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=Excellent; VG=Very Good; G=Good; F=Fair; P=Poor; VP=Very Poor E VG G F P VP MEDIAN DECILE RANK
Respondents G @ e @ 1 (© Institution College
1. The qtiiz section‘as a whole-wais:™ SERNANE T B B eSS AR S BUE-X- RN R PR
2. The content of the quiz section was: Ky 31 10 4.0 ] Sesess Geeee
3. The quiz section,instr's (O1's} contribution fo the course was® ™ 287586 PR .8, CRE F o Beee o Boeese
4. The QSI's effectiveness in teachm the subj matter was: 31 34 17 17 ) 40 3 eee 4 voee
COMBINEDITEMS 14, 82827924 14774 R B R
5. Explanations by the QS! were: ~ w2828 .31 10 3. s 3ee 3vee
6. QSI's use of examples and illustrations was ] 30 41 22 7 4.0 4 oo 4 esoe
7. Quality of questions or probléms raised by QSIwas: .. .. i 7 32 25 .3 .7 38 .| 3 4 ove
8. QSI's enthusiasm was: 29 29 32 7 4 .., 38 2 2
9. Student confidefice in QSI% knawledgs was: 25325738 14v0T 138 A B B
10. Encouragement given students to express themselves was: 22 30 37 7 4 3.6 1. 200
11. - Answars 1o student questions wereb. -y B2 86 Mors o b BT B 2w
12. Interest level of quiz sections was: 32 T 7 34 L3 4 seee
13. QSI's:openness to student views was: B 2T 4 S 4 vees
14. QSI's ablhty deal with student difficulties was: 22 48 15 15 _ Beseee
15. Avallabiiity MP&WMM& was:. 85T A g2 VR 51, TG eee
16. Use of qunz section time was: 91 34 31 28 3 3 e
17. QSl's interestin whetherstudents leamed was: 28 w80 Aot BT
18. Amount you leamed in the quiz sections was: 29 24 41 14 14 3 . 5 eesee
19. Relevance andusefulness of quiz section contant were: - 29 34 34 24 7 - <41 Seseen . Goersens
20. Coordination between lectures and quiz sections was: 29 5 29 14 7 3 46 8 esssssss B esreree
21. Reasonableness of assigned work for quiz section was: L2l 48 28 4812 . 43 Tigwsosns 7 voveens
22. Clarity of student responsibilities and requirements was: 27 44 33 19 4 43 € eeeoee 7 eooesee
Much Much
Higher Average Lower
Relative to other college courses you have taken: n© 6 @ e @ (1)
23. Do you expect your grade in this course toBer CTALARB R T B4 ) 2 3oes
24. The intellectual challenge presented was: 11 25 39 21 4 51 3 eee 3 eee
25, The amount of effort you put into this course was: CTAT B8R 3 3 T L AT e L 2.
26. The amount of effort to succeed in thts course was: . 14 38 7 31 7 3 .l 55 §ooeee § eoeee
27. Yourlfivolvément ifi coiirse’ ;- atiendarics, efc. ) was' ™ L1058 47 8 et L g 2 20
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 on this course?

spent, how many do you
consider were valuable in

expect in this course?

program, is this course best
described as:

advancing your education? Percent Percent
25 A (3.9-4.0)
Percent Percent 11 A- (3.538) 56 In your major
18 Under 2 17 Under 2 21 B+ (3.2-3.4) 7 A distribution requirement
4 23 28 2-3 R An elective
18 B (2.9-3.1)
36 4-5 28 4-5 4 B- (2.5-2.8) In your minor
21 6-7 17 6-7 7 C+1{22:2.4) 37 A program requirement
7 89 8-9 - Other
C (1.9-2.1)
7 10-11 10-11 4 C- (15-2.1)
3 1‘2112 7 1213 4 D+(1.2-1.4)
- 14-15 4 D (0.9-1.1)
16-17 3 1617 D- (0.7-0.8) Challenge and
18-19 18-19 E (0.0) Engagement Index
20-21 20-21 Pass CEl =3+ (decile rank)
22 or more 22 or more Credit
Respondepts: 28 Respondents: 29 4 No Credit
Class median: 5.1 Class median: 3.9 Respondents: 28
Hours per credit: Hours per credit: Class median; 3.3
1 Percentages are based on the number of students who rated each item. AU06:01774 Respondents: 29 Mailbox:
Enroliment: 45 ChairCopy? No
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