
INST 140 (Digital 1)

NAME:

Session Topic Score
1 Intro and software installation ;
2 DC Review: series-parallel circuits ;
3 DC Review: troubleshooting ;
4 DC Review: capacitance and inductance ;
5 Semiconductor Review: basic devices ;
6 Open session – – – – – – – –
7 Exam 1 (written ; demonstration) ;
8 Introduction to digital ;
9 Electromechanical relays ;
10 Relay ladder logic ;
11 Semiconductor logic gates ;
12 Combinational logic circuits ;
13 Latching logic ;
14 Open session – – – – – – – –
15 Exam 2 (written ; demonstration) ;

Due Experiment Score
7 SPICE modeling of a series-parallel DC circuit
7 Demonstrate KVL in a series-parallel DC circuit
7 Demonstrate capacitive time delays
7 Driving a heavy load with a bipolar transistor
15 Demonstrate logic function using switches and relays
15 Demonstrate logic function using switches and IC gate
15 Relay circuit implementation of an arbitrary truth table

Due Troubleshooting Score
7 Simulated fault in 3-resistor voltage divider with voltage source
15 Simulated fault in 2-load voltage divider

Due Project Score
15 Combinational gate circuit driving 120 VAC load
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Your grade for this course will be based on a percentage score, with each category weighted as follows:

• All mastery objectives complete by deadline dates = 40%
→ All written exams passed without error by the end of the next exam date (or end of quarter,

whichever comes first)
→ All demonstration exam circuits correctly completed by the end of the next exam date (or end of

quarter, whichever comes first)
→ All objectives of all experiments completed by their respective due date
→ All troubleshooting challenges completed by their respective due dates
→ All objectives of all projects completed by their respective due dates

• Written exam scores = 10%
• Demonstration exam scores = 10%
• Experiment scores = 20%
• Troubleshooting scores = 10%
• Project score(s) = 10%

Please note the importance of completing all mastery objectives by their deadline dates. Failure to complete
any mastery objective in time deducts 40% from your total score. If this happens, it means the highest
possible score you can earn for the course will be 60%, which is below the 70% threshold for a C−, the lowest
passing grade. In other words, you must complete all mastery objectives by their due dates in order to pass
the course, regardless of any other score.

Deductions to your course grade are based on your preparation for and participation within each theory
session. Failure to arrive on time to a theory session, or arriving with incomplete preparatory work for
that session results in a −1% deduction per session. Failure to positively and proactively contribute to the
discussion during a theory session also results in a −1% deduction per session. Showing up on time, fully
prepared, and genuinely contributing to every theory session is the minimum expectation.

A failing (F) grade will be earned if any mastery objectives are past deadline, or for any of the following
behaviors: false testimony (lying), cheating on any assignment or assessment, plagiarism (presenting
another’s work as your own), willful violation of a safety policy, theft, harassment, sabotage, destruction of
property, or intoxication. These behaviors are grounds for immediate termination in this career, and as such
will not be tolerated here.

If for some reason you know you will be late or absent, submitting your work in electronic form (e.g. email
attachment) prior to the scheduled time is acceptable for full credit. The standards are just as high for
electronic submissions as for face-to-face demonstrations:

• For theory session preparation, submission of all assigned work (e.g. reading outline and reflections,
answers and work for all assigned questions) before the scheduled start time of that theory session will
count as full credit.

• For theory session contribution, answering all “Challenges” for assigned questions will count as full
credit.

• For experiments, video documentation of you completing all objectives in their proper order will count
as full credit.

• For projects, video documentation of you completing the objective(s) will count as full credit.

Absence during a scheduled exam will result in a 0% score for that exam, except in the case of a documented
emergency.

file mgrading
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Program Outcomes for Instrumentation and Control Technology (BTC)

#1 Communication

Communicate and express concepts and ideas across a variety of media (verbal, written, graphical) using
industry-standard terms.

#2 Time management

Arrives on time and prepared to work; Budgets time and meets deadlines when performing tasks and
projects.

#3 Safety

Complies with national, state, local, and college safety regulations when designing and performing work
on systems.

#4 Analysis and Diagnosis

Analyze, evaluate, and diagnose systems related to instrumentation and control including electrical
and electronic circuits, fluid power and signaling systems, computer networks, and mechanisms; Select and
apply correct mathematical techniques to these analytical and diagnostic problems; Select and correctly use
appropriate test equipment to collect data.

#5 Design and Commissioning

Select, design, construct, configure, and install components necessary for the proper function of systems
related to instrumentation and control, applying industry standards and verifying correct system operation
when complete.

#6 System optimization

Improve technical system functions by collecting data and evaluating performance; Implement strategies
to optimize the function of these systems.

#7 Calibration

Assess instrument accuracy and correct inaccuracies using appropriate calibration procedures and test
equipment; Select and apply correct mathematical techniques to these calibration tasks.

#8 Documentation

Interpret and create technical documents (e.g. electronic schematics, loop diagrams, functional
diagrams, P&IDs, graphs, narratives) according to industry standards.

#9 Independent learning

Select and research information sources to learn new principles, technologies, and techniques.

