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Wichita State University English 101 Assessment Breakdown and Evaluation
Academic Year Fall 2010 through Spring 2011
‘Submitted by Darren DeFrain, Director of the Writing Program

OBJECTIVES: The goal of this assessment was to help determine student perception of
course goals effectiveness, faculty effectiveness, and overall curriculum effectiveness as
well as the students’ practical application of essay-writing skills (the emphasis of English
101). This assessment also was designed to look closely at sections of English 101
Science Writing (for fall 2010 and also with brief commentary on English 102 spring
2011) and English 101 Online.

The anonymous survey, also included, asks students a series of questions regarding their
satisfaction with the way their class met prescribed course goals, the specific
effectiveness of their instructor, and the curriculum’s effectiveness in helping them to
learn appropriate writing skills. Each question asked students to rate their answers on a
three point scale reflecting dissatisfaction, satisfaction, or exceeding expectations. There
- was also room for additional commentary at the end of the survey. This SUrvey was
conducted near the end of the semester.

The expectations for the survey were that the course goals, instructor, and curriculum .
would average out at least meeting student perceptions for success. In all sections of the
survey an average score of > or = 2 on any response would indicate overall satisfaction
with those goals. The individualized statistics, including the numbers of valid responses,
numbers of missing responses, mean, median, and standard deviation are all included on
the frequencies sheets attached to this report.

This assessment also considers the practical application of students essay writing abilities
by comparing scores of diagnostic essays done at the start of the semester with the
students’ exam examination grade (following the exact same guidelines as the diagnostic
but with different essay prompts). Both of the essays (diagnostic and exit exam) were
graded on the same 5 point scale using the English 101 grading rubric. These scores and
the grading rubric are also included with the supplementary materials of this report.

OUTCOMES: Where applicable and as helpful I will compare statistics to previous
years. Most of these 101 courses were taught by our first year Graduate Teaching
Assistanis (or GTAs). Most of these GTAs have had little-to-no teaching experience
when they start here in the fall, and every year our spring assessment shows significant
improvement in satisfaction scores. Of note: A solid number of respondents (262 or
63.7%) marked their GTA’s “knowledge of materials” as a perfect score of 3 in the fall
semester.

The fall 2010 average exit examination grade was 3.01 (equivalent to a strong C grade by
our standards che equivalency scale is also included in the supplementary materials).
This grade v, markedly higher than those of our adjunct instructors (2.38) and lower
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than those of our concurrent faculty (3.22). The historical range of these scores has been
fairly consistent with adjuncts recording lower grades than GTAs and concurrents
recording the highest grades. The fall course grade was a 2.34 for courses taught by
GTAs (up from the previous year), 2.38 for instructors (down from the previous year’s
3.02), and 3.22 (statistically equivalent to the 3.29 the previous year) for concurrent
faculty. The average grade of 2.52 is consistent with the exit exam grade equivalent of a
C and is within range of the prior year’s 2.49. The diagnostic average for GTA courses
was 2.0, demonstrating good progress over the semester. Adjunct instructor diagnostics
averaged 2.9, showing less improvement but consistency with the other scores above.
Concurrents did not provide date even after repeated attempts to solicit cooperation.
Online sections had only 2.3 diagnostics, 2.15 exit exam average, and a low 1.59 overall
orade average. These sections had low reporting and low overall numbers affected by
several students “unofficially dropping” the course without withdrawing (earning them
failing grades). The Science Writing courses had diagnostic averages of 3.4, exit exam
averages of 3.83, and overall grade averages of 3.0. All well above overall averages.

The spring 2011 average course grade for GTA courses was 2.15, for adjunct-taught
courses the average was markedly higher at 3.30, though only one adjunct faculty
reported for this semester. For concurrent teachers the average grade was 3.22. The
concurrent grade was agam noticeably higher than the on-campus sections, however the
differential continues to improve. The average diagnostic score for GTAs was 2.43,
Concurrents failed to report scores for the third time in as many years. The adjunct
instructor also did not report diagnostic scores. GTA exit exams scores averaged 2.62,
inconsistent with the average grade of 3.49 by the lone instructor section and 3.76 from
concwrrents, but consistent with the 2.84 overall average. The exit exam scores are
especially significant as they are graded by the course instructor and another instructor
“and then averaged for the final grade. All of these scores are included with the
supplementary materials. Science Writing 101 was not taught in the spring, but as the
~overall 102 curriculum was being “overhauled” by our new 102 coordinator, Mary
Sherman, including her development of new assessment procedures more in line with
101, I would like to record here that the 102 Science Writing scores were as follows:
diagnostic average of 3.4, exit exam average of 3.62 (a full point higher than the 101
averages for GTAs), and overall grade average of 2.79. Though it is comparing apples to
oranges in most ways to look at comparisons between 101 and 102 exit exam scores, the
1 point difference here combined with the very high scores in 101 at the very least
demonstrate the real potential for these courses.

Survey data is included in this package and marked as ‘Faculty’, ‘Concurrent’ and
unmarked. The latter group consists of GTA averages. All scores were consistent with
previous years’ reports and within expectations.

RECOMMENDATIONS: While the spring surveys indicate an improved overall
satisfaction with our English 101 curriculum I think we will need to continue this
assessment for the foresecable future. We have made some changes to our 101
curriculum, though the most fictablé has been 4 shift to a new publisher for the coming
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year and an investment in Turning Point Clicker technology to try to address sentence-
level concerns. We have maintained the same modes-based progression, though, and will
continue to use that approach for the foreseeable future.

We will continue to require that GTAs, adjunct instructors, and concurrent instructors all
submit data for these assessments. Due to the complete disregard for assessment
compliance by one of our concurrent schools, North High, I have to recommend that they
no longer be allowed to participate as a concurrent program affiliated with WSU. I'hope
this will send a message to our other concurrent teachers who have, typically at best,
sporadic compliance with assessment requests.

