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1
E=Excellent; VG=Very Good; G=Good; F=Fair; P=Poor; VP=Very Poor E Vv (l: ERgENTFA GE|S: VP MEDIAN DECILE RANK
Respondents ® @ 3 @ 0 (0) Institution College
1, The quiz seclionas’awhole Wass, ' v, 7 S 223 b 13748047 79 37 8 B
2. The content of the quiz section was: 23 4 39 3B 17 4 3.3 1e 20
3, The quiz section Instr's (QSI's} contribition 1o the course was: ;».  /4237F%. ~22 .38+ 13 4@ 18 4 gk ] 42 Bee
4. The QSI's effectiveness in teachmg the subj matter was: 22 18 36 5 14 9 3.1 1 1
COMBINED (TEMS 14 RN oM 1 oo 35 28,120 ﬁ:{ M B8] 2w L2
5. Explanations by the QStiwere: .. 7.4 : 2847 17 SR ] 34l 2 2
6. QSl's use of examples and |Ilustratlons was: 39 22 17 9 4 | 34 1. 2
7. Quality of questions or problems Taised by QSI was:. . %08 30 9 e 98 | 31 1e 1e
8. QSI's enthusiasm was: ‘ .9 13 )17 39 1/3 9 22 0 0
9. Student confidence.n QSls knowledge was;. . ... . 24,874 3 9. 1875 8§ 38 < 3o
10. Encouragement given students to express themselves was 23 9 30 3% 9 4 9 3.2 0 1.
11. Answers to studentq 4 23300 22, 30717043 4 4] - 38 Freee 3se
12. Interest level of quiz sectlons was: o 23 26 35 22 4 13 28 1. 1
13. QSi's openness to studentviewswas; 0 RVCRI < R - - M-~ X S RO WY SRS & 28 1 2
14. QSI's ability to deal with student difficulties was: ) w2‘)3 13 43 17 13, 9 4 37 3 eee (3
15. Availability of éxtra hely when needed was: 23 b 198G, 34 404 33 G 2 o
16. Use of quiz section time was: o 2 22 39 13 4 17 4 | 3ee 3 e
17. QSf's interest inwhether students leamed was: .~ 6§ Gy . PR RS ‘4
18. Amount you leamed in the qunz sections was o ] . 6 ’ 4 2 2
d usefulness: on contert wer AT 13 8.8 04 RS PR £
20. Coordination between lectures and qulz sectlons was: 231 9 3 39 13 4 . 1. 1.
21. Reasonableness of assigried work for quiz section was: - o 23 A3 300899 4 VAL 88 ] 2w 2w
22. Clarity of student responsibilities and requirements was: 23 13 35 30 17 4 34 1. 2
Much Much
Higher Average Lower
Relative to other college courses you have taken: M ® ® ) (3) (2) (1)
23, Do-you expect your gradedn this.course to be: i A9 U bewdB . f R o G
24, The mtellec al challenge presented wa 4 oeee
‘  affort you pub inkd this:oourse was: < * "5 esene
26. The amount of effort to succeed in this course was: B eoesee 5 esees
27.Your involvement ir course (assignments, attendanice; etc.ywas: S B U Buseieen

28. On average, how many 29. From the total average hours 30. What grade do you 31. In regard 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? Percent Percent
17 A (3.9-4.0) -
P—erc—e—n—t Ee..@_e_m 13 A- (3.5-3.8) 61 In your maior
Under 2 4 Under?2 13 B+ (3.2- 4 A distribution requirement
(3.2-3.4)
;g ig gg ‘Z‘g 30 B (29-31) 4 IA" elective
- - 4 B- (2.5-2.8) N your minor
30 &-7 17 8-7 C+(2.2-2.4) 30 A program requirement
9 89 9 89 13 C (1.92.1) Other
9 10-11 9 10-11 4 C- (1.5-2.1)
2 12-13 4 1213 D+ (1.2-1.4)
12:1? ;gj? 4 8- ig?'g’;; Challenge and
; g-; 51.) 18-19 E ( 0.'0)' : Engagement Index
- 20-21 Pass CEl =5 eeees decile rank
22 or more 22 or more Credit ( ank)
Respondents: 23 Respondents: 23 No Credit
Class medla!’]: 6.2 Class median: 4.7 Respondents: 23
Hours per credit: Hours per credit: Class median: 3.0

1. Percentages are based on the number of students who rated each item.
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