#10 Job searching

Develop a professional resume and research job openings in the field of industrial instrumentation.

file outcomes program
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INST 140 (Digital 1) Course Outcomes

Each and every outcome in this course is assessed at a mastery level (i.e. 100% competence)

• Independently analyze logic states within digital logic gate circuits and within relay ladder logic circuits
given schematic diagrams and input conditions. [Ref: Program Learning Outcome #4]

• Independently determine the possibility of faults within semiconductor logic gate circuits and within
relay ladder logic circuits, given schematic diagrams and symptoms. [Ref: Program Learning Outcome
#4]

• Independently design, construct, and test a three-input combinational logic circuit fulfilling a randomized
truth table, complete with interposing for driving a relatively heavy load. [Ref: Program Learning
Outcomes #2, #3, #4, and #5]

• Research, plan, describe, execute, and evaluate experiments testing electrical principles,
electrical/electronic components, and functioning digital circuits. [Ref: Program Learning Outcomes
#1, #2, #3, #4, #5, #6, #8, and #9]

• Design, document, and test a combinational logic gate circuit driving a 120 VAC load. [Ref: Program
Learning Outcomes #2, #5, #8, and #9]

file outcomes INST140
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Creative Commons License

This worksheet is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International Public
License. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ or send a
letter to Creative Commons, 171 Second Street, Suite 300, San Francisco, California 94105, USA. The terms
and conditions of this license allow for free copying, distribution, and/or modification of all licensed works
by the general public.

Simple explanation of Attribution License:

The licensor (Tony Kuphaldt) permits others to copy, distribute, display, and otherwise use this
work. In return, licensees must give the original author(s) credit. For the full license text, please visit
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ on the internet.

More detailed explanation of Attribution License:

Under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution License, you may make freely
use, make copies, and even modify these worksheets (and the individual “source” files comprising them)
without having to ask me (the author and licensor) for permission. The one thing you must do is properly
credit my original authorship. Basically, this protects my efforts against plagiarism without hindering the
end-user as would normally be the case under full copyright protection. This gives educators a great deal
of freedom in how they might adapt my learning materials to their unique needs, removing all financial and
legal barriers which would normally hinder if not prevent creative use.

Nothing in the License prohibits the sale of original or adapted materials by others. You are free to
copy what I have created, modify them if you please (or not), and then sell them at any price. Once again,
the only catch is that you must give proper credit to myself as the original author and licensor. Given that
these worksheets will be continually made available on the internet for free download, though, few people
will pay for what you are selling unless you have somehow added value.

Nothing in the License prohibits the application of a more restrictive license (or no license at all) to
derivative works. This means you can add your own content to that which I have made, and then exercise
full copyright restriction over the new (derivative) work, choosing not to release your additions under the
same free and open terms. An example of where you might wish to do this is if you are a teacher who desires
to add a detailed “answer key” for your own benefit but not to make this answer key available to anyone
else (e.g. students).

Note: the text on this page is not a license. It is simply a handy reference for understanding the Legal
Code (the full license) - it is a human-readable expression of some of its key terms. Think of it as the
user-friendly interface to the Legal Code beneath. This simple explanation itself has no legal value, and its
contents do not appear in the actual license.

file license
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Question 0

How to get the most out of academic reading:
• Outline, don’t highlight! Identify every major idea presented in the text, and express these ideas in your

own words. A suggested ratio is one sentence of your own thoughts per paragraph of text read.

• Articulate your thoughts as you read (i.e. “have a conversation” with the author). This will develop
metacognition: active supervision of your own thoughts. Note points of agreement, disagreement,
confusion, epiphanies, and connections between different concepts or applications.

• Work through all mathematical exercises shown within the text, to ensure you understand all the steps.

• Imagine explaining concepts you’ve just learned to someone else. Teaching forces you to distill concepts
to their essence, thereby clarifying those concepts, revealing assumptions, and exposing misconceptions.
Your goal is to create the simplest explanation that is still technically accurate.

• Create your own questions based on what you read, as a teacher would to challenge students.

How to effectively problem-solve and troubleshoot:
• Rely on principles, not procedures. Don’t be satisfied with memorizing steps – learn why those steps

work. Each step should make logical sense and have real-world meaning to you.

• Sketch a diagram to help visualize the problem. Sketch a graph showing how variables relate. When
building a real system, always prototype it on paper and analyze its function before constructing it.

• Identify what it is you need to solve, identify all relevant data, identify all units of measurement, identify
any general principles or formulae linking the given information to the solution, and then identify any
“missing pieces” to a solution. Annotate all diagrams with this data.

• Perform “thought experiments” to explore the effects of different conditions for theoretical problems.
When troubleshooting, perform diagnostic tests rather than just visually inspect for faults.

• Simplify the problem and solve that simplified problem to identify strategies applicable to the original
problem (e.g. change quantitative to qualitative, or visa-versa; substitute easier numerical values;
eliminate confusing details; add details to eliminate unknowns; consider simple limiting cases; apply
an analogy). Remove components from a malfunctioning system to simplify it and better identify the
nature and location of the problem.

• Check for exceptions – does your solution work for all conditions and criteria?

• Work “backward” from a hypothetical solution to a new set of given conditions.

How to manage your time:
• Avoid procrastination. Work now and play later, every single day.

• Consider the place you’re in when deciding what to do. If there is project work to do and you have
access to the lab, do that work and not something that could be done elsewhere (e.g. homework).

• Eliminate distractions. Kill your television and video games. Turn off your mobile phone, or just leave
it at home. Study in places where you can concentrate, like the Library.

• Use your “in between” time productively. Don’t leave campus for lunch. Arrive to school early. If you
finish your assigned work early, begin working on the next assignment.