Concerns with the higher grades given to concurrent students will also be continuously
monitored. Concurrent teachers typically have students who are more motivated and are
upper quartile or 2™ quartile students vs, the wide array of abilities we see in the campus
classes, so this may allow for some elevation of scores in those courses. Regardless,
everyone teaching English 101 for WSU will be made aware of these results and will be
encouraged to dialogue with the Composition Committee about concerns,
recommendations, and supportive comments.

Supplementary Material Index
A WSU English 101 Exit Survey

Frequencies for Fall 2010 Exit Exam |

B
Frequencies for Spring 2011 Exit Exam
Fall 2010 Exit Exam and Final Grade Data
Spring 2011 Exit Exam and Final Grade Data
Exit Exam Grade Equivalency Mem?)
6 Trait Grading Rubric
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Wichita State University Writing Program English 101 Student Exit Survey

Note to students: W.S.U. continually measures and assesses achievement of its program educational
outcomes. Through this survey, The Writing Program collects information for such assessment. This
information is strictly confidential and we try to collect it in as anonymous and unobtrusive manner as
possible. None of the information collected here is used to influence or determine grades. For these
reasons, please do not write your name or ID number on this form. Also, to help us best record and

tabulate our analysis we ask that you complete all sections of the survey. Thank you for your cooperation,
and know that by participating in this survey you are helping to ensure that Wichita State University
continues to improve its already high levels of academic rigor and achievement.

1. Course Goals Survey, Rate your impression of the overall effectiveness of your English 101 course

based on your experience and using the scale below.

Questions

Disagree | Agree

Strongly
Agree

1. I feel that, overall, this course has helped me learn to
recognize weak points in the ways I express and organize my
ideas.

2. This course has helped me find ways to generate ideas for
writing assignments.

3. This course has helped me learn how to best structure my
essays so that they are unified, coherent, and organized.

4. This course has heiped me learn how to best structure my
approach to writing assignments. (After taking this class I
better understand how to create an effective writing strategy,
work in draft stages, and organize my materials).

5. This course has prepared me to better locate surface and/or
mechanical problems in my writing.

6. This course has helped me more effectively re-think and
revise drafts of my work.

2. Course Faculty Survey. Rate the overall effectiveness of your English 101 instructor based on your

experience and using the scale below,

FACULTY SURVEY

Poor | Adequate

Good to
Excellent

1. How would you rate this instructor’s overall
effectiveness?

2. How would you rate this instructor’s classroom
management skills?

3. How would assess this instructor’s willingness to assist
you outside of class?

4. How would you assess this instructor’s availability to
assist you outside of class?

5. How would you rate this instructor’s knowledge of the
materials covered?

6. How would you rate this instructor’s ability fo
communicaté other facilities and programs on campus where
- you could seek additional help as necessary?




3. Course Curriculum Survey. Rate how effectively your English 101 course was in helping you
to develop appropriate writing skills.

CURRICULUM SURVEY Disagree | Agree | Strongly
Agree

1. This course helped me to better understand sentence
structure. '

2. This course helped me to better understand paragraph
structure and how to improve weak paragraphs.

3. After taking this course I can correctly identify topic
sentences in paragraphs.

4. After taking this course [ have a better understandmg of
effectively structuring my essays.

5. This course helped me develop effective logic strategies
related to my writing.

6. I was provided with the opportunity to consider the
reading and writing assignments through in-class
discussions,

7. My instructor provided me with the opportunity to work
with her/him on specific aspects of my writing,

8. This course has helped improve my understandmg of
correct punctuation.

4. GENERAL COMMENTS:

A) Imstructional effectiveness
B) Course/Classroom management
C) Out-of-classroom assistance

D) Do you have comments or suggestions for improvement?



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010 Science

Frequencies
Statistics
) N
_ Valid Missing Mean Median Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 29 0 245 3.00 632
Generate ideas differently 29 0 248 | 3.00 634
Structure essays better 29 0 245 2.00 506
Approach assignments effectively 29 C 2.28 2.00 649
Better in locating problems 29 0 2.28 2.00 528
Effectively revise drafig 28 0 248 3.00 574
instructors overall effectiveness 28 1 2.89 3.00 315
Instructors management skills 29 o 2.86 3.00 351
Willingness to assist outside of 29 0 269 | 3.00 .541
class
Availability outside of class 29 0 268 3.00 553
Instructors knowledge of materials 29 0 2.90 3.00 310
Instructors ability to communicate 29 0 2.48 3.00 688
Understand sentence structure 29 0 2.00 2.00 .B55
Understand paragraph structure 29 0 2.34 2.00 553
Can identify topic sentences 29 0 2.38 2.00 .561
Can effectively structure essays 29 0 241 2.00 .568
Develop effective logic strategies 29 0 2.41 2.00 .501
Consider assignments through 29 0 2.83 3.00 384
discussions
Opportunity to work with instructor 29 0 2.24 2.00 636
Understands correct punctuation 28 1 2.14 2.00 651
Frequency Table
Recognize weak points
: Cumulative
Freqguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 2 6.9 6.9 6.9
Agree 12 41.4 41.4 48.3
Strongly Agree 15 51.7 51.7 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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Generate ideas differently

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 2 6.9 6.9 6.9
Agree 11 37.9 37.9 448
Strongly Agree 16 55.2 55.2 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Structure essays better -
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Vaiid | Agree i6 55.2 55.2 55.2
Strongly Agree 13 448 448 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Approach assignments effectively
o ' Cumulative
Fregquency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid { Disagree 3 10.3 10.3 10.3
Agree 15 51.7 51.7 62.1
Strongly Agree 11 379 37.9 - 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Better in locating problems
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 1 34 34 3.4
Agree 19 65.5 65.5 69.0
Strongly Agree | g- 31.0 310 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Effectively revise drafts
) Cumutative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 1 3.4 3.4 3.4
Agree 13 44.8 44.8 48.3
Strongly Agrée 15 51.7 51.7 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0

Prapared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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Instructors overall effectiveness

