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A Study for Encouragement of Rublic System in
Designing with Programming Classes
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Abstract

It is inevitable for college students to be confused when they first face university education,
which requires them to be self-reliant and responsible, after finishing their course of education,
which is passive under control of period and environment, in primary, middle, and high schools.
Introduction to college courses, which require students to be subjective and responsible, to be
taken after chronically and environmentally controlled primary and secondary education, are but
confusing. In this stage, college education should provide ground for educational system so that
students can escape from repetitively enforced way of studying of fixed curriculums and study
creatively and subjectively while befitting each individual's aptitude. For instance, in programming
classes in engineering school, students scholastic achievements are closely interrelated with the
professor's educational principles. A change in method of education, from one previously focused on
theoretical contents to one centered on practices and experiments, can reap good results. Also, as
the need arose for introduction of practice-focused evaluation system, from recognition-centered
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professor evaluating system to enablement of actively developing creative and self-reliant way of
learning, we applied the Rublic System. It is a feedback system that all or most students become
the evaluators, of which the indicators of evaluation such as category, standard, and score are
public. We have looked into whether or not there has been an improvement in GPAs of students,
and if there exists an improvement then what efforts should be made to solidify the system.

» Keyword : FE2|(Rublic), AP BT 8:524(Self-oriented learning ability), AARIE(Designclass), 2120}
(Programming class), CHet=(College education), S2CiEEngineering college), &85
(Subjective learning), &te|&stk&(Creative learning)
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