Above all, cultivate persistence, as this is necessary to master anything non-trivial. The keys to
persistence are (1) having the desire to achieve that mastery, and (2) realizing challenges are normal and
not an indication of something gone wrong. A common error is to equate easy with effective: students often
believe learning should be easy if everything is done right. The truth is that mastery never comes easy!

file question0
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Checklist when reading an instructional text

“Reading maketh a full man; conference a ready man; and writing an exact man” – Francis Bacon

Francis Bacon’s advice is a blueprint for effective education: reading provides the learner with knowledge,
writing focuses the learner’s thoughts, and critical dialogue equips the learner to confidently communicate
and apply their learning. Independent acquisition and application of knowledge is a powerful skill, well worth
the effort to cultivate. To this end, students should read these educational resources closely, write their own
outline and reflections on the reading, and discuss in detail their findings with classmates and instructor(s).
You should be able to do all of the following after reading any instructional text:

√
Briefly OUTLINE THE TEXT, as though you were writing a detailed Table of Contents. Feel free

to rearrange the order if it makes more sense that way. Prepare to articulate these points in detail and
to answer questions from your classmates and instructor. Outlining is a good self-test of thorough reading
because you cannot outline what you have not read or do not comprehend.

√
Demonstrate ACTIVE READING STRATEGIES, including verbalizing your impressions as you read,

simplifying long passages to convey the same ideas using fewer words, annotating text and illustrations
with your own interpretations, working through mathematical examples shown in the text, cross-referencing
passages with relevant illustrations and/or other passages, identifying problem-solving strategies applied
by the author, etc. Technical reading is a special case of problem-solving, and so these strategies work
precisely because they help solve any problem: paying attention to your own thoughts (metacognition),
eliminating unnecessary complexities, identifying what makes sense, paying close attention to details, drawing
connections between separated facts, and noting the successful strategies of others.

√
Identify IMPORTANT THEMES, especially GENERAL LAWS and PRINCIPLES, expounded in the

text and express them in the simplest of terms as though you were teaching an intelligent child. This
emphasizes connections between related topics and develops your ability to communicate complex ideas to
anyone.

√
Form YOUR OWN QUESTIONS based on the reading, and then pose them to your instructor and

classmates for their consideration. Anticipate both correct and incorrect answers, the incorrect answer(s)
assuming one or more plausible misconceptions. This helps you view the subject from different perspectives
to grasp it more fully.

√
Devise EXPERIMENTS to test claims presented in the reading, or to disprove misconceptions. Predict

possible outcomes of these experiments, and evaluate their meanings: what result(s) would confirm, and what
would constitute disproof? Running mental simulations and evaluating results is essential to scientific and
diagnostic reasoning.

√
Specifically identify any points you found CONFUSING. The reason for doing this is to help diagnose

misconceptions and overcome barriers to learning.
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General challenges following a tutorial reading assignment

• Summarize as much of the text as you can in one paragraph of your own words. A helpful strategy is
to explain ideas as you would for an intelligent child: as simple as you can without compromising too
much accuracy.

• Simplify a particular section of the text, for example a paragraph or even a single sentence, so as to
capture the same fundamental idea in fewer words.

• Where did the text make the most sense to you? What was it about the text’s presentation that made
it clear?

• Identify where it might be easy for someone to misunderstand the text, and explain why you think it
could be confusing.

• Identify any new concept(s) presented in the text, and explain in your own words.

• Identify any familiar concept(s) such as physical laws or principles applied or referenced in the text.

• Devise a proof of concept experiment demonstrating an important principle, physical law, or technical
innovation represented in the text.

• Devise an experiment to disprove a plausible misconception.

• Did the text reveal any misconceptions you might have harbored? If so, describe the misconception(s)
and the reason(s) why you now know them to be incorrect.

• Describe any useful problem-solving strategies applied in the text.

• Devise a question of your own to challenge a reader’s comprehension of the text.

General follow-up challenges for assigned problems

• Identify where any fundamental laws or principles apply to the solution of this problem, especially before
applying any mathematical techniques.

• Devise a thought experiment to explore the characteristics of the problem scenario, applying known
laws and principles to mentally model its behavior.

• Describe in detail your own strategy for solving this problem. How did you identify and organized the
given information? Did you sketch any diagrams to help frame the problem?

• Is there more than one way to solve this problem? Which method seems best to you?

• Show the work you did in solving this problem, even if the solution is incomplete or incorrect.

• What would you say was the most challenging part of this problem, and why was it so?

• Was any important information missing from the problem which you had to research or recall?

• Was there any extraneous information presented within this problem? If so, what was it and why did
it not matter?

• Examine someone else’s solution to identify where they applied fundamental laws or principles.

• Simplify the problem from its given form and show how to solve this simpler version of it. Examples
include eliminating certain variables or conditions, altering values to simpler (usually whole) numbers,
applying a limiting case (i.e. altering a variable to some extreme or ultimate value).

• For quantitative problems, identify the real-world meaning of all intermediate calculations: their units
of measurement, where they fit into the scenario at hand. Annotate any diagrams or illustrations with
these calculated values.

• For quantitative problems, try approaching it qualitatively instead, thinking in terms of “increase” and
“decrease” rather than definite values.

• For qualitative problems, try approaching it quantitatively instead, proposing simple numerical values
for the variables.

• Were there any assumptions you made while solving this problem? Would your solution change if one
of those assumptions were altered?

• Identify where it would be easy for someone to go astray in attempting to solve this problem.