Cumulative
. Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Adequate 3 10.3 10.7 10.7
Good to Excellent 25 86.2 89.3 100.0
Total 28 96.6 100.0
Missing | System 1 34
Total 29 100.0
Instructors management skills
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percerit
Valid | Adequate 4 - 138 13.8 13.8
Good to Excellent 25 86.2 86.2 100.0
Total 28 100.0 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor 1 - 34 34 3.4
Adequate 7 24.1 241 276
Good to Excellent 21 724 72.4 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Availability outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent 7
Valid | Poor o 34 34 34
Adequate g 276 278 31.0
Good to Excellent 20 69.0 69.0 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Instructors knowledge of materials
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Adequate 3 10.3 10.3 10.3
Good to Excellent 26 89.7 89.7 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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Instructors ability to communicate

Cumulative

Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor 3 10.3 10.3 10.3
Adequate 9 31.0 31.0 414
Good to Excellent 17 58.6 586 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Understand sentence structure
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree G 207 20.7 20.7
Agree 17 586 58.6 79.3
Strongly Agree 6 20.7 20.7 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 1 34 3.4 3.4
Agree 17 58.6 58.6 62.1
Strongly Agree 11 379 37.9 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
‘ Cumulative
_ Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 34 34 3.4
Agree 16 55.2 55.2 58.6
Strongly Agree 12 41.4 41.4 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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Can effectively structure essays

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 1 34 34 3.4
Agree 15 5.7 51.7 55.2
Strongly Agree 13 44.8 44.8 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0
Develop effective logic strategies
) Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Agree i7 58.6 58.6 58.6
Strongly Agree 12 41.4 41.4 100.0
+ Total 29 100.0 100.0
Consider assignments through discussions
Cumiulative
_ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Agree 5 17.2. 17.2 17.2
Strongly Agree 24 82.8 82.8 100.0
Total 28 100.0 100.0
Opportunity to work with instructor
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree . 3 10.3 10.3 10.3
Agree 16 552 55.2 65.5
Strongly Agree 10 345 345 100.0
Total 29 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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Understands correct punctuation

_ Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 4 13.8 14.3 14.3
Agree 16 55.2 57.1 71.4
Strongly Agree 8 276 28.6 100.0
Total 28 96.6 - 100.0
Missing | System £ 3.4
Total 29 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010 Concurrent

Frequencies
Siatistics
N
Valid Missing Mean Median Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 121 0 2.49 3.00 549
Generate ideas differently 121 0 2.38 2.00 581
Structure essays better 121 0 247 2.00 549
Approach assignments effectively 121 0 241 2.00 615
Better in locating problems 121 0 2.44 2.00 .561
Effectively revise drafts 121 0 2.40 2.00 .640
Instructors overall effectiveness 121 0] 2.83 3.00 373
| Instructors management skills 121 0 2.81 3.00 415
Willingness to assist outside of 121 0 2.70 3.00 494
class
Avallability outside of class 121 0 2.60 3.00 .555
Instructors knowledge of materials 121 0 2.87 3.00 .340
Instructors ability to communicate 121 0 2.59 3.00 587
Understand sentence structure 121 0 2.31 2.00 578
Understand paragraph structure 121 0 2.50 3.00 579
Can identify topic sentences 121 0 2.55 3.00 516
Can effectively structure essays 121 0 260 3.00 493
Develop effective logic strategies 121 0 245 2.00 532
Consider assignments through 121 0 260 3.00 541
discussions
Opportunity to work with instructor 121 0 2.50 3.00 .593
Understands correct punctuation 121 0 248 3.00 .564
Frequency Table
Recognize weak points
Cumulative
Freguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree -3 25 2.5 25
Agree 56 46.3 48.3 48.8
Strongly Agree 62 51.2 51.2 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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Generate ideas differently

. Cumulative
Frequency Percent- | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 6 5.0 5.0 5.0
Agree 63 52.1 52.1 57.0
Strongly Agree 52 43.0 43.0 100.0
Total ) 121 100.0 100.0
Structure essays better
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 3 25 2.5 25
Agree 58 47.9 479 50.4
Strongly Agree 60 49.6 496 100.0
Total ' 121 100.0 100.0 '
Approach assignments effectively
) Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 8 6.6 6.6 5.6
Agree 55 455 455 52.1
Strongly Agree 58 47.9 47.9 160.0
Total ' 121 100.0 100.0
Better in locating problems
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 4 33 3.3 33
Agree 60 49.6 496 52.9
Strongly Agree 57 471 47.1 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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_Effectively revise drafts

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 10 8.3 8.3 8.3
Agree 52 43.0 43.0 51.2
Strongly Agree 59 48.8 48.8 100.0
Total 121 - 100.0 100.0
Instructors overall effectiveness
Cumulative
_ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Adequate 20 18.5 16.5 16.5
Good to Excellent 101 835 835 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Instructors management skills
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor 1 .8 8 8
Adequate 21 17.4 17.4 18.2
Good to Excellent g9 81.8 81.8 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
- Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor 2 1.7 1.7 1.7
Adequate 32 26.4 26.4 28.1
Good to Excellent 87 71.9 71.9 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Availability outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 4 3.3 33 3.3
Adequate 40 331 33.1 364
Good to Excellent 77 636 63.6 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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instructors knowledge of materials

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Adequate 16 13.2 13.2 13.2
Good to Excelient 105 86.8 86.8 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Instructors ability to communicate
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor B 5.0 50 5.
Adequate 38 31.4 314 36.4
Good to Excellent 77 63.6 63.6 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Understand sentence structure
| Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 7 5.8 58 58
Agree 69 57.0 57.0 62.8
Strongly Agree 45 37.2 372 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 5 4.1 4.1 4.1
Agree 51 42.1 42 1 46.3
Strongly Agree 65 53.7 537 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
Cumulafive
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 1 8 8 8
Agree 53 43.8 438 446
Strongly Agree 67 55.4 - 554 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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- Can effectively structure essays

