MATH 2020 301

I nstructwnal Mathematical Sciences

A ssessment

*oureen Khan
Teaching Assistant

School of Natural Sci. & Math. Autumn 2006
University of Texas at Dallas
S y Stem DPRO DEPARTMENT COPY
STUDENT EVALUATION OF INSTRUCTION
1
E=Excellent; VG=Very Good; G=Good; F=Fair; P=Poor; VP=Very Poor E v : ERgENTFA GE'S, VP MEDIAN DECILE RANK
Respondents G @ 3 2 1 (© Instltutlon College
1. Thie'tiuiz Section a8 awholewas: T o] 21 99028 0 4 T A T8 ] Bk e
2. The content of the quiz section was: ... 18 4 25 7 4 4 | 38 Boses Lo
3. The:quiz section instr's {QSI's) contribution to the Gourse Wi A 758082 11 T TRy 405 V8200 ] Qeese | Besse
4. The QSI's effectiveness in teachmg the subj matter was: 29 39 14 11 4 4 4.0 3 ees 4 evon
C@MQLNED {TEMS 1“4& NN N ke 27 :%‘“ﬁg\vlg i Vo B 5;;4 B SN ‘3:9)‘!‘*’ w Jese 4 osee
5. Explanations by the QS were: ; e 32" A1 117458 1% 248 < | - Baswese  Boesee
6. QSlI's use of examples and 1I1ustrat|ons was: 32 36 14 11 4 4 4.0 4 oooe 4 ooee
7. Qualty of questions or problems raised by QSl was: 032,250,256 11 4 <4 38 | 3o 4 oo
8 QSI's enthusiasm was: %2 29 25 7 4 4 3.9 2 3 eee
9. Student'confidence in QSI's knowledge was: - . Yoo, 2830 NB2 U814 4 117 [ 38 . ] deess 3em
10. Encouragement given students to express themselves was 27 37 26 2 4 4 7 4.0 ] 2 o 4 oooe
11, Answers to'studént questions were: - : % 2822009 4 L T 7 [ A C 2w
12. Interest level of quiz sections was: 25 29 25 4 117 ) , Geeeee
13. QSi's openness to student Views was: . - " RV 19»5 ERG - DU 3 i R
14. QSI's ablllty to deal with student difficulties was: - 74 7 § eoeee
15. Avaliability-of exttahelp'whennesded was: . .. T .8 458 7 © B e
16. Use of quiz section time was: ) B . 7 soseees
17. QSIinterestin whether stadentsieamedwas: . ' T  Goeane
18. Amount you learned in the quiz sections was: ‘ 28 2 4 11  Boeuees
19. Relevange and usefulness-of quiz'section content were! . 28% -39 2.1 7 4 "B eedees
20. Coordination between lectures and quiz sections was: . 28 25 25 21 18 4 2
21. Reasonableness of assigned wotk for quiz section was: . "8 28 32.25 4 1, 4 ovee
22. Clarity of student responsibilities and requirements was: 28 25 29 20 7 7 2.
Much Much
Higher Average Lower
Relative to other coilege courses you have taken. M © 6 @ 3 @ (1)
23, Do you éxpect your graderin this courss GTIT 26738194 4 F ot 1
24. The intellectual challenge presented was: 27 | 22 37 22 19 6§ eoonee G
25. “The.amount of effort you put o this.course was:. il ke HS 30 1537 4 Jvy 4 voer
26. The amount of effort to succeed in this course was 27 19 41 22 19 6 eosees 6 eeoeee
27. Yourinvolvementin course (assignments, attendanice, 66 was: . 2175 T83 ge G Goen
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 described as:
advancing your education? Pergent Percent
Percent Percent ﬁ 2- ((gggg)) 62 In your major
4 Under 2 11 Under?2 7 B+(3.2-3.4) A distribution requirement
22 23 30 23 15 B (2.9:3.1) An elective
37 45 33 4-5 7 B- (2.5-2.8) In your minor
15 6-7 7 67 11 C+(2.2-2.4) 38 A program requirement
11 89 7 89 19 C (1.92.1) Other
710 7 1011 4 C (152.1)
4 1213 4 12413 D+ (1.2-1.4)
14-15 14-15 D (0.0-1.1)
16-17 16-17 D- (0.7-0.8) Challenge and
18-19 18-19 P Engagement Index
20-21 20-21 ) E oo CEl =5 ssese il
22 or more 22 or more Cf::it = (decile rank)
gespondgpts: i?a Respondents: 27 No Credit
ass median: 4. Class median. 4.1 R :
Hours per credit: Hours per credit: C,::zogggrat:: 379
1 Percentages are based on the number of students who rated each item. AU06:01764 Respondents: 28 Mailbox:
© 2006, University of Washington-OEA Enrollment: 40 ChairCopy?  No

Batch TD 515-000784

Classes' 1 annted: 1/25/2007



