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Relative to other college courses you have taken:
23. Do you expect your grade in this.couse to b’
24. The intellectual challenge presented was: o
25, The amount of effort you putinto s courke- was! .

26. The amount of effort to succeed in this course was:
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28. On average, how many 29. From the total average hours 30. What grade do you 31. Inregard to your academic
hours per week have you spent, how many do you expect in this course? program, is this course best
spent on this course? consider were valuable in P described as:

advancing your education? FPercent Percent
49 A (3.94.0)
Percent Percent 24 A- (3.5-3.8) 60 In your major
2 Under2 4 Under?2 8 B+ (3.2-3.4) 4 A distribution requirement
8 23 22 23 10 B (2.9-3.1) 9  An elective
31 45 33 45 4 B- (2.5-2.8) 9  In your minor
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Class median: 6.1 Class median: 5.0 Respondents: 51
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