• Formulate your own problem based on what you learned solving this one.
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Sessions

Session 1

Today you will be installing or upgrading the following on your personal computer from the internet:

• Bookmark http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/sinst/index.html in your web browser for easy
access to all Instrumentation course files and Modular Electronics Learning Project modules

• notepad++ text editing software, used for creating and editing plain-text files necessary for coding
→ Test by starting up, and using it to take notes during today’s session

• NGSPICE circuit simulation software, using coded “netlist” files to describe circuit
→ Set up shortcut on your PC Desktop to the ngspice.exe executable for easy access
→ Use a text editor (such as notepad++) to create an empty text file named circuit.txt in the same
directory where ngspice.exe is located, then set up a shortcut on your PC desktop to this file for easy
access
→ Go online to http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod spice r.pdf and open up the
SPICE Modeling of Resistor Circuits learning module. Find any example SPICE netlist, copy and
paste that netlist code into circuit.txt and save the file to your hard drive, then start up NGSPICE

by double-clicking the shortcut to it and execute the following commands from NGSPICE’s command
prompt:

source circuit.txt

run

print all

• PicoScope software for using the digital oscilloscopes in the lab
→ Test by starting up (without an oscilloscope connected)
→ Also download user’s guide for the PicoScope model 2204A

• Cygwin Unix shell environment for Microsoft Windows (used to run Unix apps on Windows)
→ Be sure to install all the “Devel” (software development) and “Editor” packages – this will take about
an hour!
→ Test by invoking the Python programming language interpreter (type python and press Enter to
start, type quit() and Enter to exit).

• TROUBLESHOOT circuit troubleshooting software, which runs within Cygwin.
→ Download the “.tar” archive file from the Modular Electronics Learning Project webpate and install
it to the home/ directory of the Cygwin installation (on your personal computer’s hard disk drive)
→ Execute the command tar xvf tshoot*.tar from the Cygwin terminal to unpack this archive file
→ Execute the command make to build the program from source code
→ Start simulation by typing ./tshoot and verifying the start menu appears

• Do-More PLC programming software from http://www.automationdirect.com

→ Test by starting up a simulated PLC

• CLICK PLC programming software from http://www.automationdirect.com

• C-More Micro HMI programming software from http://www.automationdirect.com
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• Bookmark https://www.onlinegdb.com in your web browser to have access to a cloud-based C++
programming compiler. Alternatively, bookmark https://www.repl.it/languages/cpp.
→ Test by copying and pasting C++ code (from “Introduction to Computer Programming” subsection
of any learning module) into a the code window, and then clicking on the “Run” button

• Bookmark https://www.python.org/shell in your web browser to have access to a cloud-based Python
programming interpreter.
→ Test by performing some simple arithmetic operations (e.g. 2 + 5) and seeing the result displayed
immediately upon entering, then exiting by typing quit() and pressing Enter

• AcSELerator Quickset programming software (SEL-5030) from Schweitzer Engineering Laboratories
(http://www.selinc.com), used for interfacing with SEL controller hardware in the lab

While downloading software from the internet, we will discuss the following:

• Why did you choose to enroll in this program? What do you suppose employers look for
in an instrument technician?
→ Reference the online career guide, “So You Want To Be An Instrument Technician?”
(http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/want/want.pdf)

• Program and course outcomes (listed near beginning of worksheet)
→ Note the responsibility implied by many of these outcomes – Instrumentation is a career demanding
both a high level of skill and a high level of integrity.

• Discuss FERPA release forms giving permission for your instructor(s) to share academic records
with employers

• Locating online resources for Instrumentation courses:
→ http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/sinst/index.html – Socratic Instrumentation website,
for course worksheets
→ http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/index.html – Modular Electronics Learning
Project modules documenting instructional texts, problem sets, experiments, and projects
→ http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/doc/topical.html – Socratic Electronics website,
topical worksheets page containing many PDF files full of practice problems and answers

• “Inverted” theory sessions
→ There is no lecture, because lecture places students in a passive state of mind when they need to
be actively engaged with the subject matter. An “inverted” structure is used instead, where students
independently study the subject matter in advance, then share what they learned during class sessions.
→ Students sign up for an hour-long theory session each day, no more than eight students per session,
between the hours of 12:00 Noon and 3:00 PM.
→ The course document specifies tutorials to read and outline, and questions to answer, prior to each
session. This preparatory work takes the place of lecture.
→ Theory session work is graded on the basis of good-faith effort rather than accuracy or correctness. At
the start of each session, each student’s preparatory work (e.g. written outline for the assigned reading
and work shown for all assigned questions) will be checked and recorded by the instructor. A second
mark is given for contributing helpfully to the dialogue, and not just asking for help. Grade deductions
(−1% each) are levied for each instance of unpreparedness or non-participation. In the event of absence,
electronic submissions of your work by that session’s start time will be accepted for full credit.
→ The instructor dialogues with students during the session, answering questions, posing new questions,
monitoring students’ problem-solving, and offering helpful advice.
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• Labwork
→ Students will individually conduct scientific experiments by stating hypotheses, designing experiments
to test those hypotheses, collecting data from those experiments, and analyzing the results.
→ Students will diagnose faulted circuits, either by computer simulation or on actual circuits.
→ Students will collectively design, construct, and test practical projects either individually or in small
teams.
→ Video-recording of labwork is recommended, and recordings showing all necessary details (e.g.
identity of the student, time and date, all experimental parameters, conclusions, etc.) may be used
as evidence of objective completion in lieu of the instructor being present to witness.
→ A “Terminal Block Board” is provided to each student for the construction of experimental circuits,
and will displace solderless breadboards whenever possible. Students may take these home, but they
will be inspected and returned to the college at the end of the course, with the student responsible for
repairing any damage.

• “Mastery” assessments
→ A “mastery” assessment or objective is something required in order to pass the course.
→ A “mastery” exam is one that cannot be passed unless all questions are correctly answered. Multiple
opportunities are given to re-take (different versions) of every mastery exam. The percentage score
earned on the first version taken is the only one recorded for grading.
→ Lab objectives (e.g. experiments, troubleshooting, and projects) are mastery, in that they must all
be completed to professional standards in order to pass the course. A percentage score is given based
on the number of attempts required to meet the standard of each objective. Late completion results in
a zero score.

