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Data represent responses for course sections conducted during any term in the 2018-19 academic year.
Survey items have been abbreviated in some cases for presentation. See attached survey instrument for full tems.
Responses of "not applicable” are excluded from above totals.



Student Feedback on Teaching Summary Results: Response Detail

Number of Responses | % of Total Responses
A comprehensive course outline was provided Strongly Agree 18,428 72.91%
Agree 5,130 20.30%
Neutral 961 3.80%
Disagree 391 1.55%
Strongly Disagree 225 0.89%
Not Applicable 140 0.55%
Learning objectives were clearly presented Strongly Agree 14,486 57.34%
Agree 7,459 29.52%
Neutral 1,745 6.91%
Disagree 906 3.59%
Strongly Disagree 427 1.69%
Not Applicable 242 0.96%
The course content matched what was presented on the course outline Strongly Agree 14,570 57.65%
Agree 7,629 30.19%
Neutral 1,684 6.66%
Disagree 739 2.92%
Strongly Disagree 363 1.44%
Not Applicable 288 1.14%
The course materials were useful in promoting learning of the course concepts |Strongly Agree 13,160 52.08%
Agree 7,637 30.23%
Neutral 2,229 8.82%
Disagree 1,223 4.84%
Strongly Disagree 714 2.83%
Not Applicable 304 1.20%
The instructor encouraged student participation Strongly Agree 13,807 54.62%
Agree 6,759 26.74%
Neutral 2,445 9.67%
Disagree 1,148 4.54%
Strongly Disagree 681 2.69%
Not Applicable 440 1.74%
The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner Strongly Agree 15,733 62.22%
Agree 5,959 23.56%
Neutral 1,690 6.68%
Disagree 853 3.37%
Strongly Disagree 666 2.63%
Not Applicable 387 1.53%
The instructor respected diversity among the students Strongly Agree 17,089 67.61%
Agree 5171 20.46%
Neutral 1,294 5.12%
Disagree 434 1.72%
Strongly Disagree 372 1.47%
Not Applicable 917 3.63%
The instructor clearly explained the course concepts Strongly Agree 13,680 54.19%
Agree 6,693 26.51%
Neutral 2,279 9.03%
Disagree 1,315 5.21%
Strongly Disagree 830 3.29%
Not Applicable 448 1.77%




Number of Responses

% of Total Responses

The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning Strongly Agree 11,614 46.07%
Agree 6,990 27.73%
Neutral 3,122 12.39%
Disagree 1,827 7.25%
Strongly Disagree 1,320 5.24%
Not Applicable 334 1.33%
The instructor monitored student learning in order to make adjustments to Strongly Agree 10,969 43.53%
pace of delivery Agree 6,677 26.50%
Neutral 3,768 14.95%
Disagree 1,931 7.66%
Strongly Disagree 1,275 5.06%
Not Applicable 580 2.30%
The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course Strongly Agree 14,862 58.99%
Agree 6,065 24.07%
Neutral 2,169 8.61%
Disagree 1,016 4.03%
Strongly Disagree 637 2.53%
Not Applicable 444 1.76%
The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class Strongly Agree 13,790 54.71%
Agree 6,596 26.17%
Neutral 2,489 9.88%
Disagree 706 2.80%
Strongly Disagree 516 2.05%
Not Applicable 1,107 4.39%
The instructor appeared well prepared for class Strongly Agree 14,911 59.40%
Agree 6,293 25.07%
Neutral 1,966 7.83%
Disagree 663 2.64%
Strongly Disagree 521 2.08%
Not Applicable 747 2.98%
| found the course appropriately challenging Strongly Agree 12,734 50.81%
Agree 7,714 30.78%
Neutral 2,428 9.69%
Disagree 1,115 4.45%
Strongly Disagree 749 2.99%
Not Applicable 324 1.29%
| found the course stimulating Strongly Agree 11,167 44.57%
Agree 7,213 28.79%
Neutral 3,159 12.61%
Disagree 1,785 7.12%
Strongly Disagree 1,368 5.46%
Not Applicable 364 1.45%
| have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course Strongly Agree 13,213 52.72%
Agree 7,366 29.39%
Neutral 2,228 8.89%
Disagree 1,107 4.42%
Strongly Disagree 815 3.25%
Not Applicable 335 1.34%
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The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of situations Strongly Agree 12,603 50.28%
Agree 7,637 30.47%
Neutral 2,688 10.72%
Disagree 1,099 4.38%
Strongly Disagree 719 2.87%
Not Applicable 320 1.28%
The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills Strongly Agree 11,541 46.08%
Agree 7,604 30.36%
Neutral 3,312 13.22%
Disagree 1,285 5.13%
Strongly Disagree 847 3.38%
Not Applicable 459 1.83%
Graded materials were aligned with the learning objectives for the course Strongly Agree 12,295 49.09%
Agree 7,839 31.30%
Neutral 2,705 10.80%
Disagree 1,024 4.09%
Strongly Disagree 733 2.93%
Not Applicable 450 1.80%
Feedback on graded materials was timely Strongly Agree 12,306 49.13%
Agree 7,438 29.69%
Neutral 2,482 9.91%
Disagree 1,258 5.02%
Strongly Disagree 932 3.72%
Not Applicable 634 2.53%
Feedback on graded materials was valuable Strongly Agree 11,291 45.13%
Agree 6,799 27.18%
Neutral 3,217 12.86%
Disagree 1,640 6.56%
Strongly Disagree 1,224 4.89%
Not Applicable 846 3.38%
Overall | would recommend this instructor Strongly Agree 13,635 54.49%
Agree 5,774 23.07%
Neutral 2,515 10.05%
Disagree 1,291 5.16%
Strongly Disagree 1,327 5.30%
Not Applicable 483 1.93%
Overall | would recommend this course Strongly Agree 13,017 52.13%
Agree 6,336 25.37%
Neutral 2,661 10.66%
Disagree 1,288 5.16%
Strongly Disagree 1,268 5.08%
Not Applicable 402 1.61%
Total Number of Responses 578,483 100.00%
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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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