% 18% 7% 7% 4% 2% 0% 0% 0% 98% 2% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 63%

2. Comment on Student Grades
(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

26% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
37% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

25% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

11% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

2% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a high consistency. The results are within the normal distribution. Results are

calculated based on number of students attended the final exam. The pass percent. is very good & there is no need for
further recommendations or actions.

L 4 4 4 4
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

Course Learning Outcomes
9 Methods Assessment Results

Knowledge and Understanding:

Eval. of 70%

Demonstrate a broad range of understanding of the

Project(s i i i
impact of environmental conditions on the built K1 fects) of students 68% ST I OO (Lo LRI
) Eval. of ; among all.
environment. (K1-d) ) scoring
Project(s) 70%+
Eval. of 70%
lllustrate fundamentals of computer applications in K4 Project(s) ° 80% Students found this CLO most interesting
simulation and presentation of design concepts. (K4-b) Eval. of of students ° among all.
q scoring
Project(s) 0%+

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

L4l Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

m Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

6000
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Assessment Results

PLOs |Assessment Comment on

Course Learning Outcomes Methods Assessment Results

Presentati 9
Make design decisions considering user requirements, St reseniaton 70% 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
0

site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) Eval. of of students among all.
Project(s) scoring 70%+

Oral E 9
Apply various means to achieve sustainable design. (S1- St re Exam 70% 80% Students found this CLO most interesting
(1]

)] Eval. of of students among all.
Project(s) ~ scoring 70%+

* Scores did not include indirect assessment
Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

m Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

S5 Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.

*600
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes HRos | Resemenient Target level/ Comment on
g Methods |[Neriteron for 7;:?;‘;‘::::‘ Assessment Results

Success

Values, autonomy, and responsibility:

Eval. of 70%

Research Paper

Students found this CLO most interesting

_discipli i . o
Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) V1 of students 96% among all,
scoring 70%+
Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse Direct 70%
‘ Observation 0 i i i
faamsfo|perior & widalranga of FAsks with V2 96% Students found this CLO most interesting

of students among all.
scoring 70%+

responsibility. (V2-c)

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

- Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

\"A Bl Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\"728 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

¢ 600
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Extent of their
. Reason for Not . . .
Topic . . . Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Covering/discrepancies
Outcomes

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Recommendations Needed
Support

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Ahmed M. A. Shehata Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Status Distributions

Number of
Students 8 7 9 12 10 4 4 2 1 56 1
14% 12% 16% 21% 18% 7% 7% % 2% 0% 0% 0% 98% 2% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart
14
12 /
10
/
8 —
; AN
4
2
0
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 1 80 5 9 45
60 2 4 81 0 45
61 0 82 3 5 50
62 0 83 4 7 57
63 0 84 0 57
64 0 85 5 9 66
65 2 4 86 3 5 71
66 1 2 87 1 2 73
67 1 2 11 88 0 73
68 0 11 89 0 73
69 0 11 90 2 4 77
70 0 11 91 0 77
71 2 4 14 92 5 9 86
72 1 2 16 93 0 86
73 1 2 18 94 0 86
74 0 18 95 3 5 91
75 6 11 29 96 3 5 96
76 2 4 32 97 0 96
77 1 2 34 98 1 2 98
78 1 2 36 99 1 2 100
79 0 36 100 0 100
A top 10% (91%—100%) C next 30% (36%—65%) E next 10% ( 0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D next 25% (11%—-35%) F -
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K1-d
K4-b
Sl-a
S1-j
V1-a
V2-c

Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 6

Assessment Assessment Question [Specified| CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

Final Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q10 K1-d Final Juty
2 Final Exam Presentation Q10 5 Sl-a Final Juty
3 Final Exam Oral Exam Q15 5 S1-j Final Juty
4 Midterm Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q1 10 K4-b Sketch Design
5 Midterm Exam Eval. of Project(s) Q2 5 S1-j Sketch Design
6 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q1 10 K1-d Jury 1
7 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q2 10 K4-b
8 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q3 15 S1-a
9 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q4 10 K4-b
10 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q5 10 S1-j Jury 2
11 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Research Paper Q6 5 Vi1-a
12 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q7 5 V2-c

Total marks (100) 100 marks
Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:

Demonstrate a broad range of understanding of the impact of environmental conditions on the built environment.
lllustrate fundamentals of computer applications in simulation and presentation of design concepts.

Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.

Apply various means to achieve sustainable design.

Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.

Work collaboratively and constructively, and lead diverse teams to perform a wide range of tasks with responsibility.
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

g & g1 e - 2%
2 2 2 Eg | E 32
E A g4
I - s | g2d)|E 28
Student’'s NameorID | = | & = 3
1 A Al a3y 2aa 775 8 4 7 4 5 8 1025 7.8 6 3 0 71
2 Sl e J3 sad 6.75 7 4 5 3 2 7 11.5 72 5 35 5 67
3 e B e plaes e 6.75 7 4 4 2 4 82 1075 83 6 4.5 4.5 70
4 gaeball ditlae 5y 5allne ol 6 6 3 3 1 7 75 1225 75 55 4.5 4.5 68
5 el Y lne i deae 7.25 8 4 5 3 6 8 1125 7.8 6.5 5 4 76
6 il 28 dame e 75 8 4 6 3 6.5 8 1175 82 7 4 4 78
7 O 23 G ale 6 6 3 7 35 7 9 1225 9 55 45 45 77
8 haall daae o Cany 7 7 35 7 35 6 9 13 8.8 9 5 4.5 83
9 eals 2l Ul Al 8.25 9 4 8 4 5 8 13 7.8 6.5 5 5 84
10 Al dilae ) peaia P 9 9 4.5 6 3 75 9 11.75 9 8 4.5 4.5 86
1 aall e el yaall 2 e 8.25 9 4 7 4 8.5 9 13.5 8.8 7 5 4.5 89
12 sk Ga)om e ub 9 ) 45 8 4 6.5 8 1325 8.2 7.5 4.5 4.5 87
13 Ol 8 jen (ol ena 7.75 8 4 10 5 6.5 9 1225 88 85 5 4 89
14 ol e JUa 28 9 9 45 7 35 6.5 10 13.25 9 85 5 4.5 920
15 il 5L (355 e il N 9.5 10 5 6 3 6 9 13.75 9 8.5 4.5 5 89
16 A pal il aallae o) 9.25 10 5 7 3 8 9 13.5 9 9 4.5 4.25 92
17 e glia o Sline e 8.25 9 4 10 5 8.5 10 13.5 9 7 5 4.5 94
18 35 o e b e 9.5 10 5 g 4 6 10  13.75 &) 8.5 4.5 5 94
19 el (g Gl 20 95 9 5 8 4 9 95 1375 95 9 5 475 96
20 das deal oLl 8 jes 9.25 9 5 8.3 4 8 10 1425 97 9.5 5 5 97
21 e daal gl Gy 8.75 9 4 9 5 9.5 10 14.5 9.7 9 5 4.5 98
22 oksle alaal ) sia saal 9 9 4.5 10 5 8 10 14.5 10 9.5 5 5 100
23 S le S puall 9 9 4.5 9 4.5 10 10 1475 10 9.5 5 4.75 100
24 Al e A5 aadl 9 9 45 10 5 10 9 14.75 9 95 5 4.75 100
25 ol e JUa 28 1 9 9 45 7 4 6.5 6 13.25 6 85 5 4.5 83
Total 25
Ki-d K4-b St1-a S1§ Vi-a V2c
Ki-d 20 30 20 20 5 5 Vi-a
64 76 91 70 60
100 44 64 @ 6 70 100 1000
54 68 89 60 90 90
50 65 60 91 48 90 90 50.0
66 69 96 68 100 80
o [ ] - . . f— 70 74 99 70 80 80 00
65 83 91 60 90 90
A_B € D F 65 8 100 80 100 90 A 8 ¢ D F
66 79 110 73 100 100
Ka-b 83 80 104 78 90 90 V2-c
84 83 13 75 100 920
100 78 81 111 80 90 90 100
il 93 101 88 100 80
50 78 87 1 83 100 90 s
78 80 119 83 90 100
. . - 86 83 118 85 90 85
0 84 97 13 80 100 920 0
A 8 c ) F 78 93 119 88 90 100 A B c o 3
93 90 114 90 100 95
86 93 116 93 100 100
Sl-a 91 9% 118 90 100 90 .
85 100 118 95 100 100
100 95 97 119 93 100 95 100
95 93 19 95 100 95
50 78 63 111 85 100 90 50
weage 76 83 107 79 93 88
o 0
A 8 c ) F A 8 c D F
S1-j .
100 100
50 50
N E . o
A 8 c D F A 8 c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment Indirect Assessment
Ki-d K4-b St1-a S1§ Via V2o Ki-d K4-b St-a S1§ Via V2ec
% of students scoring 60% + 92 100 100 96 100 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 68 80 100 80 96 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 40 68 100 60 92 96 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 16 36 96 24 88 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
Ki-d K4-b St-a S1§ Via V2c
% of students scoring 60% + 92 100 100 96 100 96
% of students scoring 70% + 68 80 100 80 96 96
% of students scoring 80% + 40 68 100 60 92 96
% of students scoring 90% + 16 36 96 24 88 80

120

100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.

100

80 [—

60 —
20—
20 —
Ki-d Ka-b

S:

Vi-a

4 |

V2-c

% of students scoring 60% +
m % of students scoring 70% +
m % of students scoring 80% +
| % of students scoring 90% +
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

Architectural Design Studio 6

PLO CLO 100 Knowlage [
K1 K1-a - - - - 80
K1-b - -- - - 1
Kic = - = = 60
K1-d 92 68 40 16
40
K1l-e -- -- - -
K1-f - - - - 20
Ki1-g - - - -
K1-h - - - -- 0+ v
Kis = o = = PR YT YN WL T @R Q0o QT O omo .o
@ A - - - - ggeggsgygxgoggootegeedd
K2-b - -- - --
0 e R R R 100 - Skills
K3 K3-a - -- - -
K3b |- - z = 80 1
K3-c - - -- -
60 -
K3-d - -- - -
K3-e - -- -- -- 40 -
K3-f - -- - --
K3 | 20 -
K4 K4-a - - - -
K4-b 100 80 68 36 0 M e s v e we r e e e o s o e s s
© QT O Y% < T v © QT Y 0D
S1 giﬁ 100 | 100 | 100 | 96 R R R R R R RN
S1¢ - - - = 100
I O S I T] Values
Sl-e - -- -- --
80
S1-f - -- - -
Sl-g = - - = 60
S1-h - -- - --
S1-i - - - - 40
S1-j 96 80 60 24
S1-k - - - -- 20
S2 S2-0 - -- - -
- _ — _ 0 T T T T T T T T
2 2 v ¢ ¢
a0 N N s ¢ s & ¢ & 9
S3 S3-a - -- -- -- [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b - -- - -- % of students scoring 70%-+
S3-c - -- -- -- [l % of students scoring 80%+
S4 S4-a - -- -- -- % of students scoring 90%+
S4-b - -- - -
S4-c - -- -- --
S5 S5-a - - - - ] ] ]
$5h = o = = Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-c - - - - 120
55d | - - - - 100 % % 9%
V1 V1-a 100 96 92 88 80
V1-b - -- - -- 80 68—
Vl1-c - -- -- --
V2 V2-a - - - - 60
V2-b - -- - -- 40
V2-c 96 96 96 80 20
V2-d - -- - -
0 T T T T T T T T
V2-e - - - -
- - - = K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 sS4 S5
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 \%4t V2
% of students % of students % of students
scoring 70%+ scoring 70%+ scoring 70%+ A A i 1 1
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Appendix (e): Consistency with Test Standards Report

