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Student Feedback on Teaching Summary Results
A comprehensive course outiine was provided |,

Learning objectves were clearly prezentzd

The courzs content matched what was presented on the course outline

The course matenals were useful in promoting leaming of the course concepts
The instructor encouraged student participation

The instructor responded to all questions in a respeciful manner

The instructor respected diversity among the students

g‘

The instructor clearly explained the course concepts

The instructional method{z) enhanced student leaming

[X2]
I
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The instructor monitored student leaming in order to make adjustments to pace of delivery
The instrucior appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course

The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class

The inztructor appeared well prepared for clazs

| found the course appropnately challenging

found the course stimulating

#

have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course

The knowledge from thiz class can be applied to a vanety of situations

The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills
Graded matenals were aligned with the learming objectives for the course
Feedback on graded matenals was timely

Fesdback on graded materials was valuable

Owerall | would recommend this instructor

Owerall | would recommend this course
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Data represent responses for course sections conducted during the 2015F, 2015Y, and 2016W terms.
Survey items have been abbreviated in some cases for presentation. See attached survey instrument at end of document for full items.
Responses of "not applicable" are excluded from the above totals.



Student Feedback on Teaching Summary Results: Response Detail

Number of Responses

% of Responses

A comprehensive course outline was provided Strongly Agree 14,298 57.84%
Agree 8,684 35.13%
Neutral 826 3.34%
Disagree 586 2.37%
Strongly Disagree 292 1.18%
Not Applicable 33 0.13%
Learning objectives were clearly presented Strongly Agree 11,431 46.30%
Agree 9,580 38.80%
Neutral 1,877 7.60%
Disagree 1,239 5.02%
Strongly Disagree 525 2.13%
Not Applicable 37 0.15%
The course content matched what was presented on the course outline Strongly Agree 12,092 49.13%
Agree 9,439 38.35%
Neutral 1,715 6.97%
Disagree 832 3.38%
Strongly Disagree 448 1.82%
Not Applicable 86 0.35%
The course materials were useful in promoting learning of the course Strongly Agree 10,532 42.81%
concepts Agree 9,214 37.46%
Neutral 2,458 9.99%
Disagree 1,505 6.12%
Strongly Disagree 785 3.19%
Not Applicable 105 0.43%
The instructor encouraged student participation Strongly Agree 11,856 48.18%
Agree 8,069 32.79%
Neutral 2,677 10.88%
Disagree 1,209 4.91%
Strongly Disagree 652 2.65%
Not Applicable 146 0.59%
The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner Strongly Agree 13,376 54.43%
Agree 7,703 31.35%
Neutral 1,706 6.94%
Disagree 1,000 4.07%
Strongly Disagree 701 2.85%
Not Applicable 88 0.36%
The instructor respected diversity among the students Strongly Agree 14,654 59.43%
Agree 7,249 29.40%
Neutral 1,587 6.44%
Disagree 291 1.18%
Strongly Disagree 260 1.05%
Not Applicable 615 2.49%
The instructor clearly explained the course concepts Strongly Agree 10,651 43.29%
Agree 8,545 34.73%
Neutral 2,495 10.14%
Disagree 1,780 7.24%
Strongly Disagree 1,039 4.22%
Not Applicable 91 0.37%




Number of Responses

% of Responses

The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning Strongly Agree 9,193 37.38%
Agree 8,049 32.72%
Neutral 3,490 14.19%
Disagree 2,287 9.30%
Strongly Disagree 1,478 6.01%
Not Applicable 99 0.40%
The instructor monitored student learning in order to make necessary Strongly Agree 8,616 35.01%
adjustments to pace of delivery Agree 7,883 32.03%
Neutral 4,376 17.78%
Disagree 2,196 8.92%
Strongly Disagree 1,253 5.09%
Not Applicable 284 1.15%
The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course Strongly Agree 13,616 55.28%
Agree 7,684 31.19%
Neutral 1,847 7.50%
Disagree 764 3.10%
Strongly Disagree 566 2.30%
Not Applicable 156 0.63%
The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class Strongly Agree 10,899 44.32%
Agree 8,306 33.78%
Neutral 3,325 13.52%
Disagree 828 3.37%
Strongly Disagree 583 2.37%
Not Applicable 651 2.65%
The instructor appeared well prepared for class Strongly Agree 13,060 53.10%
Agree 8,299 33.74%
Neutral 1,652 6.72%
Disagree 767 3.12%
Strongly Disagree 512 2.08%
Not Applicable 307 1.25%
| found the course appropriately challenging Strongly Agree 10,072 40.96%
Agree 9,400 38.22%
Neutral 2,747 11.17%
Disagree 1,449 5.89%
Strongly Disagree 838 3.41%
Not Applicable 86 0.35%
| found the course stimulating Strongly Agree 9,117 37.05%
Agree 8,204 33.34%
Neutral 3,565 14.49%
Disagree 2,227 9.05%
Strongly Disagree 1,412 5.74%
Not Applicable 82 0.33%
| have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course Strongly Agree 11,813 48.03%
Agree 9,351 38.02%
Neutral 1,792 7.29%
Disagree 901 3.66%
Strongly Disagree 685 2.79%
Not Applicable 53 0.22%