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Agree 49 40.5 40.5 40.5
Strongly Agree 72 59.5 59.5 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Develop effective logic strategies
C Cumulative - -
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 2 17 1.7 1.7
Agree 683 521 521 537
Strongly Agree 58 46.3 46.3 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Consider assignments through discussions
' , Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 3 25 25 25
: Agree 43 355 355 38.0
Strongly Agree 75 62.0 62.0 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0
Opportunity to work with instructor
Cumulative
) Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 6 5.0 50 50
Agree 48 39.7 39.7 446
Strongly Agree 67 554 55.4 100.0
.| Tetal 121 100.0 100.0
Understands correct punctuation
Cumutative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 4 33 33 3.3
Agree 55 455 45.5 48.8
Strongly Agree 62 51.2 51.2 100.0
Total 121 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010 Online

Frequencies
Statistics
N
Valid Missing Mean Median | Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 10 0 220 2.00 .789
Generate ideas differently 10 0 2.30 2.50 823 |
Structure essays better 10 0 2.30 2.00 B75
Approach assignments effectively 10 0 2.10 2.00 .876
Better in locating problems 10 0 1.80 2.00 789
Effectively revise drafts 10 0 1.90 1.50 .994
Instructors overall effectiveness 10 0 2,50 3.00 707
Instructors management skills 10 0 240 2.50 699
Willingness to assist outside of 10 0 2.40 2.50 699
class
Availability outside of class 10 o 2.30 2.00 483
Instructors knowledge of materials 10 0 2.50 2.50 527
Instructors ability to communicate 10 0 2.50 2.50 527
Understand sentence structure 9 1 1.89 2.00 928
Understand paragraph structure 9 1 1.89 2.00 .928
Can identify fopic sentences 9 1 200 2.00 .866
Can effectively structure essays 9 1 222 2.00 .833
Develop effective logic strategies 9 1 222 2.00 833
Consider assignments through 2 1 2.00 2.00 707
discussions
Opportunity to work with instructor 9 1 2.1 2.00 782
tnderstands correct punciuation 8 2 225 2.00 707
Frequency Table
Recognize weak points
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Valid 1 Disagree 2 20.0 20.0 20.0

Agree 4 40.0 40.0 60.0

Strongly Agree 4 40.0 40.0 100.0

Total 10 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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Generate ideas differently

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 2 20.0 20.0 20.0
Agree 3 30.0 30.0 50.0
Strongly Agree 5 50.0 50.0 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0
Structure essays better
Cumutative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Vaiid | Disagree 1 10.0 10.0 10.0
Agree 5 50.0 50.0 60.0
Strongly Agree 4 40.0 40.0 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0
Approach assignmenis effectively
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 3 300 30.0 30.0
Agree 3 30.0 30.0 60.0
Strongiy Agree 4 40.0 40.0 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0
Better in locating problems
) Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Vvalid | Disagree 4 40.0 40.0 40.0
Agree 4 40.0 40.0 80.0
Strongly Agree 2 20.0 20.0 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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Effectively revise drafts

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Disagree 5 50.0 50.0 50.0
Agree 1 10.0 10.0 " B0.0
Strongly Agree 4 40.0 400 100.0
Total 10 100.0 © 1000
Instructors overall effectiveness
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor i 10.0 . 10.0 10.0
Adequate 3 30.0 30.0 7 40.0
| Good to Excellent 8 60.0 60.0 1000
Total 10 100.0 100.0
i Instructors mariagement skills
Cumuiaiive
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Poor 1 10.0 10.0 ' 10.0
Adequate 4 40.0 400 50.0
Good to Excellent 5 50.0 50.0 100.0
Total 10 1000 | 1000
" willingness to assist outside of class
Cumulative
§ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor T 1. 10.0 10.0 10.0
Adequate 4 40.0 40.0 ] 50.0
Good to Excellent | 51 500 500 | 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0
Availability outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Adeguate 7 70.0 700 70.0
Good to Excellent 3 30.0 300 | 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010 Cnline

Instructors knowledge of materials

. Cumulafive
_ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid | Adequate 5 50.0 50.0 50.0
" | Good to Excellent 5 50.0 50.0 100.0
Total 10 100.0 100.0
Instructors ability to communicate
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
valid | Adequate ' 5 50.0 50.0 50.0
Good to Exceiient 5 50.0 503.0 100.6
Total 10 100.0 100.0
7 Understand sentence structure
] Cumulative
Freguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 4 40.0 44 .4 44 4
Agree 2 20.0 222 66.7
Strongly Agree 3 30.0 333 100.0
Total 9 30.0 100.0
Missing | System 1 10.0
Total 10 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 4 40.0 444 44 4
Agree 2 20.0 222 66.7
Strongly Agree 3 30.0 33.3 100.0
Total 8 90.0 100.0
Missing | System 1 10.0
Total 10 100.0

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab
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Can identify topic sentences

) Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 3 30.0 333 333
Agree 3 30.0 333 66.7
Strongly Agree 3 30.0 33.3 100.0
Total g 90.0 100.0
Missing | System 1 10.0
Total 10 100.0
Can effectively structure essays
Cumdlative
7 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree” 2 20.0 22.2 222
Agree 3 30.0- 333 556
Strongly Agree 4 40.0 44 .4 100.0
Total 9 90.0 100.0
Missing | System 1 100
Total : 10 100.0
Develop effective logic strategies
P Cumulative
_ ) Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 2 200 222 222
Agree 3 30.0 33.3 556
Strongly Agree 4 40.0 44 4 100.0
Total 9 90.0 100.0
Missing | System -1 10.0
Total 10 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab
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Consider assignments through discussions

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 2 20.0 222 22.2
Agree 5 50.0 55.6 77.8
Strongly Agree 2 20.0 222 100.0
) Total 9 90.0 100.0
Missing | System 1 10.0
Total 10 100.0
Opportunity to work with instructor
' Cumulative
Frequency Percent - | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree ' 2 20.0 22.2 222
Agree 4 40.0 44.4 66.7
Strongly Agree 3 30.0 333 100.0
Total 9 90.0 100.0 B
Missing | System 1 10.0
Total 10 100.0
Understands correct punctuation
Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 10.0 12.5 125
Agree 4 40.0 50.0 62.5
Strongly Agree 3 30.0 375 100.0
Total 8 80.0 100.0
Missing | System 2 20.0
Total 10 100.0

