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1. Thecourse as awholewissr - > . © . 0 " Uk T g 44 48 6 6. e 48] 1 Tessiein 7T vesenes
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6. Clanty of instructor’s voice was: B 16 69 12 6 12 4.8 7 sseeses B oessesens
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9. Instryctor’s use of examples.and iustrations was: - .. .. A 16} 62 31 .8 47 © Boeseseeny B reasiens
10. Quality of questions or problems raised by instructor vyas ) 16| 44 50 6 44 6 coneee T seavece
11, Stutlent éonfidence in. ﬂmmfsmwedgewas e 6 75 1978 T 48 8 asesores  § retnaaes
12. Instructor's enthusiasm was: .. w®ip 75 19 6 48 8 esccccse G ocsnseeee
13. Encouragement given sitidents to &Xpress themselves was: = =, 167 . 76 197" 6. . &8 ] B Goereessens
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spent on this course? consider were valuable in described as:
advancing your education? Percent Percent
Percent Percent ‘1‘3 2_ ((gg_gg; 57 In your maijor
Under 2 Under 2 B+ (3.2-3.4) A distribution requirement
6 23 6 2-3 19 B (2.9-3.1) 7 An elective
6 4-5 12 4-5 6 B- (2.5-2.8) 7 In your minor
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25 89 12 8-9 6 C (1.9-2.1) Other
12 10-11 19 10-11 C- (152.1)
12 1213 Dl
6 12-13 D+ (1.2-1.4)
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1 Percentages are based on the number of students who rated each itern.
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