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Student Feedback on Teaching Summary Results
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Data represent responses for course sections conducted during any term in the 2017-18 academic year.
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 Total Responses
A comprehensive course outline was provided Strongly Agree 14,882 63.66%
Agree 6,602 28.24%
Neutral 1,065 4.56%
Disagree 442 1.89%
Strongly Disagree 305 1.30%
Not Applicable 81 0.35%
Learning objectives were clearly presented Strongly Agree 12,219 52.35%
Agree 7,566 32.41%
Neutral 2,010 8.61%
Disagree 998 4.28%
Strongly Disagree 484 2.07%
Not Applicable 65 0.28%
The course content matched what was presented on the course outline Strongly Agree 13,051 55.87%
Agree 7,341 31.42%
Neutral 1,722 7.37%
Disagree 671 2.87%
Strongly Disagree 459 1.96%
Not Applicable 117 0.50%
The course materials were useful in promoting learning of the course concepts |Strongly Agree 11,235 48.17%
Agree 7,497 32.15%
Neutral 2,386 10.23%
Disagree 1,294 5.55%
Strongly Disagree 791 3.39%
Not Applicable 119 0.51%
The instructor encouraged student participation Strongly Agree 12,581 53.90%
Agree 6,340 27.16%
Neutral 2,464 10.56%
Disagree 1,098 4.70%
Strongly Disagree 668 2.86%
Not Applicable 190 0.81%
The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner Strongly Agree 14,248 61.15%
Agree 5713 24.52%
Neutral 1,631 7.00%
Disagree 905 3.88%
Strongly Disagree 632 2.711%
Not Applicable 172 0.74%
The instructor respected diversity among the students Strongly Agree 15,544 66.60%
Agree 5,112 21.90%
Neutral 1,292 5.54%
Disagree 298 1.28%
Strongly Disagree 290 1.24%
Not Applicable 803 3.44%
The instructor clearly explained the course concepts Strongly Agree 11,123 47.83%
Agree 7,082 30.45%
Neutral 2,476 10.65%
Disagree 1,464 6.30%
Strongly Disagree 994 4.27%
Not Applicable 117 0.50%




Number of Responses

% of Total Responses

The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning Strongly Agree 9,804 42.19%
Agree 6,694 28.81%
Neutral 3,236 13.93%
Disagree 1,949 8.39%
Strongly Disagree 1,455 6.26%
Not Applicable 97 0.42%
The instructor monitored student learning in order to make adjustments to Strongly Agree 9,504 40.94%
pace of delivery Agree 6,418 27.65%
Neutral 3,806 16.40%
Disagree 1,929 8.31%
Strongly Disagree 1,222 5.26%
Not Applicable 333 1.43%
The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course Strongly Agree 14,066 60.50%
Agree 5,905 25.40%
Neutral 1,733 7.45%
Disagree 713 3.07%
Strongly Disagree 630 2.711%
Not Applicable 201 0.86%
The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class Strongly Agree 11,610 50.15%
Agree 6,546 28.28%
Neutral 2,836 12.25%
Disagree 688 2.97%
Strongly Disagree 546 2.36%
Not Applicable 923 3.99%
The instructor appeared well prepared for class Strongly Agree 13,641 58.96%
Agree 6,292 27.20%
Neutral 1,603 6.93%
Disagree 662 2.86%
Strongly Disagree 521 2.25%
Not Applicable 417 1.80%
[ found the course appropriately challenging Strongly Agree 10,555 45.75%
Agree 7,789 33.76%
Neutral 2,596 11.25%
Disagree 1,251 5.42%
Strongly Disagree 784 3.40%
Not Applicable 95 0.41%
[ found the course stimulating Strongly Agree 9,588 41.50%
Agree 6,866 29.72%
Neutral 3,283 14.21%
Disagree 1,907 8.25%
Strongly Disagree 1,348 5.83%
Not Applicable 110 0.48%
| have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course Strongly Agree 12,247 53.04%
Agree 7,500 32.48%
Neutral 1,813 7.85%
Disagree 797 3.45%
Strongly Disagree 679 2.94%
Not Applicable 55 0.24%




Number of Responses | % of Total Responses
The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of situations Strongly Agree 10,918 47 24%
Agree 7,551 32.67%
Neutral 2,732 11.82%
Disagree 1,122 4.85%
Strongly Disagree 697 3.02%
Not Applicable 92 0.40%
The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills Strongly Agree 9,704 42.06%
Agree 7,199 31.21%
Neutral 3,655 15.84%
Disagree 1,420 6.16%
Strongly Disagree 853 3.70%
Not Applicable 239 1.04%
Graded materials were aligned with the learning objectives for the course Strongly Agree 10,805 46.89%
Agree 7,897 34.27%
Neutral 2,413 10.47%
Disagree 1,003 4.35%
Strongly Disagree 710 3.08%
Not Applicable 213 0.92%
Feedback on graded materials was timely Strongly Agree 10,656 46.34%
Agree 7,245 31.51%
Neutral 2,484 10.80%
Disagree 1,319 5.74%
Strongly Disagree 976 4.24%
Not Applicable 315 1.37%
Feedback on graded materials was valuable Strongly Agree 9,640 41.91%
Agree 6,510 28.30%
Neutral 3,358 14.60%
Disagree 1,674 7.28%
Strongly Disagree 1,255 5.46%
Not Applicable 567 2.46%
Overall | would recommend this instructor Strongly Agree 12,769 55.43%
Agree 5,402 23.45%
Neutral 2,177 9.45%
Disagree 1,251 5.43%
Strongly Disagree 1,354 5.88%
Not Applicable 84 0.36%
Overall | would recommend this course Strongly Agree 11,123 48.39%
Agree 6,382 21.77%
Neutral 2,773 12.06%
Disagree 1,291 5.62%
Strongly Disagree 1,251 5.44%
Not Applicable 164 0.71%
Total Number of Responses 533,125 100.00%
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: 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
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