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Data Source:
« Student Feedback on Teaching surveys collected in the 2025-26 academic year.

About:
= Overall Results - bar graphs depicting results for each of the 23 guestions, for Lakehead overall. Response options are aggregated to a 3-point scale for presentation.
« Question Means - displays the mean score for each of the 23 questions based on assigning numerical values to the question response options, for Lakehead overall. Null and "not applicable” responses are

excluded from calculations.
* Response Detail - crosstabs providing the N values and percentage of all response options. Questions are split into two groups for presentation, for Lakehead overall.

Criteria:

* Cross-listed and cross-taught course sections may be combined for analysis.
* Practicum, lab, placeholder, and thesis courses are excluded.

* Any course section which has at least 5 students enrolled is surveyed. This includes all student types (domestic, international, part-time, full-time) and course levels (graduate, undergraduate).

Limitations:
+ Course characteristics, including department and delivery method, are assigned based on course code.
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STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHING 2025-26
Overall Results

Q1
Qz
Q3
o4

Q6

Q7

Q8

Q9

Q10
Q1
Q12
Q13
Q14
Q15
Q16
Q17
Q18
Q19
Q20
Q21
Q22
Q23

A comprehensive course cutline was provided

Learning objectives were clearly presented

The course content matched what was presented on the course outline
The course materials were useful in promoting leaming of the course concepts
The instructor encouraged student participation

The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner

The instructor respected diversity among the students

The instructor clearly explained the course concepts

The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning

The instructor monitored student leaming in order to make adjustments to pace of delivery
The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course

The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class

The instructor appeared well prepared for class

| found the course appropnately challenging

| found the course stimulating

| have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course

The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of situations
The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills
Graded materials were aligned with the leaming objectives for the course
Feedback on graded materials was timely

Feedback on graded materials was valuable

Owerall | would recommend this instructor

Owerall | would recommend this course

LAKEHEAD UNIVERSITY: OFFICE OF INSTITUTIONAL PLANNING & ANALYSIS
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STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHING 2025-26
Question Mean Scores
) A comprehensive course outline was provided 458
Q2 Learning objectives were clearly presented 4.44
Q3 The course content matched what was presented on the course outline 4.50
04 The course materials were useful in promoting learning of the course concepts 4.34
as The instructor encouraged student participation 4.4
Q6 The instructor responded to all questions in a respectful manner 4.50
Qa7 The instructor respected diversity among the students 4.68
Qs The instructor clearly explained the course concepts 429
Qg The instructional method(s) enhanced student learning 413 Means are calculated based on:
Q10 The instructor monitored student learning in order to make adjustments to pace of delivery 415