Number of Responses

% of Responses

The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of situations Strongly Agree 10,456 42.43%
Agree 9,123 37.02%
Neutral 3,083 12.51%
Disagree 1,191 4.83%
Strongly Disagree 701 2.84%
Not Applicable 88 0.36%
The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills [Strongly Agree 9,070 36.85%
Agree 8,773 35.65%
Neutral 4,203 17.08%
Disagree 1,535 6.24%
Strongly Disagree 869 3.53%
Not Applicable 162 0.66%
Graded materials were aligned with the learning objectives for the course  |Strongly Agree 10,104 41.18%
Agree 9,664 39.39%
Neutral 2,575 10.49%
Disagree 1,101 4.49%
Strongly Disagree 813 3.31%
Not Applicable 279 1.14%
Feedback on graded materials was timely Strongly Agree 9,870 40.23%
Agree 8,956 36.51%
Neutral 2,711 11.05%
Disagree 1,579 6.44%
Strongly Disagree 983 4.01%
Not Applicable 433 1.77%
Feedback on graded materials was valuable Strongly Agree 8,966 36.60%
Agree 7,918 32.32%
Neutral 3,833 15.65%
Disagree 1,894 7.73%
Strongly Disagree 1,257 5.13%
Not Applicable 628 2.56%
Overall | would recommend this instructor Strongly Agree 12,488 50.72%
Agree 6,857 27.85%
Neutral 2,303 9.35%
Disagree 1,338 5.43%
Strongly Disagree 1,533 6.23%
Not Applicable 104 0.42%
Overall | would recommend this course Strongly Agree 10,817 43.93%
Agree 7,878 32.00%
Neutral 2,958 12.01%
Disagree 1,510 6.13%
Strongly Disagree 1,294 5.26%
Not Applicable 164 0.67%
Total Number of Responses 565,941 100.00%
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= STUDENT EVALUATION OF L akehe ad
L}

= TEACHING AT LAKEHEAD UNIVERSITY Favieny WSy

L}

: Department/School Offering the Course:

- . S -
- COurseTitle: IMPORTANT DIRECTIONS FOR
— A MARKING ANSWERS

mm Course Number: Section: e Please use a soft lead pencil or
- blue or black ink pen.

m=  Instructor: * Make solid marks that fill the
- ) oval completely.

= Dds CORRECT @

==  This course is: (O A program requirement O An option or elective INCORRECT @ X @ @
|

== Please consider each of the statements below and evaluate your instructor's teaching performance based on your course

=m experiences. This survey will be used for the purposes of assessing and improving the quality of teaching. The completed

== survey will be given to your instructor after final marks are submitted.

|

==  For each statement completely fill in the oval @ that best reflects your judgment.

-

-

]

== 1, A comprehensive course outline was provided (for example,

— the outline included: office hours, course topics,

— evaluation methods, etc.). &) &) &) & &) o
]

m= 2. Learning objectives were clearly presented. O O O ) O O
-

®== 3. The course content matched what was presented on the course

— outline. LE O O O O O
|

™= 4. The course materials were useful in promoting learning of the course v

e concepts. - &) @) O O
L}

=m 5. The instructor encouraged student participation. (D) (@) (@) @) @ (@]
-

mm 6. The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner. ® (@) (G) (@) (@) @)
-_—

== 7. The instructor respected diversity among the students (for example,

- differences in: age, gender, race, ethnic background, sexual

- orientation, etc.). ), O © © ©) O
_—

=m 8. The instructor clearly explained the course concepts. (@) %) @, (@) O O
-_—

=mm 9. The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning. © O © © (@) )
_—

== 10. The instructor monitored student learning in order to make any

- necessary adjustments to the pace of delivery. @, ) 5 Q (@) (@)
|

=m 11, The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course. () (@ © -, (@) O
-

=m 12. The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class. @, @ 9) @ (@) (@)
-

=m 13. The instructor appeared well prepared for class. ®, D, ®) D) (@) @)
-

== 14. | found the course appropriately challenging. - O (@) (@) i) O
|

== 15. | found the course stimulating. © @) &) @, O O
-

== 16. | have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking this course. O @ - @, o) O
_—

=m 17. The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of

— situations. O © (@) @) (@) @)
|

== 18. The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my

- analytical skills. O @) O @) O @)
-_— o

=m 19, Graded materials were aligned with the learning objectives for the

— course. O @ (@) @ ) (@)
|

=m 20. Feedback on graded materials was timely. - @) () @) - O
-

=m 21. Feedback on graded materials was valuable. ® O O O ®, O
|

mm 22 Overall, | would recommend this instructor. O e )) @) @ ) O @,
|

== 23. Overall, | would recommend this course. (@) ©) © @ @&, (@)

Please see reverse side



Whaf d'rdtyvou like about this course? _

it i S A

‘Additional Comments: . “ -
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