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year:  2022-2023

Semester: First Semester (Fall)

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 6

Course Code: 8012131-5

Prepared by: Ahmed M. A. Shehata

Reviewed by: Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil

Academic degree: Professor

1. Formatting and Editing of the Question Paper mmmm

Basic Information Fulfillment (Date, time, total marks, etc.)
Formatting

Printing Quality

Clarity of Questions (Each question gives one meaning)
Lack of Typing Mistakes

Existence of Marks Distribution

—mmmm

Comprehensiveness

EENEER
oooogo

oo odo
ODoooono
ODOoooCoo

The extent to which the questions cover all course topics and d
the targeted learning outcomes. (Pooe = 40%, Excellent = 80% &
Objectivity
Questions measure targeted learning outcomes and require [ | [ (|
specific answers that can be measured and assessed.
Diversit
y O O O O

Diversity of types of questions. (Poor = 1 style, Excellent = 5 &

Distinguishing

Take into account individual differences between students and U U (] O
distinguish between their levels of achievement.

Notes:

Question Paper Reviewer

Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil

Appendix e



Appendix (f): Correction Report for Random Sample of Student Answers in Studied Course

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
Academic Year: 2022-2023
Semester: First Semester (Fall)
Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 6
Course Code: 8012131-5
Corrected by: Ahmed M. A. Shehata
Reviewed by: Ehab Farouk Rached
Academic degree: Professor
Type: Internal reviewer
1. Number and Percentage of Sample Sheets o “
A+and A 4 25
B+ and B 4 25
C+andC 4 25
D+ and D 4 25
F 0
Total No. of random samples 16 100
| Total No. of Examinees | 57 | 28 | No Less than 10% |

2. Results of Random Sample Correction -“

There is a model answer to be corrected accordingly.
Correction is accurate and fair

Correction is accurate & fair to some extent and needs revision
Correction is inaccurate, unfair and needs re-correction

B EEE

Other notes on correction:

The Reviewer of the Random Sample

Ehab Farouk Rached
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Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 7

Course Code: 8013136-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture
Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Third Semester (Spring) [44 3]

Course Instructor(s): Omar Adnan Abdullah Osra

Course Coordinator:

Location: Main campus branch ©

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course):

Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: June 20, 2023

L 4 4 4 4



wjaillg puleill pugsi dus

Education & Training Evaluation Commission

Table of Contents:

A. Student Results
1. Grades Distribution
2. Comment on Student Grades
B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results
2. Recommendations
C. Topics not covered

D. Course Improvement Plan

Appendices:

Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey.

Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results.

Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes CLOs (Score Input).

Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment.

Appendix (e): Consistency with Test Standards Report.

Appendix (f): Correction Report for Random Sample of Student Answers in Studied Course.

000 )

N

>
-

’l 4
"

2

o O 01 W W NN

’

&

&



¢ L 4
A\ \

NS

wujaillg puleill pigdi diud <

Education & Training Evaluation Commission @

)

A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

- Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 1 0 0 0 0 55 0 0
21% 21% 18% 7% 7% 2% 9% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 76%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

55% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
25% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

9% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

11% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

0% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a fair consistency. Results are calculated based on number of students attended the final
exam. The pass percentage is good and there is no need for further recommendations or actions.

000



¢ /4
\ N

-

wu)aillg puleill pygsi diun

Education & Training Evaluation Commission

B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results

. PLOs | Assessment [IESESE Comment on
Course Learning Outcomes argetlevell |, o dents

Methods Criteron for Assessment Results
Got Target

Success

=]
o
2
[
Q.
«Q
[
[
=]

nderstanding:

. . ) Eval. of Report 70%
Define functional requirements for different sectors of K1 70% Students well understood and performed
(1]

the built environment. (K1-b) of students this CLO.
scoring 70%+

Assignments & 70%
Identify the relevant laws, rules and legislations that Tasks ° 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
regulate the built environment. (K3-c) of students 0 among all.
scoring 70%+

- - - - - N -
~ (o] (6] B w N -

=
[oe]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

m Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
(&M Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

Nothing to mention.
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Assessment Results

PLOs | Assessment Comment on
Methods Assessment Results

Assignments &
e 70%

Course Learning Outcomes

21 Make design decisions considering user requirements, S1 Tasks 100% Students well understood and performed
' site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) of students ° this CLO.
scoring 70%+
70%

AppI.y TENEBIEED SR IO BT ISl S1 0% Students did not take interest in the course.
(S14) of students

scoring 70%+

N
N

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the Drawing Exam  70% ) . )
formation of the human and built environment at S2 100% Students found this CLO most interesfing

i among all.
multiple scales. (S2-0) sg; :t,:g‘%f; . g
0

N
o

! ! h N N N P
(3} ES w

N
~

N
oo

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

S5 Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.

Nothing to mention.
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Assessment Results

PLOs | Assessment

Target level/
Methods Criteron for

Success

Course Learning Outcomes

Comment on

% of Students Assessment Results

Got Target

Values, autonomy, and responsibility:

Oral Exam 70%
Demonstrate respect to different points of view. (V1-b) V1
of students
scoring 70%+
709
Actively participate in finding effective solutions to V2 %
social issues related to the built environment. (V2-a) of students

scoring 70%+

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Students found this CLO most interesting
among all.

100%

Students had some difficulties in

0,
0% understanding this CLO.

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

Nothing to mention.
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2. Recommendations

Nothing to mention.

C. Topics not covered
Extent of their
SEEBEI Impact on Learning Compensating Action

Outcomes

Covering/discrepancies

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Needed

Recommendations Actions
Support

None

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

i

ory T of lgtamie M

Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Number of
15 15 10 4 4 1 5 1 0 55 0
2% 21% 18% 7% 1% 2% 9% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Status Distributions

Bell Curve Grade Chart
18
16
14
12 \
10
8
. AN
4 //\\
é T~ N
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 80 2 4
60 1 2 81 0
61 0 82 1 2
62 0 83 1 2
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 7 13
65 3 5 86 1 2
66 1 2 87 0
67 1 2 88 2 4
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 5 9
70 1 2 91 0
71 0 92 4 7
72 0 93 2 4
73 0 94 4 7
74 0 95 4 7
75 3 5 96 4 7
76 0 97 2 4
77 0 98 2 4
78 1 2 99 2 4
79 0 100 1 2
A top 10% (91%—100%) C  next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D  next25% (11%—-35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 7

Assessment Assessment Question |Specified CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

Evaluation of a research Eval. of Report K1-b
2 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks 40 K3-c
3 2 Assignments Assignments & Tasks 20 S1-a
4 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam 15 S2-0
5 Final oral exam Oral Exam 20 V1-b
Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-b  Define functional requirements for different sectors of the built environment.
K3-c Identify the relevant laws, rules and legislations that regulate the built environment.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
. S1-j  Apply various means to achieve sustainable design.
S2-0  Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
V1-b  Demonstrate respect to different points of view.

. V2-a  Actively participate in finding effective solutions to social issues related to the built environment.

Appendix c



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

Student's Name or ID

k]
15

3
2
e
©

Assignments

Final oral

E

442005350 4 39 19 15 18 95
441016135 3 35 18 14 15 85
442008725 2 39 20 15 19 95
442009717 3 38 18 15 16 90
442001646 5 39 19 13 16 92
441010258 4 38 20 15 18 95
441008428 5 38 20 15 17 95
442001619 5 39 20 15 20 99
441017836 4 39 20 15 20 98
437036296 5 35 19 14 19 92
Total 10
Kib K3c St1-a 814 S20 Vib V2a
K1-b 5 40 20 15 20 52-0
100 100.0
80 98 95 100 90
60 88 90 93 75
50 40 98 100 100 95 50.0
60 95 90 100 80
o 100 98 95 87 80 00
A B c N i 80 95 100 100 90 c b £
100 95 100 100 85
100 98 100 100 100
K3-c 80 98 100 100 100 Vi-b
100 88 95 93 95
100 100
50 50
0 0
A ] c ) F c D F
Sl-a V2-a
100 100
50 50
hew 80 95 97 97 89
0 4
A B c ) F c D F
S1-j .
100 100
50 50
o 0
A [ c ) F c ) F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment V2-a Indirect Assessment
K1-b K3<c S1-a S14i 820 Vib K1-b K3c Sta S14 820 Vib V2a .
% of students scoring 60% + 90 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 70 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 70 100 100 100 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 40 80 100 90 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
K1-b K3 S1-a 814 820 Vib V2a
% of students scoring 60% + 90 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 70 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 70 100 100 100 90
% of students scoring 90% + 40 80 100 90 60
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
120
100
80 — .
% of students scoring 60% +
60 | B % of students scoring 70% +
= % of students scoring 80% +
40— m % of students scoring 90% +
20 —
Ki-b K3-c Sl-a S1-j 52-0 Vi-b V2-a

Appendix ¢




Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 7

% of % of % of % of
students students students students
scoring scoring scoring scoring KnoWIage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+
K1 K1-a - -- - --
K1-b 90 70 70 40
K1-c - - - -
K1-d - -- - --
K1-e - - - -
K1-f - -- - --
K1l-g - -- - --
K1-h - -- - -- -_— .
T N I I S IEEI3883343382823
K2 Ko-a . o T - ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ v ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¢ ¢
K2-b - -- - --
SR I e e e skill
K3 K3-a - -- - --
k3D [ = - - - o
K3-c 100 100 100 80 60 |
K3-d - -- - -- 50 |
K3-e -- - -- -- 40 -
K3-f - -- - -- 30
K3-g - - - - 20 -
K4 K4-a - -- - -- 10 -
K4-b -- -- -- -- o L
S1-c - - -- -
Sid [T = . = 100 Values
90
Sl-e - - - - 80
S1-f - -- - -- 70
Si-g = - - - 60
S1-h - -- - -- 50
S1-i - -- - -- 40
S1-j 0 0 0 0 30
S1-k - -- - -- 20
S2 S2-0 100 100 100 90 10
- - - - T T s Q s = ¢ o @
- - = = s S S N N S N N
S3 S3-a - - - - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b -- - - - % of students scoring 70%+
S3-c - - -- - . % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - - -- - % of students scoring 90%+
S4-b - -- - --
S4-c - - - -
S5 S5-a - -- - --
2D = - = . Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-c -- -- -- -- 120
S5-d - — - — 100 100 100
Vi | Via | - ~ — ~ 100
V1-b 100 100 90 60 80 70
Vi1-c - - -- - 60
V2 V2-a 0 0 0 0
V2-b - -- - -- 40 1 |
V2-c - - == - 20 +
V2-d - -- - --
V2-e - - - - 0
- - - - KL k2 K3 K& S1  S2 S3  S4 S5 VI V2
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 \'A8 V2
%ofstu(;g;tjsconng % of stuc;(e)zzisconng %ofstuc;gzziscorlng 70 100 50 100 100 0
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Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 8

