Student Rating of Instructor Survey

Instructor Report of Item Means

The Instructor Report of Ttem Means is intended for Instractor Use only. Department, College, and University means and SD are from the histeric data (*) used to establish cut-points for the categorical scores reported in the Evaluation

Committee report and are presented here for companson only, and do not include current semester results.

Instructor: Created Wednesday, May 29, 2024
Term: Spring 2024 Combined: No Team-taught: No
Course: Course Description:

Response scale for Q1: 'Outstanding’ (6) to "Poor’ (1)

5D

Instru Instru o
Valid N Instru Mean =D | Deept Mean’
1. Please rate the quality of teaching provided by this instructor. 5 60 L) | 56
Response scale for Q2 - Q18: 'Strongly : : o "Strongly Disagree’ (1)
Instru Mean Instru | Deept Mean*

2. The instructor clearly presented course i i erading procedures. 0o

3. The instroctor interacted in a positive manner w L)

4. The insmuctor responded to student questions in @ way thar enc )

5. The mstuctor met classes at the assizned L)

. The instuctor met the course objectives pul oo

7. The instructor retumed graded tests and sssignmen 04

3. The instructor was prepared for class. 5 60 oo

9. The instructor made good use of class dme. 4 a0 )

10. The instructor maintained an environment in which stedents were comfortable asking 5 6.0 00 57
quastions

11. The instmactor facilitated learning by maimtaining an atmosphere of civility. 5 60 L) 57
12. The instructor clearly explained concepts and techmiques 5 53 04 56
13. The instructor allocated an appropriate amount of time to each topic. 5 60 L) 54
14. The imstm:'.p: was a\'ajlar:l]e during posted office hours. ; 1 6.0 _ 57
(Please leave this item blank if you have never been to the instructor's office hours )

15. The instructor arganized this class in a way that helped me to leamn the material 5 53 04 55
14. The instuctor provided useful feedback on tests and sssignments. 5 53 04 54
17. The instmctor explained concepts nsing real-world examples, analogies, or circumstances < 6.0 0.0 56
ralevant to smdents’ lives . : h
18. The instructor evalusted smudents fairly. 5 60 L) 57

The 1§ gquestions above fall inte I dimensions—Delnvery and Preperation. Each question conmributes in part (tems are walghted) i the calculation af bath dimensions. Weights
were determined through statistical analysis (ctor analysis) of historic SRIS data. fn your course section, each student survey is scored individually. Only smdent survays with
50% or more af the ttems {1-18) completed are used.

Delivery and Prepararion dimension scores (percent scores shown at right) are calculated as a percentage of pomis earmed Versus maximum points possible. Scores are
calculated based on completed questions only. Oniy guestions that are answered contribuie fo your points eamed and the meimum points possible.

Caregorical represeniarions gf vour dimension scores in comparizon fo University, College, and Cowrse Depariment hizstoric results appear on page 1.
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Dimension Scores: Percent of Maximum Possible Points

Dimenszion N
L. Delivery 5
II. Preparation 3

Univ Univ
Mean™ SD*
52 0.6
Tmiv Univ
Mean™ sSD*
53 0.5
56 0.5
54 0.6
57 03
56 04
54 0.6
56 04
53 0.6
55 0.6
56 04
51 0.7
52 0.6
5.6 04
51 0.7
52 0.6
54 0.5
55 0.5
Bootstrapped 95% CI
[95.9.100.0]
[95.1.100.0]

Course Department



Instructor Report of Dimension Scores

Instructor: | Created Wednesday, May 29, 2024
Eerm: Spring 2024 Combmed: No Inwvited Students: 5 N Respendents: 5 N Vahid Responses™: §
oS Course Description:
Legend: L Lower bound of 95% CL X  Instractor mean; U  Upperbound of 95% CL
Delivery
c 3 More than 2 Std Dev Between 1 and 2 Std Dev
Score Range Number n;;}::;ons Inclin below the Mean below the Mean
z<p-lo plo<=z<po
Historic University Cut Points* 18361 745
Instructor relative to Historic Univ
1205 79
NOTE: Instructor L, X and U marker positions in the chart are not fo scals, but represent only the category inte which the :.':an|

Preparation

Number of Sections Incl in Sl L

Score Range M. below the Mean below the Mean
eans
I=p-lo p-lo=x<p-c
Historic University Cut Points* 18361 716.5
Instructor relative to Historic Univ
Historic College Cut Points* 1205 80.8
Instructor relative to Historic College
Historic Course Department Cut Points *, #%* 337 82.7

Instructor relative to Historic Course Dept

*Comparative data above for course department, collsge, and university are historic baseline data and do net include current semester resulis.
*=Number of Smudent Surveys returned with at least 30% of items 1-18 completed.
#*5CAUTION: Caution should be used when iterpreting results in comparizon to the Course Department when the mumber of sections for the department is low.
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Valid Response Rate: 100.0%
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