T TEMPLE UNIVERSITY"

=l Office of the Provost

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Lisa Staiano-Coico Phone: (215) 204-4775
Provost and Senior Vice President for Academic Affairs Fax: (215) 204-5816
E-mail: provost@temple.edu

To: Instructors Who Taught Courses in First Summer Session 2008
From: Lisa Staiano-Coico

Subject: Course and Teaching Evaluations

Date: July 29, 2008

Included in this report are the results from the student evaluations for your course in
First Summer 2008. The results are based on those student evaluations that were returned to
your college or departmental office by the student volunteer from your course. This message
contains a summary of the rating data and a listing of all the comments made by the students in
your course to the open-ended questions on the evaluation form. A brief explanation of how to
interpret the data is presented below.

Data from a hypothetical course section for Question 1 within the “General Information About
the Instructor” area:
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1. The instructor clearly explained | n=12 (@) “4) [€))] 0) 0) )
the educational objectives of this
course. Section 58% 33% 8% 0% 0% 4.50 0.65
Department 41% 43% 11% 4% 2% 4.17 0.89 74
College 44% 42% 9% 3% 1% 4.25 0.85 68
Level 46% 40% 9% 3% 2% 4.24 0.89 59
University 45% 41% 9% 4% 2% 4.23 0.89 66

The data presented above indicate that there were 14 students enrolled in the course, but
that only 12 returned the evaluation form. The first line in the table reports the number of
students who used each of the possible ratings. Thus, of the 12 students who completed the
rating form, 7 indicated that they “Strongly Agree” with the statement that “The instructor
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clearly explained the educational objectives of this course”, four indicated that they “Agree”
with this statement, one student reported “Neutral”, and no student indicated disagreement with
the statement. In addition, no student checked “Not Applicable” or did not answer the question.

The second line of the table (labeled “Section”) presents these same data converted into
percentages. Since 7 out of the 12 students used the rating of “Strongly Agree”, this is 58% of
the ratings. The 4 students who indicated that they “Agree” with the statement represent 33% of
the ratings, and so on. Using a value of 5 for “Strongly Agree,” 4 for “Agree,” 3 for “Neutral”
and so on, the mean (or average) for this section is 4.50. The column labeled “SD” (for
Standard Deviation) is an indication of the dispersion of the ratings. Since most of the students
rated the course fairly highly, the dispersion of these ratings is relatively small.

The final four lines of the table report the data for different comparison groups. These
groups are:

Third line (Department): All of the courses in the same department as the
hypothetical course

Fourth line (College): All of the courses in the same college as the hypothetical
course

Fifth line (Level): All of the courses, across the University, at the same level

(lower division undergraduate, upper division
undergraduate, or graduate/professional) as the
hypothetical course

Sixth line (University): All of the courses across the entire University

The final number in the table at the end of lines three through six is a percentile rank that
is provided as one way to compare an instructor’s ratings to these different groups. For
example, on the bottom line, the table indicates that for Question 1, the average score for all
University courses rated in the sample semester was 4.23. When the average Question 1 scores
for all University courses are listed from top to bottom, the hypothetical course’s average of
4.50 is at the 66" percentile. That is, 66% of all the courses had average scores lower than the
hypothetical’s on Question 1. These data are reported for all 15 questions on the evaluation
form.

The additional data that are reported (page 1 of your report) were derived from the
questions at the top of the student evaluation form. These questions ask the students to indicate
what their interest was in the course prior to taking it, what grade they expect to get, whether the
course was required or elected, and the number of hours per week spent preparing for the
course. As before, comparison data are provided.

Please be advised that data are not reported for any course in which the enrollment is
less than eight. This decision was made to ensure that anonymity is maintained for students
whose identity might be determined in courses with limited enrollment.

If you have suggestions about the way the form is structured or about the way the data
are reported, please send your suggestions to provost@temple.edu. Thank you for your
participation.
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Temple University Course and Teaching Evaluation - Summer |1 2008