Course Code: 8013141-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37
College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture
Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Second Semester (Winter) [44 2]

Course Instructor(s): Omar Adnan Abdullah Osra

Adnan Yehya Abdullah Alshahrani Mohammad Abdullah M Almahdi

Amr Mohammed Roshdy Alabbasi

Course Coordinator:

Location: Main campus branch ©

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course):

Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: March 11, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

- Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 0 0 0 0 0 57 0 0
47% 9% 21% 7% 1% 5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 82%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

56% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
28% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

16% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

0% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

0% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a fair consistency. Results are calculated based on number of students attended the final
exam. The pass percentage is good and there is no need for further recommendations or actions.
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes PLOs | Assessment [ Comment on
e Methods |Neriteronfor | 22! Students Assessment Results

Success Got Target

nderstanding:

=]
o
2
[
Q.
«Q
[
[
=]

i Eval. of Report 70% ; n ]
Demonstrate an understanding of processes and K1 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
(1]

methods of design. (K1-a) of students among all.
scoring 70%+

= - - - - - N
~ (o] (6] e w N

[oe]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

m Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes PLOs | Assessment Comment on
g Methods Assessment Results
Assignments & 70%
Make design decisions considering user requirements, Tasks ° o Students found this CLO most interesting
2.1 . : . . S1 100%
site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) of students among all.
scoring 70%+
Direct 70%
_ Poply the knowledge of professional and regulatory s1 Observation ° 100% Students well understood and performed
requirements. (S1-e) of students 0 this CLO.
scoring 70%+
. ! i i 70%
Apply various means to achieve sustainable design. s1 0% NA

(814) of students
scoring 70%+

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the DrawingExam  70% Students well understood and performed
formation of the human and built environment at S2 100% g

multiple scales. (S2-0) Sgg :tnu;t_elgij . this CLO.

N
~

N
oo

! P N N N P
(3} ES w

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

S5 Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.

L 4 4 4 4
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes PLOs | Assessment Targot lovell Comment on
9 Methods | riteronfor s | SERUCERS Assessment Results
Success ot farg
n Values, autonomy, and responsibility:
e | Students found this CLO most interesti
<l Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) V1 100% udents found fis most Interesting
of students among all.

scoring 70%+

w
N

[} &) ES w

w
~

w
[oc]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

V2 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations
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2. Recommendations

Nothing to mention.

C. Topics not covered
Extent of their
SEEBEI Impact on Learning Compensating Action

Outcomes

Covering/discrepancies

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Needed

Recommendations Actions
Support

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

i

ory T of lgtamie M

Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Number of
27 5 12 4 6 3 0 0 0 57 0
7% 9% 21% 7% 1% 5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Status Distributions

Bell Curve Grade Chart

10 \ TN\
5 / \‘-,,\\
0
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students

Less than 60 80 3 5
60 0 81 1 2
61 0 82 0
62 0 83 0
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 10 18
65 0 86 1 2
66 0 87 1 2
67 0 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 2 #REF! #REF!
70 3 5 91 1 4 #REF!
71 0 92 2 4 #REF!
72 0 93 0 #REF!
73 0 94 0 #REF!
74 0 95 9 16 #REF!
75 6 11 96 7 12 #REF!
76 0 97 6 11 #REF!
77 0 98 4 7 #REF!
78 0 99 1 2 #REF!
79 0 100 0 #REF!

A top 10% (91%—100%) C  next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D  next25% (11%—-35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 8

Assessment Assessment Question |Specified CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

Evaluation of research Eval. of Report K1-a
2 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation 40 Sl-e
3 2 Assignments Assignments & Tasks 20 S1-a
4 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam 15 S2-0
5 Final Exam Oral Exam 20 V1-a
Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-a  Demonstrate an understanding of processes and methods of design.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
S1l-e  Apply the knowledge of professional and regulatory requirements.
S1-j  Apply various means to achieve sustainable design.
S2-0  Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.

V1-a  Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

Student's Name or ID

k]
15

e
&
3
2
e

Assignments

Final Exam

E

1 441010258 5 38 20 13 20
2 441008428 5 39 20 13 20
3 439010084 5 39 19 13 20
4 437033462 5 40 19 14 20
5 438005280 4 36 20 14 20
6 441001676 4 39 20 15 20
7 441007629 5 39 19 15 19
8 441008601 4 40 20 14 19
9 438009489 5 40 18 15 19
10 441009937 4 39 19 14 19
Total 10
Kila S1a St1e S14 S20 Via
Ki-a 5 20 40 15 20 52-0
100 100 100 95 87 100 100.0
100 100 98 87 100
100 95 98 87 100
50 100 95 100 93 100 50.0
80 100 90 93 100
o 80 100 98 100 100 00
A B c N F 100 95 98 100 95 B c b £
80 100 100 93 95
100 920 100 100 95
Sl-a 80 95 98 93 95 Vi-a
100 100
50 50
0 0
A ] c ) F A c D F
Sl-e .
100 100
50 50
Aexe 92 97 97 93 98
0 4
A B c ) F A c D F
S1-j .
100 100
50 50
o 0
A [ c ) F A c ) F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment Indirect Assessment
K1-a St1a St1e S1§ 820 Via K1a St1-a St1e S1§ 820 Via . .
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 100 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 100 100 100 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 60 100 100 70 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
K1-a St1-a St1e S14 820 Via
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 90% + 60 100 100 70 100

120

100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.

s1-j

Vi-a

% of students scoring 60% +
% of students scoring 70% +
% of students scoring 80% +

B % of students scoring 90% +
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 8

% of % of % of % of
students students students students _
CLO scoring scoring scoring scoring 100 KnoWIage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+ 90 -
K1 | Kl-a | 100 100 100 60 80 +
K1-b = Z - = 70 A
Ki-c = - - = gg ]
K1-d - - -- - 20 4
K1-e - - - - 30 |
K1-f - - -- - 20 -
Kig | = [T 10 -
K1 = = = = FTL YT YN OPL T FOL S L QT O w0
I I - = - vguggvgg¥goggooleoegl0ocss
K2-b - - - -
Ra-c | T 10 kills
K3 K3-a -- - -- -
Kib | z = = ;‘g ]
K3-c - - - - 60 4
K3-d -- - -- - 50 |
K3-e -- - -- -- 40 -
K3-f - - -- - 30 -
K3-g - - - - 20 -
K4 K4-a - - -- - 10 -
K4-b - - -- - o/ - ®
o O v % o T T O o o o o o o
St|ska [ o0 | 100 [ 100 100 REUGLARLUBLRBRA3SRBY S
Slc - - - - 100
S1-d - — - - 90 1 Values
Sl-e 100 100 100 100 s0 I
S1-f - - -- - 70
Slg = = - = 60 |
S1-h - - - - 50
S1-i - -- - -- 40 H
S1-j 0 0 0 0 30
S1-k - - - - 20
S2 S2-0 100 100 100 70 10 +
- - - - 0 -
< @ ? 2 ¢ v
— - - —- S S s N S N N
S3 S3-a - - - - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b -- - - - % of students scoring 70%+
S3-c - - -- - . % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - - -- - % of students scoring 90%+
S4-b -- - -- -
S4-c - - -- -
S5 S5-a - - -- - . . .
2D - " - - Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-c - - -- - 120
S5-d - - - - 100 100 100
vl | via | 100 100 100 100 100 1
V1-b - - - - 80
Vi1-c - -- - -- 60
V2 V2-a - - -- -
V2-b - - - - 40 1
V2-c - - - - 20 -+
V2-d - - -- -
V2-e - - - - 0
. o T - S3 S4 S5 Vi V2
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 V1 V2
%ofstu(;g;tjscoring %ofstuc;(e)zziscoring %ofstuc;gzziscoring 100 66.67| 100 100

Appendix d




; " N L
wuaillg puleill pygdi diun SN i
Education & Training Evaluation Commission @ &>

Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 9

Course Code: 8014151-5

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Third Semester (Spring) [44 3]

Course Instructor(s): Adel M. Binyaseen Abdulhafeez Ahmad Alwafi
Magdy M. El-Bastawisy Ahmed Saleh Ahmed Aljuhani

Ehab Farouk Rached

Khaled M. Samy Hassan Sayed

Course Coordinator: Adel M. Binyaseen

Location: Main campus branch ©

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course):

Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: June 22, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

- Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

o
o

0 54 1 0

4% 16% 16% 13% 2% 5% 2% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 98% 2% 0%

60%

29%

7%

2%

2%

Average of the course from the grades: 82%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results

PLOs | Assessment Comment on

Course Learning Outcomes
9 Methods Assessment Results

Knowledge and Understanding:
Assignments &
Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual Iqrasks 70% L R ——
integration between human and the environment. (K1- K1 80% ) P
h) of students this CLO.
scoring 70%+
Differentiate between various types of building Assignments & 70%
Tasks 0
1.2 materials, building technologies and structural systems. K2 82% S undgrstood Gl [y
K2- of students this CLO.
sy scoring 70%+
Assignments & 70%
1 Identify the professional ethics and responsibilities of K3 Tasks ° 82% Students well understood and performed
architects. (K3-a) T, ° this CLO.

scoring 70%+

- -
~ (o]

[oe]

= - - -
(6] e w -

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

(4l Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
(¢ Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
(&M Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.
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Assessment Results

PLOs | Assessment Comment on

Course Learning Outcomes Methods Assessment Results

Assignments &

70%
Make design decisions considering user requirements, Tasks ¢ o Students well understood and performed
2.1 [ . . . S1 75% :
site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) ) of students this CLO.
Drawing Exam ’ o
scoring 70%+
. . Drawing Exam 70%
29 Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present St 77% Students well understood and performed
projects. (S1-i) Assignments &  of students ° this CLO.
Tasks scoring 70%+
Assignments & 70%
Effectively create various technical documentations. S5 Tasks ° 91% Students found this CLO most interesting
(S5-b) OralE of students ° among all
alkexan scoring 70%+
- e ) Drawing Exam 70%
Utilize computer applications effectively to produce S5 77% Students well understood and performed
graphics and models of design concepts. (S5-d) Assignments &  of students ° this CLO.