Prepared by the

Sogcial Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FAZ010

Frequencies
Statistics
N
Valid Missing Mean Median Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 410 1 221 2.00 .660
Generate ideas differently 410 1 2.05 2.00 875
Structure essays better 410 1 2.21 2.00 .635
Approach assignments effectively 410 1 2.09 2.00 .695
Better in locating problems 410 1 2.11 2.00 B77
Effectively revise drafts 410 1 216 2.00 683
Instructors overall effectiveness 410 1 2.39 2.00 .659
Instructors management skills ‘ 410 1 2.41 2.00 .643
Willingness to assist outside of 410 1 258 3.00 B13
class
Availability outside of class - _ 409 | 2 250 3.00 611
Instructors knowledge of materials 410 1 2860 3.00 _ .565
instructors ability to communicate 408 2 240 2.00 631
Understand sentence structure 409 2 1.97 2.00 .684
Understand paragraph structure 409 2 2.07 2.00 695
Can identify topic sentences 409 2 221 2.00 677
Can effectively structure essays 409 2 222 2.00 647
Develop effective logic strategies 408 2 2.09 2.00 682
Consider assignments through 409 2 240 2.00 594
discussions
Opporiunity to work with instructor 407 4 226 2.00 697
Understands correct punctuation 403 8 213 2.00 .682

Frequency Table

Prepared by the
Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Recognize wedk points

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
valid Disagree 55 134 13.4 13.4
Agree 214 52.1 522 65.6
Strongly Agree 141 34.3 34.4 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0
Generate ideas differently
Cumuiaiive
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 84 20.4 205 205
Agree 223 54.3 54.4 74.9
Strongly Agree 103 25.1 25.1 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0
Structure essays hetter _
- Cumulative
Freqguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 43 11.7 1.7 1.7
Agree 226 55.0 551 66.8
Strongly Agree 136 33.1 33.2 100.0
Total 410 998 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 441 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Approach assignments effectiv.e[y

Cumulative

Frequency | Percent | Vald Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 82 20.0 20.0 20.0
Agree 209 50.9 51.0 71.0
Strongly Agree 119 29.0 29.0 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0
Better in locating problems
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 73 17.8 17.8 17.8
Agree 217 52.8 . 529 70.7
Strongly Agree 120 29.2 29.3 100.0
- Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0
Effectively revise drafts
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 68 16.5 16.6 16.6
Agree 209 50.9 51.0 67.8
Strongly Agree 133 324 324 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Instructors overall effectiveness

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 40 9.7 9.8 9.8
Adequate 170 414 415 512
Good to Excellent 200 48.7 43.8 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total - 411 100.0
instructors management skills
' Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Pcor ' 35 8.5 8.5 8.5
Adequate 173 421 422 50.7
Good to Excellent 202 491 49.3 100.0
Total 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 - 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
. Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 27 6.6 8.6 6.6
Adequate 118 28.7 28.8 354
Good to Excellent 265 64.5 64.6 100.0
| Total 410 998 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FAZ010

Availability outside of class

. . Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 25 6.1 6.1 6.1
Adequate 156 38.0 38.1 443
Good to Excellent 228 55.5 55.7 100.0
Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0
Instructors knowledge of materials
' ) Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 16 38 3.8 39
Adequate - 132 32.1 322 36.1
Good to Excellent 262 63.7 63.9 100.0
Total - 410 99.8 100.0
Missing | System 1 2
Total 411 100.0
Instructors ability to communicate
Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 32 7.8 7.8 7.8
Adequate 180 43.8 44.0 51.8
Good to Excellent 197 479 432 100.0
Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5 ’
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Understand sentence structure

Cumulative -
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 101 24.6 24.7 247
Agree 218 53.0 53.3 78.0
Strongly Agree 90 219 220 100.0
) Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
o : Cumulative
_ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 86 20.9 21.0 21.0
Agree 210 51.1 51.3 72.4
Strongly Agree 113 27.5 27.6 100.0
Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 60 14.6 14.7 14.7
Agree 205 499 50.1 64.8
Strongly Agree 144 35.0 35.2 100.0
Total 409 89.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Can effectively structure essays

—

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 50 122 12.2 122
Agree 218 53.0 53.3 65.5
Strongly Agree 141 34.3 345 - 100.0
Total 408 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0
Develop effective logic strategies
Cumitilative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 78 18.0 19.1 19.1
Agree 216 528 528 71.9
Strongly Agree 115 28.0 28.1 100.0
Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 B
Total 411 100.0
Consider assignments through discussions
Cumuiative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 23 5.6 5.6 5.6
Agree 201 489 49.1 54.8
Strongly Agree 185 45.0 452 100.0
Total 409 99.5 100.0
Missing | System 2 5
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010

Opportunity to work with instructor

. Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 60 146 14.7 14.7
Agree 183 44.5 45.0 59.7
Strongly Agree 164 39.9 40.3 100.0
Total 407 98.0 100.0
Missing | System 4 1.0
Total 411 100.0
Understands correct punctuation
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 70 | 17.0 17.4 17.4
Agree 209 50.9 51.9 69.2
Strongly Agree 124 30.2 308 100.0
, Total 403 98.1 100.0
Missing | System 8 1.9
Total 411 100.0

