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28. On average, how many
hours per week have you
spent on this course?

Percent

Under 2
2-3
4-5
6-7
8-9
10-11
12-13
14-15
16-17
18-19
20-21

3 22ormore
Respondents: 38

Class median: 5.7
Hours per credit: 1.89

29. From the total average hours
spent, how many do you
consider were valuable in

. What grade do you
expect in this course?

31. In regard to your academic

program, is this course best
described as:

Percent
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In your major

A distribution requirement
An elective

In your minor

A program requirement
Other

24
5

advancing your education? Percent
24 A (3.94.0)
Percent 24 A (35-38)
5 Under2 5 B+(3.2-3.4)
21 23 5 B (29-31)
34 45 3 B- (2.5-2.8)
24 67 8 C+(2.2-2.4)
5 89 8 C (1.9.2.1)
5 10-11 5 C- (1.5-2.1)
5 1213 5 D+(121.4)
14-15 8 D (0.9-1.1)
16-17 D- (0.7-0.8)
18-19 E (0.0)
20-21 3 Pass
22 or more Credit
Respondents. 38 3 No Credit
Class median: 4.9 Respondents: 38

Hours per credit:  1.63 Class median: 3.5

Challenge and
Engagement Index

CEl =5 eevee (decile rank)

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