I nstructional

MATH 5320 081

Thomas Butts

Mathematical Sciences Professor
A ssessment School of Natural Sci. & Math.
S ystem University of Texas at Dallas Summer 2005
DLEC DEPARTMENT COPY
STUDENT EVALUATION OF INSTRUCTION
E=Excellent; VG=Very Good; G=Good; F=Fair; P=Poor; VP=Very Poor PERCENTAGES ' MEDIAN DECILE RANK
No. Resp's E VG G F P VP Institution College
1. The course as a whole was: 22 88 32 4.8 G sesvennes G asrasaves
2. The course content was: 22 68 32 48 Qoeesesress G eoesvsene
3. The instructor’s contribution to the course was: 22 g2 18 49 G sesnnenns G asecsenne
4 The instructor's effectiveness in teaching the subj. matter was. 22 73 27 48 8 sescsers G eesenceee
COMBINED ITEMS 1-4 88 73 27 4.8 Q seessessn G uovnnsens
5. Course organization was: 22 68 32 4.8 O sssanense G oeonneces
6. Clarity of instructor's voice was: 22 59 36 5 4.7 6 coeeee 6 seseee
7. Explanations by instructor were: 22 59 32 9 47 Bosvsnrer  Gosesanen
8. Instr's ability to present alternative explan. when needed was: 22 68 32 48 8 ossceces  Qoeecnseses
9. Instructor’s use of examples and illustrations was: 22 73 27 4.8 G eecrrrses G encensnes
10 Quality of questions or problems raised by instructor was: 22 95 5 50 Q sevescses G esenannne
11. Student confidence in instructor's knowledge was: 22 86 14 49 Q sssnssare G saeonnene
12. Instructor’s enthusiasm was: 22 64 36 47 7 sosecee 8 sesesene
13. Encouragement given students to express themselves was: 22 68 23 9 4.8 7 sessees G osvenene
14. Answers to student questions were. 22 64 32 5 47 8 eosscses B ecoerens
15. Availability of exira help when needed was: 21 76 24 48 G sesserens O vevvanron
16. Use of class ttime was: 22 64 36 4.7 8 esevesse  Qoeseseeses
17. Instructor’s interest in whether students tearned was: 21 76 24 4.8 g ssarseeer G sanecoene
18. Amount you leamed in the course was: 22 64 32 5 47 Q essvseses G esecnocen
19. Relevance and usefulness of course content were: 22 68 32 48 Q sescsener G eunsensae
20 Evaluative and grading techniques (tests, papers, etc.) were: 22 55 41 5 46 7 esesese 8 coeeesee
21. Reasonableness of assigned work was: 22 36 368 23 5 4.1 € sesses 6 verese
22 Cianty of student responsibilities and requirements was: 22 45 50 5 44 6 coeeee 7 esovoee
Much Much
Relative to other college courses you have taken: Higher Average Lower
23. Do you expect your grade in this course fo be: 21 19 43 5 33 58 AL AL
24. The intellectual challenge presented was: 21 29 48 14 10 6.1 R I - R T
25. The amount of effort you put into this course wes: 21 52 19 19 10 6.5 Q ssvesasse sousevees
26. The amount of effort to succeed in this course was. 21 43 29 14 14 6.3 T
27. Your involvement in course (assignments, attendarice, etc.) was: 21 48 24 14 14 6.4 Q esessnns G sensenens
28 On average, how many hours per 29. From the total average hours | 30. What grade do you expect 31 Inregard to your academic
week have you spent on this course, above, how many do you in this course? (Percentages) program, is this course best
including attending classes, readings, consider were valuable in described as. (Percentages)
reviewing notes, writing papers and any advancing your education?
other course related work? (Percentages) (Percentages) A (3.9-4.0) 45
A- (3.5-38) 27 In your major? 89
Under 2 Under 2 B+ (3.2-3.4) 18 A distribution requirement?
23 23 B (2931) 9 An elective? 6
4-5 45 5 B- (2.5-2 8) In your minor?
6-7 6-7 C+ (2.2-2.4) A program requirement? 6
8-9 8-9 g cC  (1921) Other?
101110 10-11 5 C- (15-18)
12-13 10 12-13 5 D+ (1.2-14)
141510 1415 23 D (0.9-11)
16-17 5 16-17 27 D- (07-0.8)
18-19 19 18-19 E (0.0)
20-21 5 20-21 Pass
22 or more 43 22 or more 27 Credit Enroliment 24
No Credit Returned forms 22
No. Resp’s 21 No. Resp's 22 Form. A
Class median  19.3 Class median  15.8 No Resp's 22 Chair Copy: No
Hours per credit  6.42 Hours per credit  5.28 Class median 37
1 Percentages are based on the number of students who rated each item Mail Box
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