: Student Course Evaluation Questionnaires Report Help
'Course-Sectlon ENGL 300 01 . Term -'S;\)'ring,zoiB ' . Enrollment- 26

Questlonnalr s 20

Tltle Comm/Tech AHEIYSIS‘

' Instructor' Burgess,Helen J

L. Did you gain new nsights,skills from thiscourse 0 0 0 0 2 3 15 465  472/1560 452 429 435 442 465
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 17 48  235/1559 446 438 431 435 480
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 1 18 495 102/1371 495 446 438 441 495
e e . 1 . e T Tevimie s s TR

5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0  © 0 0 2 E 3 15 4.65 282/1452 4.18 - 4.24 4.18 4.21

6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 z 17 4,75  185/1430 4.46 445 4.16 . 4.20

7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 /': 0 1 0 2 3 14 “4.45 608/1539 | 4.25 415 423 427 445
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 5 14 474 808/1S60 446 451 464 466 474
9. How would you grade the overallteaching effectiveness TS 1 0 0 0 s 12 a7t 2171545 426 421 414 419 471
1 Were the mstructorslect'ljrés well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 3 17 4.‘85 . 315/1496 ‘%4.62 4,49 449 ” 454 485 k
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0o O 0 1 19 k 4.95 278/1498 4.92 479 475 479 4,95
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 | 1 2 17 4.80 = 294/149 4.43 444 437 443 4.80
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0' 0 - 0 b 0 i 1 3 | 16  4.75 ’ 406/1494 R 443 o 439 437 443 4 75W
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 11 12 1 1 T4 356 11391352 365 389 412 423 3.5
’D:scusslon , ; : T V

1. Did class dlSCUSSlOﬂSAC;)n'EI‘lbUte to what you leamed 4 0 0 1 13 469  331/1248 4.67 445 423 433 469
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 0 3 13 48t 3151250 479 459 439 447 481
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 0 2 14 488 @ 292/1239 :4.79 : 4.66”‘ o 445 4.53 4.88
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Course-Sectlon ENGL30001 Term - Spring 2013
Tltle. Comm/Tech Analysus

Instructor. Burgess,Helen J
uencies urse.

Questlons ... NR

. , , stcusslon " .
. Were special techmquessuccessful 4 5 2 0 1 0 8 409 | 487/906  4.28  4.17 413 414 409

Frequency Dlstrlbutxon

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 15 Required for Majors 18 Graduate 0 Major 14
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 Cc 0 General 2 Under-grad 20 Non-major 6
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives 0 =+ _ Means there are not enough responses

P 0 to be significant

| 0 Other 0

? 0
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Course-Sectlon. ENGL32402 o Term - Spring 2013
heorles Of CommT h’ .

urgess,HeIen J

Questlons_' .

General -

13 448 707/1560 449 429 435 442 448

1 Did you gamy new mstghts skills from thls course - 0 0 0o 0 2 8

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 5 16 468 3841559 455 438 431 435 468
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 7 15 457 561/1371 450 446 438 441 457
+ D other evalustions reflect the expected gols Lo T T RYT 395/1519 T YT LT ) o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 10 0 0 0 4 18 48  163/1452 457 424 418 421 482
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 \ 0 0 1 2 7 13439 . 568/1430 4.51 4,45 416 420 4.39
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0 3 7 12 441 677/1539 14.32 4.15 423 427 441
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 o0 3 2 9 9 4,04 ' 1430/1560 :4.11”'””“ 4.517 464 466 4,04
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness = 2 1 0 0 0 11 3 4.45 476/1545 | 4.40 421 414 4.19 4.45
1. Were the instructor's lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 3 19 486  207/149 469 449 449 454 486
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 O 0 0 1 1 21 487  674/1498 4.91 | 479 475 479 4.87
3. Was lecture material presented and explainaa'cﬁxlaar\iy 1 0 0 0 1 4 17 4.73 417/1496 4.70 4,44 j 4,37 V;‘4.43 473
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 ) 0 hn O' ' 0 0' 3 ' 19 | 4’.86W 247‘/14’94‘ 4.“72 “4.39 ‘: ’4’.37” : 4.43 486
5. Dld audlowsual technlques enhance your understandmg 1 8 0 0 2 2 10 457 292/1352  3.91 13.89 4,12 ] 4,23  4.57

| Dlscussmn

15 494 | 108/1248 489 445 423 433 494

1D|d class dlscussmns contnbute to what you Iearned
255/1250  4.80 459 4. 39 4.47 | 4. 88

(an]

(an]
olo

-

.

2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 O ' 0 0 ’2” 14 488
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 0 0 0 2 14 4,88  292/1239 4.85 4,66 4.45 453 4.88
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Term Spring 2013

4+ Were pecia techmquessuccessful 5 T 0 0,, 5 0 ‘4_83 103906 ;4_67 5 ,4.,13 a1a 14.8;3,,,

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum, GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 17 Graduate 0 Major 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 23 Non-major 15
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 3 **+* _ Means there are not enough responses

P 0 to be significant

| 0 Other 0

? 4
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