Tasks scoring 70%+

N
~

N
oo

! ! N N N P
(S} ES w

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

m Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

E Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Reason for Not
Covering/discrepancies

Extent of their
Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Outcomes

Topic

Scheduled meetings during office

Intensive evaluation of design details Emergency vacation To a small extent hours

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Needed

Recommendations Actions
Support

Instructor(s) and course
Textbooks be updated. coordinator will meet to improve helding meerings ro discuss texrbooks options
the teaching issues.

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

f‘f—/t?jg\_&

Adel M. Binyaseen Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari




Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey

Academic Staff
The teacher always attends the lectures on time

1o Strongly Agree

He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture

The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner

He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner

The lecture encourages discussions during lecture
The lecture respects students opinion

The lecturer answers questions during office hours

Evaluation System
Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate

Assessment is generally fair

6 0 0 1
1m 1 4 1 2
1m1m 3 2 1 2
2 1 1 1 4
1m 3 0 2 3
9 3 3 2 2
9 3 2 1 4
9 1

10 2 1 1
10 2 3 1 3

Equipment and Facilities

Space area seems adequate 10 2 2 1 4
The cleanliness seems good 7 5 0 3 4
The equipment seems adequate 5 1 5 3 5
References are available 6 5 2 1 5
How Well Students have Learned CLOs
(K1-h) Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual integration between human and the environment. 12 3 1 1 2
(K2-a) Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural systems. 12 4 1 1 1
(K3-a) Identify the professional ethics and responsibilities of architects. 11 3 3 0 2
(81-a) Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts. 12 3 1 0 3
(S1-i) Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present projects. 13 2 2 0 2
(S5-b) Effectively create various technical documentations. 13 2 2 1 1
(S5-d) Utilize computer applications effectively to produce graphics and models of design concepts. 15 3 1 0 0
‘5);\ ;\Ji Other opinions Satisfaction Percentage 9%,  76.3
€l 1 elaci o o5 ST L What did you like the most in this course?

=Y

9;__;»5 ds

alala 5 aiill LSl e Gl

Ahaall 33l

i ds

Y

s Al 4y yhay (S5 a1 (Y (A e panaill Ln jla e g 0 sbadl 5 S8

& 5 il

salall (5 sina

Working on the project
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K2-a

K3-a

St-a

S1-i

$5-b

S5-d

Tage e Gl Aa Lo AL 13 il (5 Siaall 3 (350 (o o8 Al ] 3xa 7 g2 el (5 giasall 5 Cinia a5 sianal 8 (S 19 il g5 sinal 3 U] (a3l 5 o Anis 3 el
5 0 ) e Al By s e 5,5 50y GALI £ sl gy hall 45 @5 55 sl S o ol andl Al Jidl) b il

e ey LI s

B R

B R

2 Y (5 shall 138 3 Ll elel) day Ul Leagdy O ang cilillatia 2a g3 (5 g IS (B OIS 1) i) 138 e Ol sadld (5) aa Y

GsSE 5 Ul 58 Y g 5 pdall a4 Sl S 8 sl sl a8 pte 5 Apetin slndl e (g 5ind Y S 130 Ejlaall i 5 o JISH 35 5 3 5 Le panad] alldall Aalise sl
lgae s o A Al 8 )8 laal Wil JL5e Y1 8 381 sla il ¢ il 3350 Ga Y5 anil Gusi s o 500 2a 53 (S0 il il Ll Qi 2131 JAlS e i Jandl (3pme 3 G
& s ball ey Jid Casthaall g g 5 pdiall Cilaasa ia SSAN G aalédl)

am s aaay S LS ) Ll sl ol S reiall e 4lad ang

& sodal aill dnal 5 41 2 g5 o

el An il ) ALl o Y

2y
More time to work on the project
" Academic Staff b Evaluation System
10
8
6
4
2 II
0 0 nEn
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

B The teacher always attends the lectures on time
W He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture

M The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner m Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
M He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner = Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate
M The lecture encourages discussions during lecture m Assessment is generally fair

m The lecture respects students opinion

b Equipment and Facilities . How Well Students have Learned CLOs
10
8
6
4
2
0
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
M Space area seems adequate
m The cleanliness seems good HK1-h mK2-a mK3-a mSl-a W S1-i W S5-b m S5-d .
H The equipment seems adequate
m References are available
. . o,
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) Satisfaction Percentage %
Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual integration between human and the environment. 90 E— 86%
° 76%
Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural 80 - 74% g
systems. 70 - 67%
Identify the professional ethics and responsibilities of architects. 60
Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental 50 -
impacts.
P 40 -
Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present projects. 30 -
Effectively create various technical documentations. 20 -
10 -
Utilize computer applications effectively to produce graphics and models of design concepts.
Academic Staff Evaluation System Equipment and How Well Average
Facilities Students have
Leamed CLOs

Appendix a



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Number of
24 9 9 7 1 3 1 0 1 54 1
4% 16% 16% 13% 2% 5% 2% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 98% 2% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Status Distributions

Bell Curve Grade Chart

\\/\
5 ™
, \/'\~; I
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 1 80 7 13
60 0 81 0
61 0 82 0
62 0 83 0
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 7 13
65 1 2 86 1 2
66 0 87 1 2
67 0 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 9 17
70 1 2 91 0
71 0 92 0
72 1 2 93 0
73 1 2 94 0
74 0 95 17 31
75 0 96 2 4
76 0 97 5 9
77 1 2 98 0
78 0 99 0
79 0 100 0
A top 10% (91%—100%) C  next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D  next25% (11%—-35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 9

Assessment Assessment Question |Specified CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

1 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks K1-h
2 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q2 4 K3-a
3 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q3 8 Sl-a
4 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q3 8 S1-a
5 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q4 8 S1-i
6 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q5 8 S5-d
7 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q6 6 K2-a
8 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q4 8 S1-i
9 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q7 6 S5-b
10 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q5 8 S5-d
11 Final Exam Oral Exam Q3 8 Sl-a
12 Final Exam Oral Exam Q4 8 S1-i
13 Final Exam Oral Exam Q7 6 S5-b
14 Final Exam Oral Exam Q5 8 S5-d

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 60% Indirect 40%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-h  Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual integration between human and the environment.
K2-a Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural systems.
K3-a  Identify the professional ethics and responsibilities of architects.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
S1-i  Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present projects.
S5-b  Effectively create various technical documentations.

S5-d  Utilize computer applications effectively to produce graphics and models of design concepts.
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

€
&
£

term Exam

]
g
i
s

Assessment
Assessment
Continuous
Assessment
E

Continuous

Student's Name or ID

M
M

o | Continuous

=

1 439009304 55 35 | 75 15 65 75 6 7 6 7 75 65 55 75
2 438011158 6 3 7 75 6 7 6 65 55 65 75 7 6 75
3 441001676 55 35 7 7 7 65 55 65 6 75 7 75 55 7
4 441009937 5150 ISI5H G5 6 7 7 5150 I7:5H W55 7 6 65 55 6
5 438018340 5 3 6 8 7 6 5 6.5 5 6.5 8 7 5 6.5
6 439009789 45 35 55 75 65 65 55 7 5 6.5 7 65 45 55
7 442019397 4 35 6 7.5 7 75 5 7 55 6 75 6 4 6
8 439007265 5 3 7 6 6.5 7 45 6 5 6 6 55 5 65
9 441001059 4 3 5 6 6 6 45 55 55 55 6 55 4 5
10 441004126 50 S5 5 555 5 515 4 5] 45 5] 55 5] 5 555
1 441005561 4 25 45 5 5 5 45 45 45 5 5 5 4 4.5
12 436006147 45 25 5 45 45 45 4 4 4 4 45 5 45 5
13 439005488 45 2 45 35 4 4 35 4 35 4 35 45 45 45
Total 13
Ki-h _K2a K3a Sfa S1-i_S5b 85d . :
K1-h 6 6 1 24 24 1224 st
100 92 100 88 94 83 9 92 1000
100 100 75 92 81 % 88
92 92 8 8 8 9 88
50 92 92 8 77 88 92 83 500
8 83 75 92 8 8 79
o . H B B 75 92 8 8 83 79 77 00
A N c 5 . 67 83 8 8 83 79 81 A N C o .
8 75 75 79 75 8 81
67 75 75 71 71 79 69
K2-a 83 67 88 67 63 79 67 S5-b
67 75 63 60 60 71 60
100 75 67 63 58 56 71 56 100
75 58 50 48 52 67 52
50 50
A B c D F A B c D F
K3-a S5-d
100 100
50 50
I . w81 81 7777 75 82 715 .
o o0
A B c D F A B c D F
Sl-a .
100 100
50 50
o/l H N = 0
A B C D F A B C D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment S§5-d . Indirect Assessment
Ki-h K2a K3-a Sla S1i S5b Ki-h K2a K3a Sla S1i S5b S5d
% of students scoring 60% + 100 92 92 85 8 100 85 8 95 89 84 89 95 100
% of students scoring 70% + 77 77 77 69 69 92 62 8 89 8 84 8 8 100
% of students scoring 80% + 54 54 46 46 54 46 46 79 84 74 79 79 79 95
% of students scoring 90% + 31 38 23 31 8 63 63 58 63 68 68 79

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.

% of students scoring 60% + 96 93 91 84 87 98 91
% of students scoring 70% + 80 82 82 75 7 91 7
% of students scoring 80% + 64 66 57 59 64 59 66
% of students scoring 90% + 44 48 23 39 27 46 36

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.

% of students scoring 60% +
B % of students scoring 70% +
= % of students scoring 80% +
B % of students scoring 90% +
K2-a K3-a s1-a S1-i .