• Students are responsible for completing all assigned work, for doing their own work, checking
their email accounts for messages, safeguarding and presenting instructor-signed records of progress,
maintaining the lab rooms and assigned equipment in good working order, and contacting the instructor
prior to any absence.

• A failing grade will be earned if any mastery objectives are unmet by the end of the school day
on the deadline date, or for any of the following behaviors: false testimony (lying), cheating on any
assignment or assessment, plagiarism (presenting another’s work as your own), willful violation of a
safety policy, theft, harassment, sabotage, destruction of property, or intoxication.

• Self-defeating behaviors include the following:
→ Impatience – expecting immediate success in endeavors where patient attention and hard work is
necessary.
→ Bluffing – claiming to confidently understand rather than asking good questions and seeking resources.
→ Lack of initiative – procrastinating on deadlines, waiting for others to tell you what to do, not
preparing for future exams and assignments, etc.
→ Caring more about your grade than your learning – grades are nothing more than indicators of
learning designed to give you valuable feedback. They are not a goal in and of themselves. Mastering
your chosen craft is the goal.

• One piece of advice: Treat your learning as though your career depends on it, because it does!

file m0004
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Session 2

Source text – Series-Parallel Circuits learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod seriesparallel.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Full Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Mixed-source circuits” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Interpreting a SPICE analysis” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).

Note that the Modular Electronics Learning Project website hosts a number of modules on the use
of SPICE software for circuit simulation, and that these particular modules showcase a range of circuit
simulations complete with source code (“netlists”) and simulation results. These examples not only serve as
guides for using SPICE, but they also serve as practice circuit-analysis problems complete with answers for
you to check your work! These example simulations are highly recommended for your study!
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Session 3

Source text – Diagnostic Fundamentals learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod diagnostic.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Simple lamp circuit” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Malfunctioning oven” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Dual-lamp circuit malfunction (scenario #4)” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).

During the session, we will also use the TROUBLESHOOT circuit troubleshooting simulator to simulate a
series-parallel resistor circuit. The circuit we will simulate is circuit 001 (“Three-resistor voltage divider with
DC voltage source”), the diagram for which may be found in the same directory on your personal computer
as the TROUBLESHOOT software. You are encouraged to use this software at any time to practice and hone
your troubleshooting skills.
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Session 4

Source text – Inductors and Inductive Circuits

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod inductor.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

Source text – Capacitors and Capacitive Circuits

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod capacitor.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Modeling inverse exponential growth and decay section of the
Derivations and Technical References chapter.

• Complete “Measuring capacitance by time delay” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Session 5

Source text – Semiconducting Electronic Devices learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod semi.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Simplified Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “BJT switching circuit configurations” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

• Complete “MOSFET switching circuit configurations” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Faults in a PNP-controlled MOSFET switching circuit” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section
of the Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Session 6

Open Session

Today’s “open” class session is unstructured, and is intended to be a time for you to ask questions of your
instructor, complete remaining work, prepare for any upcoming assessments, etc.

Open class sessions may be dropped from the calendar if any school days are lost due to inclement weather
or other unforeseen interruptions.
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Session 7

The written exam will consist of the following questions:

• (1 question) Series resistor circuit calculations

• (1 question) Parallel resistor circuit calculations

• (1 question) Identify possible faults in a source/switch/load circuit

• (1 question) Identify possible faults in a voltage divider circuit

• (1 question) RC time-delay circuit calculations

• (1 question) LR time-delay circuit calculations

The written exams are printed on paper, and will be handed to you at the beginning of the exam
session. They are closed-book and closed-note. A scientific calculator is allowed, but no use of mobile
phones or personal computers as calculators. Music played through earbuds is welcome. You may ask
questions of the instructor, who will clarify questions but will not provide hints or any other form of help.
Numerical answers must be within 1% of the correct (un-rounded) answer in order to be counted as correct.

The written exam is a mastery exam, which means passing the exam requires all questions be answered
correctly, and that passing this exam is necessary to pass the course. If upon your first submission to the
instructor any errors are found, the instructor will mark which sections of the exam have been passed (with
“1” characters) and which sections have not (with “0” characters), and will return the exam to you for
another attempt. If upon your second submission any errors remain (or new errors added), you must re-take
a different version of the exam on a different day. Scoring is based on the number of attempts: the number
of “1” marks divided by the total number of “0” and “1” marks. The score from the first version of the
exam you take factors into your course grade. Re-take exams are not scored, but only checked for absence
of all errors by the second submission. Exam re-takes occur during lab time, a maximum of one per day.

Following the written exam will be a demonstration exam where you will build a circuit at your
desk using your Terminal Block Board and then demonstrate its correct operation to the instructor. A
multimeter is permitted, but the circuit must not be energized with any form of electrical source except
during demonstration. Circuit demonstration occurs at the front of the classroom where you will be given
2 minutes to set up and demonstrate its correct operation to the instructor. If the demonstration is
unsuccessful, you may return to your desk to fix the problem(s) and then re-try with the same time limit.
The demonstration exam is closed-book, but component “pinout” references are allowed.

The demonstration exam is also a mastery exam, with re-takes (maximum of one per day) allowed. The
exam’s score is based on the number of attempts (e.g. 1 attempt = 100% ; 2 attempts = 80% ; 3 attempts
= 50% ; 4 attempts = 10% ; 5 or more attempts = 0%). Any violation of a safety standard (e.g. handling
energized conductors) counts as a failed attempt.