CRN: 003922 TIMES TAUGHT:
INSTR. NAME: JOHNSON, MICHAEL INSTR. TUid: 911971176
DEPARTMENT: MATH (01305) COURSE NAME: CALCULUSIII
COURSE #: 1042 INSTRUCTOR: 1 of1
SECT. #: 011
CAMPUS: BROAD AND MONTGOMERY
COLLEGE: SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
ENROLLMENT: 15
COMPLETED EVALUATIONS: 12 = z
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=2 ) > ] = ]
n n [ @ 2 2] ]
-t N w Q =1 o =
1. Before enrolling, my level of interest in the n=12 (1) 9) (2) (0)
subject matter of this course was Section 8% 75% 17% 208 0.49
Department 35% 47% 18% 1.84 0.71 70
College 24% 51% 25% 2.01 0.70 56
Level 23% 51% 26% 2.03 0.70 58
University 17% 47% 36% 2.19 0.70 35
> w o o -
n n n n n
B w N - o
2. Expected grade in this course n=12 (5) (6) (1) (0) 0) (0)
Section 42% 50% 8% 0% 0% 3.33 0.62
Department 32% 44% 21% 2% 1% 3.05 0.83 81
College 35% 46% 17% 1% 0% 3.14 0.77 69
Level 39% 47% 12% 1% 0% 3.25 0.71 60
University 45% 44% 10% 1% 0% 3.34 0.68 46
g m
B g
g 5
n n
- N
3. Course was: Required or Elective n=12 (12) (0) (0)
Section 100% 0% 1.00 0.00
Department 94% 6% 1.06 0.24 49
College 89% 11% 1.11 0.31 48
Level 77% 23% 1.23 0.42 33
University 73% 27% 1.27 0.44 33
=
5 5
5 2 2 > 5
-- W -] © ©
n n n n n
- N w B (3]
4. Hours per week spent preparing for course n=12 (0) (1) (2) (6) (3) (0)
Section 0% 8% 17% 50% 25% 3.92 0.86
Department 14% 46% 30% 7% 3% 2.41 0.94 99
College 10% 44% 31% 10% 6% 2.57 0.99 98
Level 13% 53% 26% 5% 2% 2.29 0.84 99
University 11% 48% 29% 7% 4% 2.45 0.93 97
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Temple University Course and Teaching Evaluation - Summer |1 2008

CRN: 003922 TIMES TAUGHT:
INSTR. NAME: JOHNSON, MICHAEL INSTR. TUid: 911971176
DEPARTMENT: MATH (01305) COURSE NAME: CALCULUSIII
COURSE #: 1042 INSTRUCTOR: 1of1
SECT. #: 011
CAMPUS: BROAD AND MONTGOMERY 2
COLLEGE: SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY % é
8 o S g
ENROLLMENT: 15 N > z @ g > o
a @ 3 Q Q 2 2
COMPLETED EVALUATIONS: 12 ) g 3 g g H = 3
LR S S S SR SR R R
The instructor clearly explained the n=12 (7) (4) (1) (0) (0) (0)
educational objectives of this course. Section 58% 33% 8% 0% 0% 4.50 0.65
Department 42% 40% 12% 4% 2% 4.15 0.93 75
College 42% 41% 11% 4% 2% 4.16 0.93 72
Level 45% 40% 9% 3% 2% 4.25 0.87 67
University 47% 40% 9% 3% 2% 4.28 0.86 63
The instructor was well organized and n=12 9) (2) (1) (0) (0) (0)
prepared for class. Section 75% 17% 8% 0% 0% 467 062
Department 48% 38% 10% 3% 1% 4.28 0.86 81
College 46% 39% 9% 3% 2% 4.25 0.88 80
Level 50% 38% 8% 3% 1% 4.32 0.84 79
University 51% 37% 8% 3% 1% 4.33 0.84 76
So far, the instructor has graded fairly. n=12 (5) (5) (2) (0) (0) (0)
Section 42% 42% 17% 0% 0% 4.25 0.72
Department 48% 37% 10% 4% 2% 4.25 0.90 42
College 44% 37% 12% 4% 3% 4.15 0.97 46
Level A47% 37% 11% 4% 2% 4.24 0.91 42
University 48% 36% 11% 3% 2% 4.25 0.91 41
The instructor scheduled time and was n=12 (7) (5) (0) (0) (0) (0)
available to students outside of class. Section 58% 42% 0% 0% 0% 458 0.49
Department 43% 37% 16% 3% 1% 4.19 0.88 79
College 1% 38% 16% 3% 1% 4.15 0.89 82
Level 42% 38% 16% 3% 1% 418 0.87 82
University 45% 37% 15% 2% 1% 4.22 0.86 78
The instructor provided prompt feedback n=12 (10) (2) (0) (0) (0) (0)
R lomentos P olects, renearsals, and Section 83% 17% 0% 0% 0% 483 037
Department 45% 39% 11% 4% 2% 4.23 0.89 95
College 42% 39% 12% 4% 2% 4.16 0.94 96
Level 43% 39% 12% 4% 2% 417 0.93 96
University 45% 38% 11% 4% 2% 4.21 0.92 94
The instructor consistently started and n=12 (11) (1) (0) (0) (0) (0)
ended class on time. Section 9% 8% 0% 0% 0% 492 028
Department 49% 40% 7% 3% 1% 4.33 0.82 98
College 47% 42% 7% 2% 1% 4.31 0.81 98
Level 49% 40% 7% 2% 1% 4.35 0.80 99
University 50% 40% 6% 3% 1% 4.35 0.81 98
The instructor promoted a classroom n=12 (8) (3) (0) (1) (0) (0)
smomhersinunchiteiesto L Seoion  ere 2w 0% % v 450 087
Department 46% 36% 11% 4% 3% 4.19 0.96 70
College 46% 36% 1% 4% 3% 4.19 0.97 63
Level 51% 34% 10% 3% 2% 4.29 0.91 58
University 53% 34% 9% 3% 2% 4.33 0.89 53
The instructor taught this course well. n=12 (8) (3) (1) (0) (0) (0)
Section 67% 25% 8% 0% 0% 4.58 0.64
Department 44% 33% 14% 6% 4% 4.08 1.06 78
College 43% 34% 13% 5% 4% 4.08 1.06 74
Level 48% 34% 11% 4% 3% 4.19 1.00 71
University 49% 33% 11% 4% 3% 4.21 0.99 67
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Temple University Course and Teaching Evaluation - Summer |1 2008

