Report 1D: BUSRRODZ

EMORY UNIVERSITY

Database: SAPRODB EMORY COLLEGE CQURSE AND INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION FALL
Class Number: 3355 Course Name and Section: PpOLS 100 001
Maximum Enrollment: 20 Total Enrolled: 20 Number of Evaluation Forms: 20
Class Expected Grade Major
Freshman 1 A [ pPolitical Science
Sophomore 11 A- 8 Invalid/Unreadable
Junior 4 B 2
Senior 3 B 2
Graduate B- 2
Non-Degree C+
Unreported/Unreadable 1 C
Total 20 C-
O+
Sex D
Male 10 D-
Female § F
Unreporred/Unreadable 4 s
Total 20 U
Unreported/Unreadable
Percent Classes Misged Total 20
0 12
1-5% 4 Reason Taking Course
6-10% College Requirement 9
11-15% Major 8§
16-20% Preregquisite 1
21-25% [nterested 8
26-30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
§1-BO%
81-59%
Unreporzed/Unreadable 4
Total 20
Evaluation of the Course 1 2
*How interested were you 1n taking this course?
How much did you learn from the course?
How much did the course challenge and stimulate thinking?
How much 4id the course increase interest in the subject?
How well organized were individual class sessions?
How well organized was the course as a whole?
How valuable were the readings?
How valuable were the assignments?
Were readings and assignments organized into the course?
*Relative to other couraes, how much work was involved?
*Relative Lo other courses, how hard was this course?
*How fasr was the pace at which topics were covered?
How fair were the tests?
How fair were the assignments?
How fair was the instructor's grading? 1

Weighted Mean Couxrse Evaluation

* Ogmitted from computation

Evaluation of the Instructor

How
Wasg
Dad
How

interested was the insCructor in the course material?
instructor concerned with what students were getting?
the instructor's teaching style hold your interest?

clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts?

Were objectives and requirements clearly communicated?

How
How
Did
Was
How
How

willing was the insrructor to answer guestions?

well did the instructor handle questions?

the instructor encourage students to express ideas?
the instructor accessible for individual discussions?
interested was the instructor in helping individualg?
attentive was the instructor during interactions?

Weighted Mean Instruckor Evaluation

Overall Weighted Mean
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Murdie, Amanda Marie
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NA Total

20
19
19
2Q
20
2¢
20
20
20
20
29
19
2 20
1 20
20

20
19
20
20
29
20
2

20
20
20
29
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Page No. 4
Un Date02/20/2008
Run Timel6:28:42
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.45
.16
.84
.85
. 80

.45
.30
.25
.65
.60
.84
.39
.73
.15

.28



Report ID: EUSRRDO3 EMORY UNIVERSITY Page No. 2
Database: SAPRODS EMORY COLLEGE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION FALL 2007 Run Date02/20/2008
Run Timel6;28:42

Class Number: 3353 Course Name angd Section: POLS 100 000 Instructor: Murdie, Amanda Marie
Maximum Enrollment: 20 Total Enrolled: 20 Number of Evaluation Forms: 14
Class gxpected Grade Major
Freshman 2 A S Economacs 1
Rophomore 1 A- 3 Political Science 2
Junior 7 B+ 2 Religion 1
Senior 4 B 4 Sociology 2
Graduate B- Undeclared - Rrts & Sciences 2
Non-Degree C+ Invalid/Unreadable 3
Unreported/Unreadable Cc
Total 14 C-
D+
Sex D
Male 8 D-
Female 6 F
Unreported/Unreadable )
Total 14 u
Unreported/Unreadable
Percent Classes Missed Total 14
4] 7
1-5% 1 Reason Taking Course
6-10% 1 College Requirement 8
11-15% Major 7
16-20% Prerequisite 2
21-25% Interested 2
26-30%
31-40%
41-50% L
51-60%
61-80%
81-99%
Unreported/Unreadable 4
Total 14
SCALEOFARESPONSES
Evaluation of the Course 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 NA Total Mean
*How interested were you in taking this course? 2 1 2 1 3 4 1 14 *5.393
How much did you learn from the course? 1 1 3 1 2 3 S 14 7.07
How much did the course challenge and stimulate thinking? 1 3 4 2 3 1 14 6.43
How much did the course 1ncrease interest i1n the subject? 1 1 2 2 4 1 3 14  6.43
How well organized were individual class sessions? 2 3 9 14 8.50
How well organized was the course as a whole? 4 3 7 14 8.21
How valuable were the readings? 1 5 2 [3 14 7.71
How valuable were the assignments? 2 1 1 2 3 2 3 14  6.3€
lexe readings and assignments organized into the c¢ourse? 1 4 3 6 X4  B8.00
vRelative to other courses, how much work was involved? 2 8 1 3 14 =5.36
*Relative to other courses, how hard was this course? 2 8 [ 14 *5.43
*How fast was the pace at which topics were covered? 1 10 2 1 14 =5.21
How fair were the tests? 1 2 4 3 1 1 1 1 14  5.46
How fair were the assignments? 1 1 1 2 k| s 1 14 7.4¢6
How fair was the instructor‘s grading? 2 1 4 3 4 14 7.43
Weighted Mean Course Evalvation * Omitted from cowmputation 7.20
Evaluation of the Instructor
How interested was Che instructor in the course material? 1 2 2 9 14 6.38
Was instructor concerned with what students were getting? 3 3 ) 14  8.36
Did the instructor’s teaching style hold your incerest? 4 5 5 14 7.50
How clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts? 2 1 2 q 5 14 7.64
Were objectives and reguirements clearly communicated? 3 1 2 8 14 8.07
How willing was the instructor to angwer questions? 1 3 10 14 8.57
How well did the instructor handle questions? 1 4 9 14 8.50
Did the instructor encourage students to express ideas? L 1 2 10 14 8.50
Waa the instructor accessible for individual discussions? 1 1 2 8 2 14 8.25
How i1nterested was the instructor in helping individuals? L 4 7 2 14 8.S0
How attentive was the ingtructor during interactions? 3 7 4 14 B.70
Weighted Mean Instructoxr Evaluation 8.25