Demonstration circuit parameters will be randomized by the instructor. Students will be made aware of
the circuit options well in advance of the exam in order to master the necessary principles and procedures,
but exact component values, test conditions, and other details will not be revealed until the exam begins.
Terminal Block Boards must be “blank” (i.e. no pre-placed or pre-wired components) in order to ensure
every student actually builds their own circuit during the exam session. Any re-takes after the scheduled
exam date will be with new (randomized) circuits.

This exam’s demonstration circuit is a four-resistor series-parallel resistor circuit energized by a DC
voltage source. The instructor will provide the circuit schematic diagram, the resistor values, and the
voltage source value. Your task is to accurately predict resistor voltage drops, then demonstrate that the
measured voltages match your predicted voltages.
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Session 8

Source text – Basic Principles of Digital learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod digital.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Pulse-width modulation” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Logic levels in a simple transistor circuit” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Using Python to evaluate basic logic expressions” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of
the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Boolean expressions for simple combinational networks” in the Quantitative Reasoning
section of the Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Session 9

Source text – Electromechanical Relays learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod relay.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Sketching connections for a dual-temperature monitor” in the Conceptual Reasoning section
of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “5 Volt relay powered by a 24 Volt source” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Simple fire alarm system” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Source text – Relay Ladder Logic learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod ladderlogic.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Conveyor warning siren” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Truth table for a relay circuit” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

• Complete “Mistaken wiring in a steam control circuit” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Source text – Semiconductor Logic Gates learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod logicgates.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “CMOS protection diodes” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Proposed faults in a TTL gate” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Malfunctioning security alarm system” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).

file m0011

21



Session 12

Source text – Combinational Logic Circuits learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod comblogic.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “Combination lock circuit” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Truth tables from Boolean expressions” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Gate circuits from Boolean expressions” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Relay circuits from Boolean expressions” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Effect of gate fault on Boolean expression” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Source text – Latching Logic learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod latchlogic.pdf

Complete the following prior to the scheduled session with your instructor:

• Read, outline, and reflect on the Tutorial chapter in its entirety.

• Complete “UV lamp control circuit” in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

• Complete “Timing diagram for an enabled SR latch” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the
Questions chapter.

• Complete “Timing diagram for a D flip-flop” in the Quantitative Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter.

• Complete “Sound-controlled lamp” in the Diagnostic Reasoning section of the Questions chapter.

The session will begin with a graded assessment of your preparation: that you have read, outlined, and
reflected on the assigned reading and have made a good-faith effort to answer all assigned questions. If the
assignment is based on a learning module (from the ModEL Project), you will find the “Reading Outline and
Reflections” and “Foundational Concepts” subsections in the Conceptual Reasoning section of the Questions
chapter of that module helpful in offering strategies and structure for your study. Bringing your own questions
to the discussion will improve the quality of the dialogue and improve your own comprehension.

Your instructor will challenge all students in the session to share what they learned and to think critically
about the topic(s) at hand, examine students’ approach to solving problems, and offer helpful advice. You
will be graded based on your positive contributions to the dialogue and good-faith effort to solve problems
on your own.

Session grading is subtractive rather than additive, meaning that a perfect score contributes nothing
to the course grade, but an imperfect score will detract from it. This is because showing up on time
fully prepared and actively participating is both easy to accomplish and a bare-minimum standard for any
professional field. Late arrival is equivalent to unpreparedness; absence is equivalent to non-participation. If
for any reason you cannot attend, electronic submission of your work by the starting time of your scheduled
session will be accepted for full credit, with grading based on thoroughness and accuracy (rather than by
good-faith effort and participation).
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Session 14

Open Session

Today’s “open” class session is unstructured, and is intended to be a time for you to ask questions of your
instructor, complete remaining work, prepare for any upcoming assessments, etc.

Open class sessions may be dropped from the calendar if any school days are lost due to inclement weather
or other unforeseen interruptions.
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Session 15

The written exam will consist of the following questions:

• (1 question) Series-parallel resistor circuit calculations given source and resistor values

• (1 question) Series-parallel resistor circuit calculations given other values

• (1 question) Identify logic/voltage states within a combinational logic gate circuit

• (1 question) Identify logic/voltage states within a relay ladder-logic circuit

• (1 question) Identify possible faults within a malfunctioning digital logic gate circuit

• (1 question) Identify possible faults within a malfunctioning relay ladder logic circuit

The written exams are printed on paper, and will be handed to you at the beginning of the exam
session. They are closed-book and closed-note. A scientific calculator is allowed, but no use of mobile
phones or personal computers as calculators. Music played through earbuds is welcome. You may ask
questions of the instructor, who will clarify questions but will not provide hints or any other form of help.
Numerical answers must be within 1% of the correct (un-rounded) answer in order to be counted as correct.

The written exam is a mastery exam, which means passing the exam requires all questions be answered
correctly, and that passing this exam is necessary to pass the course. If upon your first submission to the
instructor any errors are found, the instructor will mark which sections of the exam have been passed (with
“1” characters) and which sections have not (with “0” characters), and will return the exam to you for
another attempt. If upon your second submission any errors remain (or new errors added), you must re-take
a different version of the exam on a different day. Scoring is based on the number of attempts: the number
of “1” marks divided by the total number of “0” and “1” marks. The score from the first version of the
exam you take factors into your course grade. Re-take exams are not scored, but only checked for absence
of all errors by the second submission. Exam re-takes occur during lab time, a maximum of one per day.

Following the written exam will be a demonstration exam where you will build a circuit at your
desk using your Terminal Block Board and then demonstrate its correct operation to the instructor. A
multimeter is permitted, but the circuit must not be energized with any form of electrical source except
during demonstration. Circuit demonstration occurs at the front of the classroom where you will be given
2 minutes to set up and demonstrate its correct operation to the instructor. If the demonstration is
unsuccessful, you may return to your desk to fix the problem(s) and then re-try with the same time limit.
The demonstration exam is closed-book, but component “pinout” references are allowed.