Prepared by the

Social Science Research Lab



English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Faculty

Frequencies
Statistics
I

) Valid Missing Mean Median Sid. Deviation
Recognize weak points 9 0 289 3.00 2333
Generate ideas differently 9 0 287 3.00 500
Structure essays better 9 0 2.89 3.00 333
Approach assignments effectively 9 0 278 3.00 Y
Better in locating problems 9 0 2.89 3.00 - 333
Effectively revise drafts 9 0 2.89 3.00 333
Instructors overall effectiveness 9 0 289 3.00 333
tnstructors management skills 9 0 2.89 3.00 333
Willingness o assist outside of 9 0 2.89 3.00 .333
class : ]
Availabifity outside of class 9 o 2.89 3.00 2333
Instructors. knowledge of materials 9’ 0 2.89 3.00 .333
Instructors ability to communicate 9 0 2.89 300 333
Understand sentence structure 8 1 263 3.00 518
Understand paragraph structure 8 1 238 200 518
Can identify topic sentences 8 1 238 2.00 518
Can effectively structure essays 8 1 2863 3.00 518
Develop effective logic strategies 8 1 2.75 3.00 463
Consider assignments through 8 1 2.75 3.00 483
discussions .
Opportunity to work with instructor- 8 1 283 3.00 518
Understands correct punctuation 7 2 2.71 3.00 488

Frequency Table
Recognize weak points
' Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Agree 1 11.1 11.1 1.1
Strongly Agree ] 86.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab




English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Faculty

Generate ideas differently

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
valid Agree 3 333 33.3 33.3
' Strongly Agree 5] 66.7 66.7 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0
Structure essays better
| Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Agree 1 111 11.1 11.1
Strongly Agree 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0
Approach assignments effectively
' Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent ~ Percent
Valid  Agree 2 222 222 222
Strongly Agree 7 77.8 77.8 100.0
Total 9 100.0 . 100.0
Better in locating problems
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Agree 1 11.1 1.1 11.1
Strongly Agree 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0
Effectively revise drafts
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 1 11.1 111 1.1
Strongly Agree 8 885 838.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Faculty

Instructors overall effectiveness

Cumulative
) Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Adequate 1 1.1 111 11.1
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0
Instructors management skills 7
. Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Adequate 1 1.1 11.1 11.1
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total g 100.0 | 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Pq’qen_t
Valid  Adequate 1 111 1.1 111
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 -100.0 100.0
Availability outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Adequate 1 11.1 11.1 111
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
_Totai g 100.0 100.0
Instructors knowledge of materials
Cumulative
7 Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Adequate _ 1 11.1 11.1 11.1
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 889 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Facutty

Instructors ability to communicate

Cumulative
. Frequency | -Percent Valid Percent Percent
valid  Adequate ! 1.1 11.1 11.1
Good to Excellent 8 88.9 88.9 100.0
Total 9 100.0 100.0
Understand sentence structure
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 3 333 37.5 37.5
Strongly Agree 5 55.6 62.5 100.0
Total 3 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 11.1
Total 9 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 5 55.6 62.5 62.5
Strongly Agree 3 333 375 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 11.1
Total 9 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 5 55.6 62.5 62.5
Strongly Agree 3 33.3 37.5 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 11.1
Total 9 100.0

Prepared by Sccial Science Researdh Lab
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" English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Faculty

Can effectively structure essays

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 3 33.3 37.5 375
Strongly Agree 5 55.6 62.5 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 1.1
Total 9 100.0
Develop effective fogic strategies
: Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
valid Agree 2 22.2 25.0 25.0
Strongly Agree 6 66.7 75.0 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
L Missing  System 1 1.1
Total 9 100.0
~ Consider assignments through discussions
Cumulative
Frequency. | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 2 22.2 25.0 250
Strongly Agree 6 66.7 75.0 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 11.1
Total 9 100.0
Opportunity to work with instructor
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
valid =~ Agree 3 33.3 375 37.5
| Strongly Agree 5 556 62.5 100.0
Total 8 88.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 11.1
Total 9 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Faculty

Understands correct punctuation

Cumulative
Freguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 2 222 2886 . 28.8
Strongly Agree 5 55.6 71.4 100.0
Total 7 77.8 100.0 '
Missing  System 2 22.2
Total 9 100.0 .
SEF-—pyimthaek=0mT,
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Concurrent

Frequencies
Statistics
N N
Valid Missing Mean Median Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 47 0 2.57 3.00 542
Generate ideas differently 47 0 2.28 2.00 .682
Structure essays better 47 0 2.64 3.00 568
Approach assignments effectively 47 0 262 3.00 573
Better in locating problems 47 0 2.55 3.00 583
Effectively revise drafts 47 0 2.32 2.00 .663
Instructors overall effectiveness 47 0 2.79 3.00 463
tnstructors management skills 47 0 2.38 2.00 BTy
willingness to assist outside of class 47 0 2.91 3.00 .282
Availability outside of class 45 1 2.83 3.00 .383
Instructors knowledge of materials 47 0 2.96 3.00 204
Instructors ability to communicate 47 ] 2.36 2.00 805
Understand sentence structure 47 0 2.53 3.00 620
Understand paragraph structure 47 0 262 3.00 .610
Can identify topic sentences 47 0 262 3.00 534
" Can effectively structure essays 47 0 2.66 3.00 562
Develop effective logic strategies 47 0 2.43 2.00 817
Consider assignments through 47 0 2.53 3.00 584
'discussions
Opportunity to work with instructor 47 0 2.57 ' 3.00 B17
tnderstands correct punctuation 46 1 2.76 3.00 480
Frequency Table
'Recognize weak points
Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 21 2.1 2.1
Agree 18 38.3 38.3 40.4
Strongly Agree 28 59.6 59.8 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Concurrent

Generate ideas differently

Cumuiative
Fregquency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 8 12.8 12.8 12.8
Agree 22 46.8 48.8 59.6
Strongly Agree 19 404 40.4 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Structure essays better
. - | Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 2 43 43 4.3
Agree 13 27.7 27.7 31.8
Strongly Agree 32 68.1 68.1 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Approach assignments effectively
Curﬁulative
Freguency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 2 4.3 43 4.3
Agree 14 20.8 298 34.0-
Strongly Agree 3 66.0 66.0 100.0
Total 47 100.0 “400.0
Better in locating problems
. Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 2 4.3 4.3 4.3
Agree 17 36.2 36.2 40.4
Strongly Agree - 28 59.6 59.6 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Effectively revise drafts
’ Cumulative
Frequency Percent 1 Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree , 5 10.6 10.6 10.6
Agree 22 48.8 46.8 57.4
Strongly Agree 20 426 426 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0