Overall Weighted Mean 7.71



Report ID: EUSRROD2 EMORY UNIVERSITY Page No. 10
Database: SAPRODS EMORY COLLEGE CQURSE AND INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION FALL 2007 Run Date02/20/2008
Run Timels6:28.42

Class Number: 3358 Course Name and $ectaion: POLS 100 004 Insvructor: Murdie, Amanda Marie
Maximum Enrollment: 20 Total Enrolled: 16 Number of Evaluation Forms: 12
Class Expected Grade Major
Freshman g A 5 Econonics 1
Sophaomore 2 A- 3 Mathematics 1
Junior 2 B+ Undeclared - Arts & S$ciences 1
Senior B 2 Invalid/Unreadable 1
Graduate B- 2
Non-Degree C+
Unreporred/Unreadable C
Total 12 C-
D+
Sex D
Male 4 D~
Female & 13
Unreported/Unreadable 2 s
Toral 12 8]
Unreported/Unreadable
Percent Classes Missed Total 12
Q 10
1-5% 1 Reason Taking Course
6-10% College Requirement 8
11-15% Major
16-20% Prerequi:ite 1
21-25% Interested 3
26-30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
61-80%
81-99%
Unreported/Unreadable 1
Total 12
SCALEOFRESPONSES
Evaluation of the Course 1 2 3 4 5 3 7 8 9 NA Toral Mean
*How interested were you in taking this course? 1 2 6 2 1 12 *6.92
How much did you learn from the course? 1 5 3 3 12 7.42
How much did the course challenge and stimulate thinking? 1 2 3 1 2 12 7.98
Haw much did the course increase interest in the subject? 1 1 1 8 1 12 6.42
How well organized were individual class sessions? 2 3 3 4 12 7 58
How well arganized was the course as a whole? 1 S 2 3 11 7.55
How valuable were the readings? 1 6 3 2 12 7.42
How valuable were the assignments? 1 7 3 1 12 7.2S
Were readings and assignments organized jinto the course? 1 3 5 3 \2  7.75
*Relative to other courses, how much work was involved? 3 1 G 1 12 +6.58
*Relative to other courses, how hard was this course? 3 1 7 1 12 ¥6.58
*How fast was the pace at which toplics wete covered? 4 1 7 12 *6.25
How fair were the tests? 3 1 4 2 2 12 6.92
How fair were the assignments? 1 2 4 2 1 12 7.00
How fair was the instructor's grading? 1 1 K} 2 4 11 7.64
Weighted Mean Course Evaluation * Omitted from computation 7.27
Evaluation of the Instructor
How interested was the instructor in the course material? 1 5 2 3 11 7.55
Was instructor concerned with what students were getting? 4 3 4 11 8.Q0
Did the instructor's teaching style hold your interest? 1 5 3 2 11 7.45
How clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts? 1 3 2 5 11 B8.00
fere objectives and requirements clearly communicated? 4 3 4 11 B.00
How willing was the instructor to answer guestions? 3 3 5 11 8.18
How well did the instructox handle guestions? 1 3 2 5 11 8.00
Did the instructor encourage students to express ideas? 1 3 1 & 11 8.09
Was the instructer accessible for indavidual discussions? 1 4 1 5 11 7.82
How 1interested was the instructor in helping individuals? 1 3 1 6 11 8.40
How attentive was the ingtructor during interactions? 3 1 3 1 12 8.30
weighted Mean Instructor Evaluaticn 7.94
QOverall Weighted Mean 7 59