The demonstration exam is also a mastery exam, with re-takes (maximum of one per day) allowed. The
exam’s score is based on the number of attempts (e.g. 1 attempt = 100% ; 2 attempts = 80% ; 3 attempts
= 50% ; 4 attempts = 10% ; 5 or more attempts = 0%). Any violation of a safety standard (e.g. handling
energized conductors) counts as a failed attempt.

Demonstration circuit parameters will be randomized by the instructor. Students will be made aware of
the circuit options well in advance of the exam in order to master the necessary principles and procedures,
but exact component values, test conditions, and other details will not be revealed until the exam begins.
Terminal Block Boards must be “blank” (i.e. no pre-placed or pre-wired components) in order to ensure
every student actually builds their own circuit during the exam session. Any re-takes after the scheduled
exam date will be with new (randomized) circuits.

This exam’s demonstration circuit is a three-input combinational logic circuit driving a 120 VAC load.
The instructor will provide a truth table as well as the AC load, for which you will select the appropriate
components (gates and/or relays). All power for this circuit will be provided on the Terminal Block Board,
and the toggle switches on your Board will serve as inputs to the logic circuit. Your task is to demonstrate
that the circuit implements the correct truth table and that the load does not harm any of the other circuit
components.
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Experiments

NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Series-Parallel Circuits learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod seriesparallel.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: SPICE modeling of a series-parallel circuit” outlined
in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Series-Parallel Circuits learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod seriesparallel.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: demonstrate KVL in a series-parallel circuit”
outlined in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Capacitors and Capacitive Circuits learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod capacitor.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: demonstrate capacitive time delays” outlined in
the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Semiconducting Electronic Devices learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod semi.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: Driving a heavy load with a bipolar transistor”
outlined in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Relay Ladder Logic learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod ladderlogic.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: Demonstrate logic function using switches and
relays” outlined in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Semiconductor Logic Gates learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod logicgates.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: Demonstrate logic function using switches and IC
gate” outlined in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Experiment source text – Combinational Logic learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod comblogic.pdf

Independently prepare for and execute the “Experiment: Relay circuit implementation of an arbitrary truth
table” outlined in the Projects and Experiments chapter.

Complete the following before running the experiment:

• Write an hypothesis (i.e. what you think will happen during the experiment). Your hypothesis must be
testable, meaning a prediction that may be proven or disproven through measured data.

• Write the experimental procedure you intend to follow, describing the components and equipment you
will use, and the steps you will take. Include diagrams and code listings.

• Write a list of possible risks (both personal and system-related), and related precautions.

• Present your paper copy of objective list (in the table below) for the instructor to mark.

After running the experiment and recording data, you will need to analyze the data to see whether or not it
supports your hypothesis. If not, revise the hypothesis and/or the experiment, and re-run until both agree.
Record all data, as well as any revisions made to the hypothesis and procedure.

Your instructor must observe your experiment running, and you are free to document this on video if the
instructor cannot be present to observe. Be sure to identify yourself and also capture the time and date
within your video.

Objective Attempts Completed
Written hypothesis

Written experimental procedure (with diagrams)
Written risk assessment and mitigation plan

Safe and accurate demonstration of experiment
Data presented and archived

Written analysis: hypothesis supported?
Written analysis: sources of error?

Correctly answered challenge question
Data and written analyses for all re-runs – – – –

Fractional score ; Percentage score Score = 7 / Score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective in order from top to bottom. For each time you
claim readiness, a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be
initialed by the instructor when that objective has met the standard, which may be stated quite simply: has
this been done to a level of detail, accuracy, and safety acceptable to a professional supervisor or client? You
may ask a question or request help from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt. Note
that re-runs of an experiment are an expected occurrence and will not be counted as additional attempts –
the number of attempts only track your first run of the experiment.

A score is calculated by dividing the number of objectives (seven) by the total number of attempts to
complete those objectives. Experiments are mastery activities, meaning every experimental objective must
be properly completed by the due date in order to pass the course. A final score of zero will result if (1) the
experiment is run without a proper hypothesis, procedure, and risk assessment/mitigation; or (2) any safety
standard is violated (e.g. touching energized conductors) ; or (3) you copy anyone else’s work.
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Troubleshooting

NAME: DUE DATE:

Troubleshooting challenge Attempts Completed
Simulation: Three-resistor voltage divider with DC voltage source

Troubleshooting is mastery-based, meaning every one must be competently completed by the due date
in order to pass the course, and you will be given multiple opportunities to re-try if you do not pass on
the first attempt. Re-tries will be performed on a randomized scenario. Scoring is based on the number of
attempts necessary to successfully troubleshoot a circuit (e.g. 1 attempt = 100% ; 2 attempts = 80% ; 3
attempts = 60% ; 4 attempts = 40% ; 5 attempts = 20% ; 6 or more attempts = 0%). Troubleshooting
assessments are closed-book and closed-note.

