Second round of Low fi prototype testing #1

Name of user: Prof. Clancy
Relation to the UC-HIPO project: 

The primary user of the metadata tagging tool
Procedure: We explain the project and the scope of the project. Then we explain the procedure and purpose behind the low fi testing. The user is encouraged to think aloud as much as possible. He is given a paper mouse pointer and a mouse over pointer.

The user is given an introduction to the tagging tool and explained about some of the sections. The preview section is explained.

Task: You are creating a quiz, titled, “Analyze various aspects of recursive procedures,” and you would like to tag the quiz with content-based metadata.

Task#1: The first thing that comes to mind is that the quiz involves modification.  Please show us how you would tag your quiz with that information.

Suppose you have to tag the overall quiz with modification, how would you do that?

Response of user: so here are several parts of this quiz and I’ll like to tag each part separately.
What I’m trying to do with the quiz is base it on some of the activities that the students have seen in the last lab session and so what I have in mind is to change some of the things a little bit, such that I’m doing the modification rather than the students and then ask the students what the effect of the change is and what  oher changes they need to do to accommodate the change I made for them.

So I make a change and then ask what changes will you make. So certainly that is a modification. So he clicks on the word ‘modification’.

I guess I’m not sure what this window is doing for me here. But anyway,..so that’s the first question..

I look around at al the other things and see that none of the other things are really relevant as secondary modification at least for this part of the quiz.

Now I move on to question #2 of the quiz. Now they are supposed to test the code they just put together . So I’m looking at what that second question might do. That might be testing, but I’m providing the test cases. So that might be more of an experiment. So I’ll click on experiment. There is no debugging or anything.
So now I ask question 3 and 4. But it’s the middle of the night..3 and 4 are more debugging type of questions…and maybe analysis might be secondary.

So I would click on debugging. 

I see language practice and tools practice. None of them are relevant so I’ll clock ‘low’.

What else do I wanna say here. 

Well I certainly need to say why this quiz is here and would like to provide some links back to 17.1 where I introduced a number of recursion.

Task#2: Next, you realize that the quiz is heavy on analysis, specifically, the kind of analysis that involves “code interpretation”.  How would you tag your quiz with that information?

User response:

Well..lets see. If there is a bunch of analysis stuff. That would be secondary to the primary aspects. ..In none of the questions the question is completely analysis or synthesis. So analysis..I would want to indicate it as some secondary aspect. So the question is if I would like to distinguish it from some other kind of analysis…You just mentioned the idea of code interpretation. I would have used a different term like ‘tracing thro’ code’. So the question is I don’t know if I need the information. In 61B I would like to say what they are analyzing but not in CS3.
The fact that these modification, analysis, debugging together indicate code.

Question: Looking at the questions you tagged so far , do you consider any of them higher priority?

User response: I would like to tag individual questions rather than overall tagging as the last Q3 and 4 have nothing to do with modification.

I have no problem in knowing how many questions are there on the quiz. If I’m authoring the quiz then its different. If this window pops up before I have authored the quiz then it will be a problem, but if you can hold this page for later and I have authored the quiz then it will be easier.

(*suggestion: Display pages may be useful)

Web scheme may be a remedy. Project will include a lot of these tasks.
                       Additional Suggestions & discussion:

User: I think this language and tools sections should be all or none. Right now I will be happy with zero one.

We: Would you want to modify adding your personal notes etc.

User: That may be useful. Oh Neat. I like that.

[* likes the notes window]

We: do you want more than one level…primary secondary

User: I may have all primary since the questions were different. If I could tag the questions separately then maybe I’ll want to tag them as primary secondary.

User: had some unhappy experiences with the up and down button when the list is long.

( more discussion about primary and secondary metadata choices)
We: Is it clear to you how to use the help?

(* didn’t notice the ? button due to the pop up. Things are and as it was small*)

User: No..nothing here says help…HELP..
( user is pointed out the button)

Ah..aha…that’s awefully small…because it was covered up here…

We: if you clicked on help as you want to know more about say evaluation..and this appeared ..will that be helpful

User: Oh neat..just what I wanted.

We: If you click on the ‘+’ sign and this appeared will it be useful to you.

User: Oh..ok this is more detailed.

User: Why is this horizontal instead of vertical?

( we explain..)

User: One of the other reasons why I overlooked help can be that the things are squashed together here.

User: What is ‘expand all’?

We: what do you think?

User: given that I know about this( the pop up)…that’s the only one I see..it is for expanding.

Details for each may be useful. ‘Expand all’ it seems funny to be to have…So expand all expanding into all possible choices or only the main.

(* feels expand all may not be useful*)

Final points:

Will like to tag each individual questions.

Likes preview, edit, help ..