$5-b S5-d

120

100
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 9

% of % of % of % of
students  students students  students 100
scoring scoring scoring scoring Knowlage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+ 90
K1 Kl-a - - - - 80
Kib | - - - - 70
Ki-c | - = = = 60
Kid [ 7= ~ = - . ]
Kl-e - - - - 30 ]
K1-f - -- -- -- 20 —
Kig [ = [T 10 -
Ki-h | 96 80 64 44 o+ 0 - 0
CETN I N N R
%) Koa 93 8 66 48 ¥ ¥ ¥ & ¥ ¥ ¥ v ¥ ¥x v ¥ ¥ € ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
K2-b - - -- -
N I I I 100 Skills o
K3 K3-a 91 82 57 23
o e e e e MR -
K3-c - - -- - 60 4
K3-d - - - - 50
K3-e - -- == - 40 -
K3-f - - -- -- 30
K3-g - - - - 20
K4 K4-a - - - -- 10 -
K4-b - - - - o+~ :
S1-c - - -- -
S1d | = - = = 100 Values
90
Sl-e - - -- - 0
S1-f - - -- -- 70
Sl-g = = - = 60
S1-h - - -- -- 50
S1-i 87 77 64 27 40
S1-j - -- -- - 30
S1-k - - - - 20
S2 S2-0 - - - -- 10
- - - - 0
® < Q ? 2 Q v iy
= - = = s S S N N S N N
S3 S3-a - - - - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b -- - - - % of students scoring 70%+
S3-c - - -- - . % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - - -- - % of students scoring 90%+
S4-b - - - --
S4-c - - -- -
S5 S5-a - - -- - . . N
STh %8 97 ) 16 Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-c - - - - 100
S5-d | o1 77 66 36 g0 82 & 84
76
A4t V1-a - - - - 80 - —
V1-b - - -- -
Vi-c - - - - O T
V2 V2-a - - - - 40 + - =
V2-b - - -- -
V2-c - - - - 20 + H H
V2-d - -- -- -
V2-e - - -- - 0
- " - - K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 Vi V2
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 V1 V2
%ofstu(;g;tjsconng %ofstuc;(e)zzisconng %ofstuc;gzziscorlng 79.84181.94|81.94 76.28 84.05
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Course Report

Course Title: Architectural Design Studio 10

Course Code: 8014161-7

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Islamic Architecture (Architecture) - Plan 37

College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture

Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year: 2022-2023

Semester: Second Semester (Winter) [44 2]

Course Instructor(s): Adel M. Binyaseen
Magdy M. El-Bastawisy Abdulhafeez Ahmad Alwafi
Ehab Farouk Rached Husam Ahmed Kheder Murad

Khaled M. Samy Hassan Sayed

Course Coordinator: Adel M. Binyaseen

Location: Main campus branch ©

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course):

Number of Students (Completed the Course):

Report Date: March 11, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

- Grades Status Distributions

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 0 0 0 0 0 46 0 0
39% 17% 9% 24% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 81%

2. Comment on Student Grades

(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

57% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
33% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

11% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.

0% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.

0% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a fair consistency. Results are calculated based on number of students attended the final
exam. The pass percentage is good and there is no need for further recommendations or actions.

The student performance during the course was maostly satisfactory, in terms of attendence and submitting course
requirements.
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results

. PLOs | Assessment [ISESESI Comment on
Course Learning Outcomes argetlevell |, o dents

Methods Criteron for Assessment Results
Got Target

Success

Knowledge and Understanding:
. Direct o
Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual Observation 70% . Students well understood and performed
integration between human and the environment. (K1- K1 ¢ studont 80% his CLO
or students o
h) scoring 70%+
. q . o Direct o
Differentiate between various types of building Observation 70% . Students had some diffculties in
1.2 materials, building technologies and structural systems. K2 70% understanding this CLO
(K2-a) of students 9 .

scoring 70%+

-

= - - - - -
(o] (6] e w -

~

[oe]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge and Understanding)

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
Demonstrate in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, and assemblies of construction process.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

L4444



Assessment Results

PLOs | Assessment Comment on

Course Learning Outcomes Methods Assessment Results

Direct 70%
21 Make design decisions considering user requirements, S1 Observation ° 80% Students well understood and performed
' site analysis, and environmental impacts. (S1-a) ) of students ° this CLO.
Drawing Exam scoring 70%+
Direct. 70%
29 Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present S1 Observation 90% Students found this CLO most interesting
projects. (S1-i) of students ¢ among all
Oral Exam
scoring 70%+
Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the Oral Exam 70%
formation of the human and built environment at S2 80% SR undgrstood e
i of students this CLO.
multiple scales. (S2-0) scoring 70%+
Direcl. 70%
Utilize computer applications effectively to produce S5 Observation 80% Students well understood and performed
graphics and models of design concepts. (S5-d) of students ° this CLO.

Drawing Exam scoring 70%+

N
~

! ! N N N P
(S} ES w

N
oo

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.

Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
S4 Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.

E Communicate in oral & written forms; & use mathematics & information technology to process & analyze data.
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes PLOs | Assessment Targot lovell Comment on
9 Methods | riteronfor s | SERUCERS Assessment Results
Success ot Targ
n Values, autonomy, and responsibility:
Direct 70%
31 Demonstrate persistence on achievement and V2 Observation ° 80% Students well understood and performed
' distinction. (V2-d) of students ° this CLO.

Drawing Exam scoring 70%+

w
N

[} &) ES w

w
~

w
[oc]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

V1 Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\"78l Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

2. Recommendations

L 44 44
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Reason for Not
Covering/discrepancies

Extent of their
Impact on Learning Compensating Action
Outcomes

Topic

Scheduled meetings during office

Intensive evaluation of design details Emergency vacation To a small extent hours

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

Needed

Recommendations Actions
Support

Instructor(s) and course
Textbooks be updated. coordinator will meet to improve helding meerings ro discuss texrbooks options
the teaching issues.

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

f";/f‘ﬂ;’j_s\b-

Adel M. Binyaseen Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari




Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution of Grades

Number of
18 8 4 11 5 0 0 0 0 46 0
9% 17% 9% 24% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Status Distributions

Bell Curve Grade Chart
20
18
16
14 AN
12 \
10 N\ TN
: // \\
2 \ \\
2 \
0
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 80 6 13
60 0 81 1 2
61 0 82 3 7
62 0 83 1 2
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 3 7
65 0 86 0
66 0 87 1 2
67 0 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 6 13
70 0 91 1 2
71 0 92 1 2
72 0 93 0
73 0 94 0
74 0 95 5 11
75 2 4 96 0
76 2 4 97 1 2
77 1 2 98 12 26
78 0 99 0
79 0 100 0
A top 10% (91%—100%) C  next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next 25% (66%—-90%) D  next25% (11%—-35%) F -

Appendix b



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Design Studio 10

Assessment Assessment Question |Specified CLO
Breakdown Method No. Mark Code

1 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation S1-a
2 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q2 7 S5-d
3 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q3 5 V2-d
4 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q1 9 S1-a
5 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q2 7 S5-d
6 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q3 5 V2-d
7 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q4 9 K1-h
8 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q5 7 S1-i
9 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q6 7 K2-a
10 Final Exam Oral Exam Q1 9 Sl-a
11 Final Exam Oral Exam Q5 7 S1-i
12 Final Exam Oral Exam Q6 7 S2-0
13 Final Exam Oral Exam Q2 7 S5-d
14 Final Exam Oral Exam Q3 5 V2-d

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-h  Demonstrate an understanding of the mutual integration between human and the environment.
K2-a Differentiate between various types of building materials, building technologies and structural systems.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements, site analysis, and environmental impacts.
S1-i  Employ digital skills to analyze, develop and present projects.
S2-0  Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S5-d  Utilize computer applications effectively to produce graphics and models of design concepts.

V2-d  Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction.
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Score Input)

g e |23 23 e g i s
8 s | €8] 58 i = = s 1S
Student's Name orID | 3% 84|84 & | €| £
3 s sial s 1 1 1 [ [ 1 | |
1 438003880 7.5 6 4 75 6.5 5 8 6.5 7 7 7 6 6.5 4.5
2 439010407 7 6.5 4 85 6.5 45 8 6 6.5 6 6.5 6 6 45
3 439000863 6 6 4 8 7 3 75 6 55 6.5 5.5 55 6 3
4 439006450 7 6 3 6 7 45 6.5 55 5 6 6 5 55 4
5 439007705 75 55 4 8 6 3 7 6 55 7 7 5 5 35
6 439003401 7 5 35 8.5 55 35 6.5 55 5 6 6 6 55 3
7 439010812 6.5 5 5 85 6 4 6 6 5 6.5 5 55 5 4
8 435025809 7 4 4 8 55 5 6.5 5 45 6 6.5 5 5 5
9 437001135 6 4 4 6 5 3.5 75 5 4 55 5 4.5 6 35
10 439003510 5 4 3 7 4 4 5 45 35 5 5 4 4 4
Total 10
Ki-h K2-a St1-a S14i S20 S5d V2d
Ki-h 9 7 27 14 7 21 15 52-0
100 89 100 81 96 86 90 90 100.0
89 93 80 89 86 90 87
83 79 76 82 79 90 67
50 72 7 70 82 7 88 7 50.0
78 79 83 93 71 79 70
0l 72 7 80 82 86 76 67 00 |
A B c N i 67 7 80 79 79 76 87 A B c b £
72 64 78 82 71 69 93
83 57 65 71 64 71 73
K2-a 56 50 63 68 57 57 73 S5-d
100 100
50 50
0 4-—,—,—l—.—-—,—-ﬁ 0 L—_Lu
A ] c ) F A B c D F
Sl-a Vv2-d
100 100
50 50
Aexe 76 74 76 83 75 79 78 .
0 4
A B c ) F A 8 c D F
S1-i .
100 100
50 50
o A-ﬁ]_ﬁ-# 0
A [ c ) F A B c ) F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment va2d Indirect Assessment
K1-h  K2-a S1-a S14i S2-0 S5d K1-h K2-a Sta S1i S2-0 S5d Vvad
% of students scoring 60% + 920 80 100 100 90 90 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 80 70 80 90 80 80 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 40 20 20 70 30 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 20 20 30 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
K1-h  K2-a St1-a S14i S20 S5d V2d
% of students scoring 60% + 920 80 100 100 90 90 100
% of students scoring 70% + 80 70 80 90 80 80 80
% of students scoring 80% + 40 20 20 70 30 40 40
% of students scoring 90% + 20 20 30 20

120

100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.

100

% of students scoring 60% +

m % of students scoring 70% +

% of students scoring 80% +

B % of students scoring 90% +

LLLL

S5-d

v2-d
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Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
Architectural Design Studio 10

% of % of % of % of
students students students students 100
scoring scoring scoring scoring Knowlage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+ 90
K1 Kl-a - - - - 80
K1-b = Z - = 70 1
Ki-c = - - = gg ]
K1-d - -- - -- 20
K1-e - - - - 30
K1-f - -- - -- 20
Kig [ = [T 10 I
Ki-h | 90 80 40 | O 0 .
Ki-i - - - - e R T T b G RO S e
K2 Ko-a 30 70 20 20 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ v ¥
K2-b - -- - --
N e e e e N Skl
K3 K3-a - -- - --
K3b [ = - - o [ |
K3-c - - - - 60 4 | |
K3-d - -- - -- 50 | ||
K3-e - - - - 40 - |
K3-f - - -- -- 30
K3-g - - - - 20 —
K4 K4-a - - - -- 10 ,] —
K4-b - - - - o= /= = .
S1-c - - -- -
Sta [ = - = ~ 188 Values
Sl-e - - - - 80
S1-f - -- - -- 70
Si-g - - - - 60
S1-h - -- - -- 50
S1-i 100 90 70 20 40
S1-j - -- - - 30
S1-k - - - -- 20
S2 S2-0 90 80 30 0 10
- - - - ° ® < ks T < s ? ¢
- - = = s S S N N S N N
S3 S3-a - - - - [ % of students scoring 60%+
S3-b -- - - - % of students scoring 70%+
S3-c - - -- - . % of students scoring 80%-+
S4 S4-a - - -- - % of students scoring 90%+
S4-b - -- - --
S4-c - - -- -
S5 S5-a - -- - --
2D - " - - Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5-c - - - - 100
$5-d[ g0 80 40 30 80 8 g0 80 80
Vi V1-a - -- - -- 80
V1-b - -- - --
Vic | = - = = 60 TR
V2 V2-a - -- - - 40 -+ -
V2-b - -- - --
V2-c - - - - 20 -+ | |
V2-d 100 80 40 20
V2-e - - - - 0
- - - - KI K2 K3 k4 SI S2 S3 S4 S5 VI V2
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 V1 V2
% of stu(;g;tjsconng % of stuc;gzzisconng % of stuc;(e);:iscorlng 20 70 85 80 80 80
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 16 0 5 0 0 5 0
24% 29% 13% 16% 5% 2% 0% 2% 9% 0% 0% 0% 91% 9% 0%

Average of the course from the grades: 73%

2. Comment on Student Grades
(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

53% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
29% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.
7% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good level.
2% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair level of quality.

9% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a high consistency. The results are within the normal distribution. Results are calculated based on number of
students attended the final exam. The pass percent. is very good & there is no need for further recommendations or actions.

L 44 4 4
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
Course Learning Outcomes PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

UETEBINEY % of Students
Methods Criteron for Assessment Results

(CLOs) Got Target

Success

Knowledge and Understandin

, i ) 70% . ) )
Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of K1 Assignments & 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
architectural formation. (K1-c) Tasks of students ° among all.

scoring 70%+
. ' 70%
1 Demonstrate an understanding of the fine arts as an K1 Assignments & 95% Students well understood and performed

influence on the quality of the design. (K1-0) Tasks of students ° this CLO.

scoring 70%+

- - N N N N N
¢ ~N o ) IS w (S -

[oe]

* Scores include indirect assessment

- Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge)

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, safety and assemblies of the built environment.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

L4444
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Comment on
(CLOs) Methods Assessment Results

O,

Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. s4 Assignments & 70% 100% Students found this CLO most
(S4-a) Tasks of students ° interesting among all.

scoring

70%+

70%
Perform drawings efficiently and accurately. (S4-c) S4 Drawing Exam  of students 95% ﬁ]tll;dglr-ltg RELceE s

scoring '

70%+

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

S1 Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.
m Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.
S5 Communicate in different forms to demonstrate understanding and transfer knowledge.

*600
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Comment on
(CLOs) Methods Assessment Results

Values, autonomy, and responsibility:

Direct 70% Students' performance was much lower
3 it ) ) o
<11 | Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) Al Observafion  of students 94% than standard.
scoring 70%+
. ' ' 70% e
32 Demonstrate persistence on achievement and V2 Direct 95% Students had some difficulties in
distinction. (V2-d) Observation  of students ° understanding this CLO.
scoring 70%+
- ' 70% e
3 Complete tasks under pressure and within the V2 Direct 94% Students had some difficulties in
expected time frame. (V2-e) Observation  of students ° understanding this CLO.

scoring 70%-+

w
o

w
]

3 i w

w
©

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)

Al Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

\'78l Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.

000
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Reason Extent of their
Topies for Not Covering 'mpagu‘:(’:‘o'-n‘::;"'ng Compensating Action

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

. Needed
Recommendations
Support

Instructor(s) and the head of the
Textbooks be updated. department will meet to solve Textbooks be updated.at the library
problems.

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

<,
R
VAN YD)

e —

Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey 5 . B

g ¢ T 5 ¢
£ 5 3 % &
The teacher always attends the lectures on time 35 7 1 1 0
He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture 38 4 2 0 0
The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner 33 6 4 1 0
He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner 36 4 3 1 0
The lecture encourages discussions during lecture 34 6 4 0 0
The lecture respects students opinion 31 9 3 0 1
The lecturer answers questions during office hours 35 7 1 0 1
Number of projects and assignments is appropriate 18 9 12 2 3
Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate 13 13 13 3 2
Assessment is generally fair 21 11 7 2 3
Space area seems adequate 30 8 5 1 0
The cleanliness seems good 16 6 17 4 1
The equipment seems adequate 18 13 4 2
References are available 21 14 8 1 0
(K1-c) Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of architectural formation. 23 19 2 0 0
(K1-0) Demonstrate an understanding of the fine arts as an influence on the quality of the design. 22 15 7 0 0
(S4-a) Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 23 19 2 0 0
(S4-c) Perform drawings efficiently and accurately. 20 13 2 0 0
(V1-a) Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. 30 9 4 1 0
(V2-d) Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction. 28 12 4 0 0
(V2-e) Complete tasks under pressure and within the expected time frame. 25 8 10 1 0

k) 13 b dlael o i ST L

Other opinions
What did you like the most in this course?

Satisfaction Percentage 9,  85.7

Draw
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K1-c
K1-0

S4-a

SRRl skl Gl e a La What are your suggestions to improve the course?

R Tl
G 5 el OS O alee Y Zling Y
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time increase
Sl Ule darcall IS5 Y ) jiall AIS i 5 clac)
e
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s — AcademicStaff | |50 — EvaluationSystem

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
M The teacher always attends the lectures on time
m He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture
M The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner
M He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner

B Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
m Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate

90 — Equipment and Facilities | | 20 — How Well Students Have Learned CLOs
30
20 20
10
0 um - 0
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree

M Space area seems adequate
® The cleanliness seems good
m The equipment seems adequate

mKl-c mKl-o mS4-a W S4-c mVl-a mVv2-d mV2-e u.

Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) Satisfaction Percentage %
Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of architectural formation. 100 94% -
0
290 86%
Demonstrate an understanding of the fine arts as an influence on the quality of the design. 90 ® 2
20 77%
Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 70 -
) : 60
Perform drawings efficiently and accurately. 50
Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. 40 -
30
Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction. 20
10 ~
Complete tasks under pressure and within the expected time frame.
Academic Staff Evaluation Equipment and How Well Average
System Facilities Students Have

Leamed CLOs




Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution otr Grades

Grades Status Distributions

Number of
Students

24% 29% 13% 16% 5% 2% 0% 2% 9% 0% 0% 0% 9% 9% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart
18
16 /
14
12 ~ \\
12 AN 2N
6 Ner” \
. AN e
5 \\ /
o \\ -
C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 5 80 4 8
60 1 2 81 2 4
61 0 82 2 4
62 0 83 1 2
63 0 84 0 0
64 0 85 2 4
65 0 86 1 2
66 0 87 3 6
67 0 88 1 2
68 0 89 0 0
69 0 90 9 18
70 0 91 3 6
71 1 2 92 2 4
72 0 93 2 4
73 0 94 0 0
74 0 95 7 14
75 1 2 96 1 2
76 2 4 97 1 2
77 0 98 3 6
78 0 99 1 2
79 0 100 0

=

top 10% (91%—100%)
next 25% (66%—90%)

=

next 30% (36%—65%)
next 25% (11%—35%)

A

E next 10% ( 0%—10%)



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Formation Principles Studio 1

No. Assessment Assessment Question [Specified| CLO Notes

Breakdown Method No. Mark Code
1 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q1 10 Kl-c
2 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q2 10 K1-o
3 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q3 10 S4-a
4 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q2 15 Vl-a
5 Continuous Assessment Direct Observation Q4 15 V2-d
6 Midterm Exam Drawing Exam Q1 15 S4-c
7 Final Exam Direct Observation Q1 25 V2-e

Total marks (100) 100 marks
Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 60% Indirect 40%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-c  Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of architectural formation.
K1-o0  Demonstrate an understanding of the fine arts as an influence on the quality of the design.
S4-a  Employ manual skills to develop and present projects.
S4-c  Perform drawings efficiently and accurately.
V1-a  Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.
V2-d  Demonstrate persistence on achievement and distinction.

V2-e  Complete tasks under pressure and within the expected time frame.

* Direct Assessment involves Exams, Assignments, Research work, etc.  ** Indirect Assessment: Questionnaires



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes CLOs (Score Input)

Student's Name or ID

< | Continuous

Midterm
Exam

Final Exam

1 442011258 19.2
2 443006169 128 | 225 93
3 444000901 9.0 13.8 60
4 444001205 143 | 225 9
5 444003208 143 | 220 95
6 444004148 135 | 19.9 88
7 444005578 111 19.4 81
8 444005747 135 | 21.0 93
9 444006828 143 | 24.0 98
10 444006929 146 | 21.0 95
11 444007086 12.8 | 18.2 87
12 444007153 8.9 10 10.0 | 142 | 142 | 135 | 21.0 92
Total 12
Kic Ki-o S4a S4c Via V2d Ve
K1-c 110 10 15 15 15 25 Vi-a
100 88 100 90 94 94 7
100 89 100 100 8 9 9 90 1000
80 43 80 60 57 57 55
50 96 100 100 95 98 98 90 50.0
100 97 100 95 96 96 88
o 90 100 100 90 86 86 79 00
80 70 100 74 86 86 78
A_B € D F 9% 100 100 90 96 96 84 A 8 ¢ D F
100 97 100 95 99 99 96
K1-o 97 100 100 97 98 98 84 V2-d
100 90 100 85 91 91 73
100 89 100 100 90 95 95 84 100
) :I: :
0 0
A 8 c ) F 8 c D F
S4-a V2-e
100 100
50 50
Average 93 90 98 87 91 91 81
o 0 —.—,j—.—l,—,——ﬁ
A 8 c ) F 8 c D F
S4-c .
100 100
50 50
0 0
A 8 c D F 8 c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment V2-e Indirect Assessment
Ki-c Ki-o S4-a S4c Via Va2d Ki-c Ki-o S4a S4c Via V2d V2e
% of students scoring 60% + 100 92 100 100 92 92 92 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 100 92 100 92 92 92 92 100 100 100 100 98 100 98
% of students scoring 80% + 100 83 100 83 92 92 58 95 84 95 95 89 91 75
% of students scoring 90% + 67 75 92 67 75 75 25 52 50 52 66 68 64 57
60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.
Ki-c Ki-o S4-a S4c Vi-a V2d V2e
% of students scoring 60% + 100 95 100 100 95 95 95
% of students scoring 70% + 100 95 100 95 94 95 94
% of students scoring 80% + 98 84 98 88 90 91 65
% of students scoring 90% + 61 65 76 66 72 70 38
60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.
120
% of students scoring 60% +
| % of students scoring 70% +
m % of students scoring 80% +
m % of students scoring 90% +
Ki-c Ki-o S4-a S4-c Vi-a va2-d V2-e




Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

Architectural Formation Principles Studio 1

% of

% of

% of % of

students students students students 100
scoring scoring scoring scoring KnOWIage
60%+ 70%+ 80%+ 90%+
K1 K1-a - -- - -- 80
K1-b - -- -- -- 60
K1-c 100 100 98 61
K1-d - - - - 40
K1-e - -- - --
K1-f - -- - -- 20
K1l-g - - - -
Ki-h = = = = o4+
= TR T O WL T XY T E S QPR T OS2 0Q
e e e syvggdgygd¥du¥oygpogggooss
S - - -~ -
K1-k - -- -- --
S = SO - == 100 Skills
K1-m -- - -- -
Kin [ 7= - z = 80
K1-o 95 95 84 65 60 |
K2 K2-a - -- -- --
K2-b - -- -- -- 20 |
K2-c -- -- -- --
K2-d - -- - -- 20 _—
K3 K3-a - - - -
K3-b - -- - -- 0O +—T—F—"T—"T—T"—"T"TT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T — T
PR 9T T WL T V"X T P 0O QT2 Q@ 0Q
B e e R I B R R I IO S I S b g I
S1 S1-a - -- - --
S1-b - - - = 100 Values
S1-c - -- -- --
Si-d | = .. z = 80
Sl-e - -- - -- 60
S1-f - -- -- --
Sl-g - - - - 40
S1-h - -- -- --
S1-i - -- - -- 20
S1-j - -- -- --
S1k = = - - 0 . . . . . .
$141 - o o = 2 Q ® 2 Q@
S - -~ - - s S S S S
-- -- -- -- % of students scoring 60%-+
f stud, g
-- -- -- -- % of students scoring 70%+
S3 S3-a - -- - -- B % of students scoring 80%+
S3-b - -- - -- % of students scoring 90%-+
S3-c - -- - --
S4 S4-a 100 100 98 76
S4-b -- -- -- --
S4-c | 100 95 88 66 Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment
S5 S5-a - -- - -- 120
S5b - — - — 98 98
V1 Vl1-a 95 94 90 72 100
V1-b - -- -- -- 80
V1-c - -- - --
V2 | V2-a - - - - 60 71
V2-b - -- - - 40 M
V2-c - -- - --
20 +
V2-d 95 95 91 70
V2-e 95 94 65 38 0 T T T T T T
- . - . K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S5
Knowlage Skills Values K1 K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 \'48 V2
% of students % of students % of students
scoring 70%+ scoring 70%+ scoring 70%+ iv,e iv,e %,.9]4¢,00
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 0 0 0 0

31% R

Average of the course from the grades: 78%

2. Comment on Student Grades
(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

51% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
31% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

16% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.
2% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.
0% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a high consistency. The results are within the normal distribution. Results are

calculated based on number of students attended the final exam. The pass percent. is very good & there is no need
for further recommendations or actions.
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
Course Learning Outcomes PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

UETEBINEY % of Students
(CLOs) Methods |Sefiteron'for Got Target Assessment Results

Success

Knowledge and Understanding:

O,
Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of K1 Assignments & 70% 929% Students well understood and performed
architectural formation. (K1-c) Tasks of students °  thisCLO.
scoring 70%+
, : ) 70% : : :
Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of K1 Assignments & 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
representing the built environment. (K1-d) Tasks of students ° among all.

scoring 70%+

0

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

- Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge)

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, safety and assemblies of the built environment.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

L4444
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Comment on
(CLOs) Methods Assessment Results

O,
Create innovative concepts and forms for the built St Assignments & 70% 100% Students found this CLO most
environment. (S1-c) Tasks O'S’sc‘;‘gsgts °  interesting among all.
70%+
O,
Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. s4 Direct 70% 100% Students found this CLO most
(S4-a) Observation °f;‘(‘)‘g§gts °  interesting among all.
70%-+
. 70%
Perform drawings efficiently and accurately. (S4-c) sa4 Assignments & of students 100% St.udents well understood and performed
Tasks scoring this CLO.

70%+

2 |
-
-

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.

m Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.
S5 Communicate in different forms to demonstrate understanding and transfer knowledge.

*600
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment I Comment on
(CLOs) Methods | Neriteronfor /‘,;Lts;:.::::s Assessment Results
Success
n Values, autonomy, and responsibility:
70%
N 7 Direct 5 Students had some difficulties in
<1 | Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality. (V1-a) \"Al Observafion  of students 75% T I (T (L)

scoring 70%+

w
N

o 3 i w

w
i}

w
[e0]

* Scores did not include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)
Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

V2 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered
Extent of their
Impact on Learning Compensating Action*
Outcomes

Reason
for Not Covering

Topics

Extra Lectures were given during

Architectural drawing of isometric Students didn't attend as they register late None breaks

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)
Needed

Recommendations
Support

Instructor(s) and course
coordinator will meet to improve
the teaching issues.

More application of active learning techniques
be provided.

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution otr Grades

Grades Status Distributions

Number of
Students

31% 20% 13% 18% 1% 4% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart
16
14
12 \
10
8 \\ /
6
4 \\
2
0 [ ——
( A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F
3. ECTS Scale
Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 80 5 11
60 0 81 0
61 0 82 3 7
62 0 83 0
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 5 11
65 1 2 86 0
66 0 87 1 2
67 0 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 9 20
70 0 91 0
71 0 92 0
72 2 4 93 0
73 0 94 0
74 0 95 9 20
75 2 4 96 2 4
76 1 2 97 1 2
77 2 4 98 2 4
78 0 99 0
79 0 100 0

A top 10% (91%—100%) € next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next25% (66%—90%) D next25% (11%35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Architectural Formation Principles Studio 2

Assessment Assessment Question [Specified
Breakdown Method

1 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q1 25 Ki-c
2 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q2 10 K1-d
3 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q3 25 Si-c
4 Midterm Exam Direct Observation Q1 15 S4-a
5 Final Exam Assignments & Tasks Qi 20 S4-c
6 Final Exam Q1 5 Vi-a

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 100% Indirect 0%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-c  Demonstrate an understanding of the basics of architectural formation.
K1-d  Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of representing the built environment.
S1-c  Create innovative concepts and forms for the built environment.
S4-a  Employ manual skills to develop and present projects.
S4-c  Perform drawings efficiently and accurately.

V1-a  Demonstrate self-discipline and punctuality.

* Direct Assessment involves Exams, Assignments, Research work, etc.  ** Indirect Assessment: Questionnaires

Appendix c



Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes CLOs (Score Input)

Student's Name or ID

]
g
]
T
i

1 444006828 23.5 9 24.25 95
2 444006929 2356 93 2431 95
3 444007086 21.56 8.3 2288 920
4 444007153 23.88 9.3 24.06 95
5 442003633 22.69 9 23.75 95
6 444001546 16.06 7 20.19 75
7 444003662 2375 10 2413 96
8 444003840 20.75 8 23.31 90
9 444004804 21.75 9 22.63 90
10 444005096 21.5 8 225 920
11 444006184 19.75 7 19.13 80
12 444006941 2375 10 2475 98
Total 12
Kic Ki-d Si-c S4a S4c Via
K1-c 2% 10 2 15 20 5 S4-c
94 90 97 93 95 100
100 94 93 97 100 90 100 1000
86 83 92 87 100 80
50 96 93 96 100 95 80 50.0
91 90 95 97 100 100
o 64 70 81 80 90 40 00
95 100 97 97 100 80
A_B € D F 83 80 93 97 100 60 gt b F
87 90 91 90 95 80
K1-d 8 80 9 90 95 100 Vi-a
79 70 77 80 100 40
100 95 100 99 100 95 100 100
) ]I .
. JEE -
A 8 c ) F 8 c D F
Sl-c .
100 100
50 50
Average 88 87 92 93 96 80
o 0
A 8 c ) F 8 c D F
S4-a .
100 100
50 50
0 0
A 8 c D F 8 c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO
Direct Assessment Indirect Assessment
Ki-c Ki-d S1c S4a S4c Via Ki-c Ki-d 1- 4- S4- Vi-a B B
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100 83 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 70% + 92 100 100 100 100 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 80% + 83 83 92 100 100 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of students scoring 90% + 50 58 83 75 100 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.
Ki-c Ki-d Sic S4a S4c Via
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100 83
% of students scoring 70% + 92 100 100 100 100 75
% of students scoring 80% + 83 83 92 100 100 75
% of students scoring 90% + 50 58 83 75 100 42

120

100 % of Direct Asst. + 0 % of Indirect Asst.

Ki-c

Vi-a

% of students scoring 60% +
| % of students scoring 70% +
m % of students scoring 80% +
| % of students scoring 90% +




Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

Architectural Formation Principles Studio 2

CLO

K1 K1-a

% of
students
scoring

% of
students
scoring

% of
students
scoring

% of
students
scoring

60%+ 70%+

80%+ 90%+

K1-b

K1-c

K1-d

K1-e

K1-f

K1-g

K1-h

K1-i

Kijj

K1-k

K1-1

K1-m

K1-n

K1-o

K2 K2-a

K2-b

K2-c

K2-d

K3 K3-a

K3-b

K4 K4-a

K4-b

S1 Sl-a

S1-b

S1-c

S1-d

Sl-e

S1-f

S1-g

S1-h

S1-i

$15

S1-k

S1-1

S2 S2-a

S3 S3-a

S3-b

S3-c

S4 S4-a

S4-b

S4-c

S5 S5-a

S5-b

Vi V1-a

V1-b

V1-c

V2 V2-a

V2-b

V2-c

V2-d

V2-e

100

80

60

40

20

Knowlage

K1-a
K1-b
K1-c
K1-d
K1-e
K1-f
K1-g
K1-h
K1-i
K1-j
K1-k
K1-1

K1-m
K1-n
K1-o
K2-a
K2-b
K2-c
K2-d
K3-a
K3-b

K4-a

K4-b

100

80

60

40

20

Skills

100

80

60

40

20

V2-c
V2-d
V2-e

® a
I {\'l
> >

V1-a
V1-b
V1-c

% of students scoring 60%-+
% of students scoring 70%+
% of students scoring 80%-+
% of students scoring 90%-+

120
100
80
60
40
20

Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

100 100

96

K1 K2 K3 K4 S2 S3 sS4 S5 V1

V2

Knowlage

% of students
scoring 70%+

Skills

% of students
scoring 70%+

Values

% of students
scoring 70%+

K1

K2 K3 K4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 Vi

V2

40,AT
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Course Report

Course Title:

Fundamental Design Principles Studio

Course Code:

ARC 1003

Department: Islamic Architecture

Program: Bachelor of Architecture and Planning (Architecture)
College: College of Engineering and Islamic Architecture
Institution: Umm Al-Qura University

Academic Year:

2022-2023 [44 3]

Semester: Third Semester (Spring)

Course Instructor(s): Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil Faisal M. Al-Sherif
Abdullah Abdulhameed Bagasi Mohammad Altaher AlJifri
Mohamed Abubaker Bakader Saleh Farook Saleh Salamah

Course Coordinator:

Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil

Location: Main campus [ branch [

Number of Section(s):

Number of Students (Starting the Course): 45

Number of Students (Completed the Course): 45

Report Date: June 21, 2023
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A. Student Results
1. Grade Distribution

Denied Entry
In Progress
Incomplete
Withdrawn

Number of Students 0 0 0 0

13% e R

Average of the course from the grades: 7%

2. Comment on Student Grades
(Including special factors (if any) affecting the results)

49% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with excellent level.
38% of students attended the classes regularly, submitted the required assignment on time with very good level.

13% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, submitted the required assignment on time with good
level.
0% of students attended the classes regularly to some extent, and assignment were submitted irregularly with fair
level of quality.
0% of students irregularly attended classes, performance was much lower than standard and some assignments
were not submitted

The "Bell Curve Grade Chart" has a high consistency. The results are within the normal distribution. Results are

calculated based on number of students attended the final exam. The pass percent. is very good & there is no need
for further recommendations or actions.

L 4 4 4 4
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B. Course Learning Outcomes
1. Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Results

Assessment Results
Course Learning Outcomes PLOs |Assessment Comment on
Code

UETEBINEY % of Students
(CLOs) Methods |Sefiteron'for Got Target Assessment Results

Success

Knowledge and Understanding:

O,
Define functional requirements and relationships for K1 Eval. of 70% 100% Students found this CLO most interesting
different sectors of the built environment. (K1-b) Project(s) of students ° among all.
scoring 70%+
, : ) 70%
Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of K1 Assignments & 100% Students well understood and performed
representing the built environment. (K1-d) Tasks of students ° this CLO.

scoring 70%+

0

* Scores include indirect assessment

- Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Knowledge)

Demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the built environment.
K2 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of systems, technologies, safety and assemblies of the built environment.
K3 Demonstrate an in-depth understanding of professional ethics, regulatory, and responsibilities of architects.

K4 Explain concepts of mathematics and scientific theories relevant to architecture.

L4444
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment Comment on
(CLOs) Methods Assessment Results

O,
Make design decisions considering user requirements St Direct 70% 100% Students well understood and performed
and various environmental impacts. (S1-a) Observation °fssc‘;‘gs'g“s °  this CLO.
70%+
' . 70% .
Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. s4 Eval. of 100% Students found this CLO most
(S4-a) Project(s) °f;‘(‘)‘g§gts °  interesting among all.

70%+

2 |
-
-

* Scores include indirect assessment

Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Skills)

Make decisions for complex design problems in creative and scientific manners.
S2 Analyze the Islamic values and its impact on the formation of the human and built environment at multiple scales.
S3 Apply scientific research for complex issues of the built environment.

m Execute drawings, craftworks and physical models efficiently.
S5 Communicate in different forms to demonstrate understanding and transfer knowledge.

*600
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Assessment Results

Course Learning Outcomes Assessment I Comment on
(CLOs) Methods | Neriteronfor /‘,;Lts;:.::::s Assessment Results
Success
n Values, autonomy, and responsibility:
70%
' ] ] Direct © Students well understood and
<14l | Demonstrate respect to different points of view. (V1-b) Al Observation  of students 100% performed this CLO.

scoring 70%+

w
N

o 3 i w

w
i}

w
[e0]

* Scores include indirect assessment

. Equal or above the target level.

Lower than the target level.

PLOs (Values)
Demonstrate self-discipline, punctuality and commitment to all required tasks.

V2 Demonstrate personal, professional and social responsibility.
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2. Recommendations

C. Topics not covered

Reason Extent of their
Topies for Not Covering 'mpagu‘:(’:‘o'-n‘::;"'ng Compensating Action

None None None None

D. Course Improvement Plan (if any)

. Needed
Recommendations
Support

None

Improvement plan should be discussed at the department council and included in the annual program report

Course Instructor/ Coordinator

Mohamed Wahba Ibrahim Khalil Dr. Ibraheem Nooruddeen Al-Bukhari
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Appendix (a): Students Satisfaction Survey 5 2

gz 8 £ %

R
The teacher always attends the lectures on time 34 4 2 0 0
He presents objectives and content of the course in the first lecture 36 3 0 0 1
The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner 29 6 3 1 1
He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner 31 7 0 2 0
The lecture encourages discussions during lecture 30 4 4 2 0
The lecture respects students opinion 28 6 5 0 1
The lecturer answers questions during office hours 36 3 1 0 0
Number of projects and assignments is appropriate 21 9 0 1

Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate 18 10 7 3 2

Assessment is generally fair

22 9 5 3 1

Equipment and Facilities

Space area seems adequate 24 8 5 2 1
The cleanliness seems good 17 7 6 5 5
The equipment seems adequate 21 6 3 6 4
References are available 26 9 4 0 1
How Well Students Have Learned CLOs
(K1-b) Define functional requirements and relationships for different sectors of the built environment. 25 13 2 0 0
(K1-d) Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of representing the built environment. 24 15 1 0 0
(S1-a) Make design decisions considering user requirements and various environmental impacts. 27 11 2 0 0
(S4-a) Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 26 12 2 0 0
(V1-b) Demonstrate respect to different points of view. 30 9 1 0 0
(0)11-1 opinions Satisfaction Percentage 9, 87.5
SRl 138 b dlaci o i ST L What did you like the most in this course?
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K1-b
K1-d
S1-a
S4-a

V1-b

SRRl skl Gl e a La What are your suggestions to improve the course?

2 Y
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Y
s — AcademicStaff | |50 — EvaluationSystem
0 0 M
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
M The teacher always attends the lectures on time
M He presents f)b]ectlves and cf)nte.nt of the course in the first lecture B Number of projects and assignments is appropriate
M The lecturer invests lecture time in a good manner X . . . .
N . A . m Time allotted for projects and assignments is appropriate
M He presents the content in an interesting & thought-provoking manner
90 — Equipment and Facilities ——— | | 2
30
20 20
. 1]
0 0
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Disagree
= Space area seems adequate mki-b  mKi-d mSla mS4da  mVLb W, m.  m.
® The cleanliness seems good
m The equipment seems adequate
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) Satisfaction Percentage %
Define functional requirements and relationships for different sectors of the built environment.
% g%
929
Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of representing the built environment. 94 =77
92
Make design decisions considering user requirements and various environmental impacts. 90 88%
88
Employ manual skills to develop and present projects. 86 -
4 83%
i . ; 84 81%
Demonstrate respect to different points of view. 82
80
78 +
76
74 - T T T T
Academic Staff Evaluation Equipment and How Well Average
System Facilities Students Have
Leamed CLOs

Appendix a



Appendix (b): Histogram of Module Results

1. Distribution otr Grades

Grades Status Distributions

Number of
Students

13% 36% 20% 18% 13% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

2. Bell Curve Grade Chart

Bell Curve Grade Chart

18
16
14
- / N\
o / N\,

g / N

6

4

2 \

0

C A+ A B+ B C+ C D+ D F

3. ECTS Scale

Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale Mark Number of Percent ECTS scale
Students Students
Less than 60 80 7 16
60 0 81 0
61 0 82 1 2
62 0 83 0
63 0 84 0
64 0 85 5 11
65 0 86 1 2
66 0 87 3 7
67 0 88 0
68 0 89 0
69 0 90 8 18
70 0 91 4 9
71 0 92 4 9
72 0 93 0
73 0 94 0
74 0 95 4 9
75 4 9 96 1 2
76 0 97 1 2
77 2 4 98 0
78 0 99 0
79 0 100 0

A top 10% (91%—100%) € next30% (36%—65%) E  next10% (0%—10%)
B next25% (66%—90%) D next25% (11%35%) F -
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes (Assessment Design)
Fundamental Design Principles Studio

Assessment Assessment Question |Specified
Breakdown Method

1 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q1 20 K1-b
2 Continuous Assessment Assignments & Tasks Q2 20 K1-d
3 Midterm Exam Direct Observation Q1 20 S1-a
4 Continuous Assessment Eval. of Project(s) Q3 20 S4-a
5 Final Exam Direct Observation Q1 20 V1i-b

Total marks (100) 100 marks

Distribution of assessment methods: Direct 60% Indirect 40%

Course Learning Outcomes CLOs:
K1-b  Define functional requirements and relationships for different sectors of the built environment.
K1-d  Demonstrate an understanding of various ways of representing the built environment.
S1-a  Make design decisions considering user requirements and various environmental impacts.
S4-a  Employ manual skills to develop and present projects.

V1-b  Demonstrate respect to different points of view.

* Direct Assessment involves Exams, Assignments, Research work, etc.  ** Indirect Assessment: Questionnaires
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Appendix (c): Measuring of Course Learning Outcomes CLOs (Score Input)

3
]
=

Exam
Final Exam

Student's Name or ID

1 444007086 192 185 19 17.3 17.79 92
2 444007153 19.4 17.88 192 18 17.71 92
3 442003633 17.8 1873 172 19  17.86 91
4 444001546 141 166 1575 17 1614 80
5 444003662 18.75 1852 1895 19  19.29 95
6 444003840 18 1879 177 17  18.14 90
7 444004804 17.95 1763 18 19  17.14 90
8 444005096 1815 1831 17.05 20 17.07 91
9 444006184 16.65 1746 16 19 1557 85
10 444006941 189 1921 19 19 1843 95

Total 10

Kib Kid Sla Sda Vib . - -
K1-b 20 20 20 20 20 Vi-b
9% 93 9 87 89
100 97 89 9% 90 89 1000
89 94 8 95 89
50 71 83 79 85 81 50.0
94 93 95 95 9
o 0 94 8 8 91 00
0 8 9 95 86
A8 ¢ b F 91 92 8 100 85 A8 ¢ b F
83 87 80 95 78
Ki-d 9%5 9% 95 95 92 .
100 100
) ]__li :
] ]
A B c 2} F A B c D F
Sl-a .
100 100
50 50
I i meee 89 91 89 92 88
0 0
A B (9 D F A B C o F
S4-a .

100 100
50 50
0 0

A B C ) F

A ] c D F
Students’ performance for each CLO

Direct Assessment . . Indirect Assessment
Ki-b Ki-d Si-a S4a Vib . Ki-b Ki-d Si-a S4-a Vib
% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 90 100 90 100 90 95 98 95 95 98
% of students scoring 90% + 60 60 50 70 30 63 60 68 65 75

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.
Ki-b Ki-d Si-a S4-a Vib

% of students scoring 60% + 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 70% + 100 100 100 100 100
% of students scoring 80% + 92 99 92 98 93
% of students scoring 90% + 61 60 57 68 48

60 % of Direct Asst. + 40 % of Indirect Asst.

120

% of students scoring 60% +
| % of students scoring 70% +

m % of students scoring 80% +

| % of students scoring 90% +




Appendix (d): Contribution of CLOs in PLOs Assessment

Fundamental Design Principles Studio
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