CRN: 003922 TIMES TAUGHT:
INSTR. NAME: JOHNSON, MICHAEL INSTR. TUid: 911971176
DEPARTMENT: MATH (01305) COURSE NAME: CALCULUSIII
COURSE #: 1042 INSTRUCTOR: 1 of1
SECT. #: 011
CAMPUS: BROAD AND MONTGOMERY 2
COLLEGE: SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY % é
8 o S g
ENROLLMENT: 15 N > z @ g > -
a @ 3 Q Q 2 2
COMPLETED EVALUATIONS: 12 g g 3 g g H = 3
LR S S S SR SR R R
1. The course materials (textbook, handouts, n=12 (4) (7) (1) (0) (0) (0)
S oitye activities were usefuland  gegtion 33% 58% 8% 0% 0% 425 060
Department 29% 42% 18% 7% 4% 3.83 1.05 83
College 29% 42% 18% 7% 4% 3.85 1.04 81
Level 33% 42% 17% 6% 3% 3.96 0.99 73
University 34% 1% 16% 6% 3% 3.99 0.99 67
2. llearned a great deal in this course. n=12 (4) (8) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Section 33% 67% 0% 0% 0% 4.33 0.47
Department 28% 41% 21% 7% 3% 3.84 1.02 84
College 30% 43% 18% 6% 3% 3.92 0.97 79
Level 35% 42% 16% 5% 2% 4.01 0.96 73
University 39% 40% 14% 4% 2% 4.10 0.94 63
3. lincreased my ability to analyze and n=9 (2) (6) (1) (0) (0) (3)
S ol ol oy eas, arguments, Section 22%  67% 11% 0% 0% 411 057
Department 25% 37% 28% 7% 3% 3.73 1.02 77
College 26% 38% 26% 7% 3% 3.78 1.00 72
Level 30% 39% 23% 6% 2% 3.89 0.98 65
University 34% 39% 20% 5% 2% 3.99 0.96 53
4. Information technology (Internet, e-mail, n=9 (2) (3) (4) (0) (0) (3)
gourseware, efc.) was used effectively Section 22%  33%  44% 0% 0% 378 079
Department 25% 33% 27% 9% 5% 3.65 1.10 57
College 32% 39% 20% 6% 3% 3.91 1.01 36
Level 34% 40% 19% 5% 2% 3.99 0.96 31
University 37% 40% 17% 4% 2% 4.05 0.94 26
5. lgained an interest in learning more about n=12 (2) (7) (2) (1) (0) (0)
the material covered in this course. Section 17% 58% 17% 8% 0% 3.83 0.80
Department 19% 26% 30% 15% 9% 3.31 1.21 83
College 24% 34% 25% 11% 6% 3.59 1.15 63
Level 30% 35% 21% 9% 5% 3.77 1.12 50
University 35% 36% 18% 7% 4% 3.92 1.07 36
6. This course had value to me. n=12 (3) (6) (3) (0) (0) (0)
Section 25% 50% 25% 0% 0% 4.00 0.71
Department 25% 38% 23% 9% 6% 3.67 1.11 74
College 28% 40% 20% 7% 4% 3.82 1.06 63
Level 33% 39% 18% 6% 4% 3.91 1.04 54
University 39% 39% 14% 5% 3% 4.06 0.99 39
g > g g
7. The workload for this course was n=12 (1) 9) (2) (0) (0) (0)
Section 8% 75% 17% 0% 0% 3.92 0.49
Department 3% 24% 61% 11% 1% 3.19 0.70 95
College 9% 32% 51% 8% 1% 3.40 0.77 89
Level 4% 22% 62% 11% 1% 3.19 0.71 95
University 5% 27% 58% 9% 1% 3.27 0.72 92
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Temple University Course and Teaching Evaluation - Summer |1 2008

CRN: 003922
INSTR. NAME: JOHNSON, MICHAEL

INSTRUCTOR: 1 of 1

Additional ltems Report

Below is an analysis of responses in the
"Additional Items" section of the student
sheets.