You may practice troubleshooting as often as you wish using the open-source computer-based simulation
program TROUBLESHOOT. If the troubleshooting exercise is based on a circuit you construct, you may practice
by having classmates introduce faults which you then attempt to diagnose. If the troubleshooting is based
on a shared system owned by the college, you may practice using the system unfaulted, but will not be
permitted to practice with faults. The reason for this is that we have found when students practice inserting
faults into a common system, they often leave that system for others in a state of disrepair. Therefore, only
unfaulted practice is allowed on college-owned systems.
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NAME: DUE DATE:

Troubleshooting challenge Attempts Completed
Simulation: Two-load loaded voltage divider with DC voltage source

Troubleshooting is mastery-based, meaning every one must be competently completed by the due date
in order to pass the course, and you will be given multiple opportunities to re-try if you do not pass on
the first attempt. Re-tries will be performed on a randomized scenario. Scoring is based on the number of
attempts necessary to successfully troubleshoot a circuit (e.g. 1 attempt = 100% ; 2 attempts = 80% ; 3
attempts = 60% ; 4 attempts = 40% ; 5 attempts = 20% ; 6 or more attempts = 0%). Troubleshooting
assessments are closed-book and closed-note.

You may practice troubleshooting as often as you wish using the open-source computer-based simulation
program TROUBLESHOOT. If the troubleshooting exercise is based on a circuit you construct, you may practice
by having classmates introduce faults which you then attempt to diagnose. If the troubleshooting is based
on a shared system owned by the college, you may practice using the system unfaulted, but will not be
permitted to practice with faults. The reason for this is that we have found when students practice inserting
faults into a common system, they often leave that system for others in a state of disrepair. Therefore, only
unfaulted practice is allowed on college-owned systems.
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Projects

NAME: DUE DATE:

Project source text – Combinational Logic learning module

URL – http://ibiblio.org/kuphaldt/socratic/model/mod comblogic.pdf

• Complete the following objectives within a team of no more than four people for the project documented
as “Project: Combinational gate circuit driving 120 VAC load” in the Projects and Experiments chapter.
Alternatives to this project are authorized by instructor permission, so long as all the same learning
objectives are met.

Pre-construction objective Attempts Completed
(Team) – Prototype diagram and project scope

(Team) – Risk assessment/mitigation plan
(Team) – Project timeline and action plan

NOTE: All pre-construction objectives must be verified complete by the instructor before any project
construction or live testing begins! Since projects usually include components and resources of substantial
cost, it is important to have a solid plan before proceeding.

Objective Attempts Completed
(Team) – Demonstration of working system
(Individual) – Project diagrams and coding

(Team) – Bill of Materials
(Individual) – Written summary of lessons learned

Fractional score / Percentage score Score = / Raw score = %
Deductions for unprofessionalism Instances = Adj. score = %

The instructor will certify completion of each objective at your request. For each time you claim readiness,
a mark will be added to the corresponding “Attempt” cell. Each “Completed” cell will be initialed by
the instructor when that objective has met the standard. A full description of each objective and its
corresponding standard begins on the next page of this document. You may ask a question or request help
from the instructor at any time without counting as an attempt.

Scoring is based on the number of attempts necessary to fulfill all objectives: the number of objectives
divided by the total number of attempts to complete all objectives, expressed as a percentage. Thus, a
perfect score is possible only by completing all objectives on the first attempt. If one or more members
of a team repeatedly compromise team performance, they may be removed from the team and required to
complete the project alone. Every project is a mastery item for the course, meaning that every objective of
every project must be completed by the due date in order to pass the course.

Deductions will be levied for any instance of unprofessional behavior, and affect the Adjusted score. This
includes unsafe work practices (−20%), improper equipment usage (−10%), poor teamwork (−10%), etc.
Expectations include maintaining an orderly work environment and returning all tools and test equipment
by the end of every day, as well as following clear instructions (e.g. instructions given in equipment manuals,
learning modules, verbally by the instructor), communicating with teammates, and productively managing
time.
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Objective descriptions and standards

Prototype diagram and project scope

Prior to any construction, the team must present diagrams of what they intend to build along with
a description of what the project will do. For this particular project the prototype documentation includes
a completed truth table for the combinational circuit, schematic diagram showing all components (switches,
logic gates, interposing components, AC load, etc.), and 120 VAC load selection. The prototype diagram(s)
must include all components, component values, wiring connections, code outline, etc. The project scope
is a written description of what the completed project should actually do, and it should be as practical
and reasonable as time will allow. This step is critically important, as poor planning leads to poor project
execution!

Risk assessment/mitigation plan

The team must assess all risks associated with the project’s construction and operation, both equipment-
related and personal, along with practical steps to mitigate those risks. This project will involve 120 VAC
electrical power, and therefore there is a non-trivial risk of electrical shock and fire. To address this you will
need overcurrent protection and wiring practices appropriate for 120 VAC line power.

Project timeline and action plan

The team will present a simple timeline of expected construction and testing progress, culminating at
the project deadline date. Deviations from this plan may occur, but it is still important to formulate a plan
in order to budget time and resources.

Demonstration of working system

The team will demonstrate proper operation of the project. For this particular project, the 120 VAC
load must energize only when the correct input conditions are met, as documented in the truth table.

Project diagrams and coding

Each individual team member will present their own copy of diagrams for the project using industry-
standard formats and symbols. Any programming code must also be fully documented, complete with
comments written within the text of the code.

Bill of Materials

The team will present a simple Bill of Materials listing all components and materials necessary to build
the project, along with current cost estimates for each. Assembled devices given to students (e.g. Terminal
Block Boards) need not have their internal components itemized but may be listed as single line-items in
the Bill of Materials. The total cost of a Terminal Block Board is about $200.

Written summary of lessons learned

Each individual team member will present their own written summary describing key points they learned
during the construction and testing of the project. It is strongly encouraged that everyone document their
own mistakes, as they will inevitably occur, and it is important that they serve as learning opportunities.
The scope of this summary may be as wide as you wish, reflecting on everything from technical lessons
learned, to interpersonal lessons learned, to ways of improving time management, etc.
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