5 = Strongly Agree

a1 The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course 450 4 = Agree
Q12 The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class 441 j : B?LZEE:‘JEE nor Disagres
Q13 The instructor appeared well prepared for class 449 1 = Strongly Disagree
Q14 | found the course appropriately challenging 422 with Mull and Not Applicable
Q15 | found the course stimulating 4.09 answers excluded.
Q16 | have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course 4.40
Q17 The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of situations 4.31
Q18 The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my analytical skills 423
Q19 Graded materials were aligned with the learning objectives for the course 4.34
Q20 Feedback on graded materials was timely 424
Q21 Feedback on graded materials was valuable 4.14
Q22 Overall | would recommend this instructor 4.28
Q23 Owerall | would recommend this course 424
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Overview Owerall Results Question Means Response Detail, Response Detail,
Qs 1-12 Os 13-23
Questions 1-12
Strongly Agree Agree Ncithc_r Agras Nor Disagree Strongly Disagree Mot Applicable
Disagree
) ] ’ 71.79% 19.98% 4.36% 2.02% 1.56% 0.29%
o A comprehensive course outline was provided {N=14548) {N=4049) {N=884) (N=410) {N=317) {N=58)
) . B4.47% 22 68% 6.87% 3.29% 2.44% 0.25%
Qz Learning objectives were clearly presented (N=13034) (N=4586) (N=1388) (N=66E) (N=424) {N=50)
a3 The course content matched what was presented on the course 67.17% 21.52% 6.16% 2.66% 2.09% 0.40%
outline (N=13576) [N=4348) (N=1245) (N=537) [N=423) [N=81)
04 The course materials were useful in promating leaming of the 61.31% 22 11% Ba41% 4.27% 3.54% 0.36%
course concepts (N=12378) (M=4484) (N=1697) (N=BE&3) (N=714) (N=72)
e . T B65.86% 18.04% B.45% 3.70% 2.98% 0.97%
Qs The instructor encouraged student participation (N=13326) (N=3650) (N=1710) (N=748) (N=602) {N=197)
o [ {+] [}
Q& The instructor responded to all guestions in a respactful manner “32'1[18:&6:' [L‘i g;z‘i} “?';41';9} (?qlgffn} [?4224%} i?\lﬂ Eﬁ}
Q7  The instructor respected diversity among the students ”35'1?55:3%;3? Jig?gﬁm r?uz§5%3 I.ng:ﬁ} fLESrB} rf’qu;;}
. . 60.23% 21.44% B.35% 4.92% 4.52% 0.54%
08 The instructor clearly explained the course concepts N=12172) (N=4333) (N=1687) (N=085) (N=913) (N=109)
. . ) 55.00% 21.15% 10.76% 6.17% 6.45% 0.44%
Qg The instructional method(s) enhanced student leaming (N=11127) (N=4272) (N=2181) [N=1248) (N=1305) [N=90)
010 The instructor monitored student leaming in order to make 54 6B% 19 896% 12.21% 5.88% 5.38% 1.88%
adjustmeants to pace of delivery (N=11051) (M=4034) (N=2488) (N=1188) (N=1090) (N=380)
oy oy oy oy
011 The instructor appeared enthusiastic about teaching the course ”35'113?;” r1N?= ilg%” rr‘jﬂzz.:]‘g;. rﬁfg;;.} r:r:EgﬁS} r?ﬁ?;}
{+} ] {+] (+]
Q12 The instructor was accessible to students outside of the class [35.11295%8) [1NB= igg;.) [Slz[?ﬁgﬂ [izg;} [iz;;é} [?QEED%}
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Qs 1-12 0Os 13-23
Questions 13-23
Strongly Agree Agree Ncithc_r Agres Nor Disagree Strongly Disagree Mot Applicable
Disagree
) 6B.24% 18.44% 6.05% 2.77% 2 96% 1.55%
Q13  The instructor appeared well prepared for class (N=13780) (N=3726) (N=1 2;2? rNZSBEE mzse}cs} |'NZE1E§
) ) 55.80% 23.51% 10.86% 4.98% 4 38% 0.47%
014 | found the course appropriately challenging (N=11271) (N=4748) (N=2194) [N=1005) {N=885) [N=05)
. . 52 8BE% 21.94% 12.05% 6.34% 6.44% 0.37%
Q15 | found the course stimulating {N=1D690) {N=4436) (N=2437) {N=1283) {N=1303) {N=T4)
o {+] 0 o
Q16 | have acquired new knowledge as a result of taking the course [33'1?283%5) [ﬁjm) “3':3%14'??) [?\J:EE%} [ilggﬁ%} [DN2:14'§}
Q17 The knowledge from this class can be applied to a variety of 58.91% 2321% 10.25% 3.87% 3.39% 0.38%
situations [N=11915) [N=4E694) (N=2073) (N=782) [N=685) [N=7B)
018 The instructor provided opportunities to further develop my 56.34% 22 18% 11.37% 4.73% 4 39% 0.99%
analytical skills (N=11378) (N=4480) (N=2297) (N=856) (N=B8E) (N=198)
a1g Graded materials were aligned with the leaming objectives for 60.65% 22 96% B.11% 3T1% 3.73% 0.84%
the course (N=12259) (N=4641) (N=1640) (N=T49) [N=T54) [N=168)
) ) 57.10% 22 24% 0.51% 5.03% 4. 70% 1.42%
Q20 Feedback on graded materials was timely (N=11539) (N=4495) (N=1822) (N=1017) (N=950) (N=286)
) 54.62% 19.85% 11.42% 5.76% 6.10% 2.25%
Q21 Feedback on graded materals was valuable {N=11026) {N=4006) {N=2306) iN=1162) (N=1232) {N=454)
. 64.73% 16.13% 7.75% 4.42% 6.64% 0.33%
Q22 Overall | would recommend this instructor (N=13004) (N=3264) (N=1568) (N=825) (N=1343) (N=66)
093 O m d d thi 59.56% 19.90% 0.59% 4.51% 5.81% 0.62%
verall T walld recommend this course {N=12038) {N=4023) {N=1838) (N=912) [N=1175) [N=126)
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