This section was not scored because either additional (optional) items were not
used or no additional items were answered.
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003922: Comment #1
mE m

Part 6, Comments
Pleasa comment an the quality of the course and instruction.

1. What aspects of the course or the instrugtor's approach contributed most to your learning?

Always spswered Guehons
Phoraughly  aret  (n a WY o
uﬂa[.ev‘;’t?md Conc_dffs ﬁll{\/.

2. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach would you change to improve the learning that takes place in the course?

3. Please comment on the instructor's sansitivity to the divarsity (for example, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class.
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003922: Comnﬁm #?- ——

Part 6, Comments
Piaase comment on the quality of the course and instruction.

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning?

2. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach would you change to improve the learning that takes place in the course?

e ouwizzs wor oy hardl ! IW ol o4 Dine (){)ﬂy
howmdwort & st Jhxxﬁglea/ o The ﬁw‘zzes,

3. Please comment on tha instructar's sansitivity to the diversity (for example, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class,

i
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003922: Comnﬁm #3--_

Part6. Comments
Piease comment on thae qualily of the course and instruction,

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning?
Thoo wsfveter ovan very ek ovd  orqanized.
Tt war  ApR b ha gow & (o of
mOvdoel  alfenfoa @ Mmedr Sure Haat
e wuos c::.\r-o..u\l\\o e sy o o o VH

Qoxrx o apBwea, qmﬁm‘%'

2. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach would you change to improve the lgarning that takes place in the course?

(oradis PObHA o O\,

3. Please comment on the instructor’s sansitivity to the diversity (for example, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class.
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003922: Comment #4
EE =

Part6. Comments
Please comment on the quality of the course and instruction.

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning? N_
ey l atl

Ao e of oAt e Thao )
@ﬂ\‘LM GCLQ"D l\ua’tla—f?( "ﬁ'w S‘j ™ 9,\'9_ ?JB/ M\g Coel € [DO—O(

2. What aspects of the course or the instrucior's approach would you change to improve the learning that takes place in the course?

Moma

3. Please comment on the instructor's sensitivity to tha diversity (for example, political viewpaint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class.
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003922: Comnﬁm #5-._

Part6. Comments
Please comment on the quality of the course and instruction.

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your l@arning?

very enthasicshc abowd  caleu Luslf

2, What agpects of the course or the instructor’s approach would you change to improve the laarning that takes place in the course?

Ruwzzes e,UC/VLo‘OLﬂ/Vl ,

3. Please comment on the instructor's sansitivity to the diversity (for example, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability} of the students in the class.

NO PATIN' e wos wnice fo alt Shacdats
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003922: Comment #6
EE mm

Part 6. Comments
Pleasa comment on the quality of the course and instruction,

1, What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributad most to your learning?

€xplains very c.llﬂo«,f':'-/ ¢ ‘

2. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach would you change to improve the learning that takes place in the course?

3, Please commenl on the instructor's sensitivity to the diversity (for example, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class.

He WAl genSiaive, Acfgroblﬁ'.-m_s
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003922: Comnﬁm # e —
Part6. Comments
Please comment on the qualily of the course and instruction,

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning?
Jfaxi' Lendhor
M 45 to oot

2. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach would you change to improve the learning that lakes place in the course?

3. Please commeant on the instructar's sansitivity 1o the diversity (for example, political viewpaint, raca, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
saxual idantity and disability) of the students in the class,
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003922: Comnﬁm #8--_

Part6. Comments
Please commant on the quality of the course and instruction,

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning?

2. Whal aspects of the course or tha instructor's approach would you change to improve the learning that takes place in the course?

3. Please comment on the instructor’s sensitivity to tha divarsity (for example, palitical viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disablility) of the students in the class.
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003922: Comment #9
1 T L

Part 6. Comments
Please comment on the guality of the course and instruction.

1. What aspects of the course or the instructor's approach contributed most to your learning?
—— - o i
Mmack’ Suve tnungs weve M@ty X ot cwned

—“COK —\"[M{_ O-’\d Q_‘-Pc-o-f-\- o Nelp (,.Lr'\gua;('g—‘-éb'f\d.

. . o and N oreesus Y K ‘\"&&.ue_s
ernpnasized WattaRa Rl San

avys.
- wWen4d owey p‘o\om,mg‘ - h(_u 1C;m::)\ €0

2. What aspects of the course or the instrugtor's approach would you change lo improve the learning that takes place in the course?

3. Please comment on the instructor's sensitivity to the diversity (for exampla, political viewpoint, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender,
sexual identity and disability) of the students in the class.
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