English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Concurrent

" Instructors overall effectiveness

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
valid  Poor 1 2.4 2.1 2.1
Adequate 8 17.0 17.0 19.1
Good to Excellent 38 80.9 30.9 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Instructors management sKills
. Cumu.!ative
Frequency | Percent | Valfid Percent Percent
Valid  Poor 5| 106 106 1086
Adeguate 19 404 40.4 51.1
Good o Excellent 23 48.9 48.9 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
Cumulative .
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Peréent
Valid  Adequate 4 8.5 8.5 8.5
Good to Excellent 43 91.5 M5 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Availability outside of class
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Adequate 8 17.0 17.4 17.4
Good to Excellent 38 80.9 82.6 100.0
Total 46 97.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 2.1
Total 47 100.0
Instructors knowledge of materials
' Cumulative
Frequency | Percent { Valid Percent Percent
Valid Adequate 2 4.3 4.3 43
Good to Excellent 45 95.7 95.7 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0




English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Concurrent

 Instructors ability to communicate

Cumulative
Frequency Percent [ Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Poor 3 6.4 6.4 6.4
Adeguate 24 51.1 51.1 57.4
Good to Excellent 20 428 4286 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Understand sentence structure
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 3 6.4 ' 6.4 6.4
Agree 16 34.0 34.0 40.4
Strongly Agree 28 59.6 59.6 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 3 6.4 6.4 6.4
Agree 12 255 - 25.5 319
Strongly Agree .32 68.1 68.1 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 1 2.1 2.1 2.1
Agree 16 34.0 34.0 36.2
Strongly Agree 30 63.8 63.8 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Can effectively structure essays
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 2 4.3 4.3 4.3
Agree 12 255 255 29.8
Strongly Agree 33 70.2 70.2 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011 Concurrent

Develop effective logic strategies

Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree -3 6.4 6.4 6.4
Agree 21 447 447 51.1
Strongly Agree 23 48.9 48.9 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Consider assignments through discussions
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Disagree 2 4.3 4.3 4.3
Agree 18 38.3 38.3 42.6
Strongly Agree 27 57.4 57.4 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Opportunity to work with instructor
- . Cumulative
Freguency Percent Valid Percent Pe_rcent
Valid Disagree 3 6.4 6.4 6.4
Agree 14 29.8 298 36.2
Strongly Agree 30 63.8 63.8 100.0
Total 47 100.0 100.0
Understands correct punctuation
Cumulative
Frequency { Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid ‘ Disagree 1 2.1 2.2 22
Agree 9 19.1 19.6 21.7
Strongly Agree . 36 76.6 78.3 100.0
Total 48 97.9 100.0
Missing  System 1 24
Total 47 100.0




Frequencies

English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

- Statistics
N

Valid Missing Mean Median | Std. Deviation
Recognize weak points 237 2 2.32 2.00 623
Generate ideas differently 237 2 213 2.00 628
Structure essays better 237 2 2.27 2.00 585
Approach assignments 237 .2 2.14 2.00 655
effectively
Better in locating problems 237 2 2.16 2.00 5653
Effectively revise drafis 237 2 223 2.00 B850
instructors overall 236 3 3.00 602
effectiveness
Instructors management skilis 236 3 2.59 3.00 557
Willingness to assist outside of 235 4 2.68 3.00 519
class _ L
Availability outside of class 235 4 2.54 3.00 586
Instructors knowledge of 235 4 2.75 3.00 497
materials
instructors ability to 235 4 2,55 3.00 585
communicate
Understand sentence structure 235 4 214 2.00 639
Understand paragraph 235 4 2.16 2.00 660
structure
Can identify topic sentences 234 5 2.28 2.00 .589
Can effectively structure 235 4 2.27 2.00 621
essays
Develop effective logic 235 4 2.16 2.00 638
strategies
Consider assignments through 235 4 2.41 2.00 .580
discussions
Opportunity to work with 234 5 2.34 2.00 602
instructor
Understands correct 229 10 2.24 2.00 650
punciuation

Frequency Table
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Recognize weak points

Cumulative

Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 20 8.4 8.4 8.4
Agree 121 50.6 51.1 58.5
Strongly Agree 96 40.2 40.5 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing  System 2 8
Total 239 100.0
Generate ideas differently
_ " Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 33 13.8 ' 13.9 13.9
Agree 140 586 {  59. 73.0
Strongly Agree 64 26.8 27.0 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing  System 2 ]
Total 239 100.0
Structure essays better
. Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 17 7.1 7.2 7.2
Agree 139 58.2 58.6 65.8
Strongly Agree 81 339 34.2 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing System . 2 8 '
Total 239 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab Page?2



English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Approach assignments effectively

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 36 151 15.2 15.2
Agree 131 54.8 55.3 70.5 .
Strongly Agree 70 283 285 100.0
Total ' 237 99.2 100.0
Missing System 2 8
Total 239 100.0
Better in locating problems
| ’ Cumulative
Frequency | Percent Valiid Percent Percent
valid Disagree 34 14.2 143 1 14.3
Agree 130 54.4 54.9 69.2
Strongly Agree 73| 305 30.8 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing  System 2 8
Total 239 100.0
" Effectively revise drafts
. Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 29 12.1 12.2 12.2
Agree 125 52.3 52.7 65.0
Strongly Agree 83 347 35.0 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing  System - 2 8
Total 239 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab




English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Instructors overall effectiveness

: Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 14 59 5.9 59
Adeguate - 70 | 203 29.7 35.6
Good to Excellent 162 63.6 64.4 100.0
Total 236 98.7 100.0
Missing 4 ° 1 4
System B
Total 1.3
Total 239 100.0
Instructors management skills
{ Cumulative
. Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 8 3.3 34 34
Adequate 80 335 339 37.3
Good to Excellent 148 61.9 62.7 100.0
Total 236 68.7 100.0
Missing 4 1 4
System .8
Total 1.3
Total 239 100.0
Willingness to assist outside of class
‘ Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 6 2.5 26 26
Adeguate 63 264 26.8 294
Good to Excellent 166 69.5 70.6 100.0 -
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing 4 4
System 3 1.3
Total 4 1.7
Total 239 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab




English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Availability outside of class

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 1 46 | 47 47
Adequate 86 36.0 36.6 41.3
Good to Excellent 138 57.7 58.7 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing 4 1 4
System 3 1.3
Total 1.7
Total 239 100.0
Instructors knowledge of materials
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 7 29 3.0 3.0
Adequate 44 18.4 18.7 21.7
Good to Excellent 184 77.0 78.3 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 1.7
Total 239 100.0
Instructors ability to communicate
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 11 48 47 4.7
Adequate 84 35.1 35.7 40.4
Good to Excellent 140 58.6 59.6 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 17"
Total 239 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Understand senfence strﬁctu‘re

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 34 14.2 14.5 14.5
' Agree 135 56.5 . 574 71.9
Strongly Agree 66 276 28.1 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 1.7
Total 239 100.0
Understand paragraph structure
o : Cumulative
. Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percen
Valid Disagree 35 14.6 14.9 14.9
Agree 127 53.1 54.0 68.9
Strongly Agree 73 30.5 311 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0 |
Missing  System 4 17
-Total 239 100.0
Can identify topic sentences
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Vald  Disagree 17 71 73 73
Agree 135 56.5 57.7 65.0
Strongly Agree 82 34.3 35.0 100.0
Total 234 97.9 100.0
Missing System 5 2.1
Total 239 | 1000

Prepared by Social Science Researdh Lab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Can effectively structure essays

Cumulative

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
| vaiid Disagree 22 9.2 04 9.4
Agree 128 b3.6 545 83.8
Strongly Agree 85 356 36.2 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 1.7
Total - 239 100.0
Develop effective logic strategies
Cumuiative
_ Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percerit
Valid Disagree 3z 13.4 13.6 - 136
' Agree 134 56.1 57.0 70.6
Strongly Agree 69 28.9 29.4 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 1.7
Total 239 100.0
Consider assignments through discussions
. Cumulative
Freguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 11 46 47 4.7
Agree 117 49.0 49.8 54.5
Strongly Agree 107 44.8 45.5 100.0
Total 235 98.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 1.7
Total 238 100.0

Prepared by Social Science Researdh tab
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English 101 Student Exit Survey - SP2011

Opportunity to work with instructor

Cumulative

Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 16 6.7 6.8 6.8
Agree 123 51.5 526 59.4
Strongly Agree 895 30.7 40.6 100.0
Total 234 97.9 100.0
Missing  System 5 2.1
Total 239 100.0
Understands correct punctuation
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 27 11.3 11.8 11.8
Agree 119 49.8 52.0 63.8
Strangly Agree 83 347 36.2 100.0
_ Total 229 95.8 100.0
Missing ~ System 10 4.2
Total 239 100.0
SEECTEIAEarele=Ot .
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Memorandum

To: All Professors, Instructors and GTAs teaching ENGL 101/102 Fall 2010
From: Darren DeFrain, Director of the Writing Program

Date: November 23, 2010

Re: Finals Grading

I again wanted to send along a consistent grade breakdown giving appropriate
equivalencies for our 1-5 scale now that we are using the plus/minus system. Also, if you
have been asked to take part in our assessment this semester please remember to forward
me the surveys from your 101 sections and keep record your diagnostic scores from the
start of the semester on your final grade sheets (provided under separate cover). I'm
always here if you have any questions. '

EXAM GRADE LETTER 100 PT SCORE EQUIVALENCY

5 A+ 99-100
475 A 93-98
45 A- 90-92
425 B+ 88-89
4 B 86-87
3.75 B 83-85
3.5 B- 80-82
3.25 C+ 78-79
3 C 7477
2.75 c- 70-73
2.5 D+ 68-69
225 D 63-67
2 D- 60-62
1.75 F 55-59
1.5 F 50-54
1 F <49

All exams should be awarded grades on a .5 scale. The .25 and .75 grades should only
be the result of the average of the two readers’ scores. As usual, it is at the
instructor’s discretion what the final numerical grade should be for each student. So, for
example, if one of your students receives a 4 from you and 3.5 from your peer they may
receive anywhere from an 83 to an 85. BE CONSISTENT with these final scores.

Remember that while students are pot failed or passed along simply for their performance
on this final exam these grades can be important to their final course grades. They are
obviously also of great personal importance to the students.
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Student Percepfions of Teachings Effectiveness I

epartment: English
ourse: 101

[ |
ompared with 30887

1.5.U. Classes
ou Scored:

cale Percentile

6.7 71.0%

7.0 - 79.0%
6.8  75.5%
6.9  75.1%

63 62.7%

2.8 2.0%

2.7 7.9%

3.8 17.9%

-ocessed on 01/04/11
ersion 01/01/05

University:

Fall 2010 Resulis

Interpretative Profile
Based Upon 12 Stude_nt Raters

-m Wichita State University
College/Division:: ;:Y-,_Humanities

Perceived Quality Index
-~ which consists of }——

Course Design -
Rapport with Studernts
 Grading Quality

Course Value
« [ V Good 1

[

High

High
High

High

Perceived Course Demands

——] which consists of ——
 Difficulty

Workload

| L |

i 4s I I
25% 50%. 75%

1

ID Number: 735
Section Number: 16759

v

Compared with 7401
Humanities Classes
You Scored:

‘Percentile' Scale

57.6% 6.4

67.2% 6.7
50.5% 6.5
66.3% 6.7

47.8% 6.0

7.9% 2.7

8.2% 2.7

13.3% 3.3

1994, 2003, 2004 by the Sociaf Sclence Research Lab, Wichita State University



SPTE Scale Summary

Perceived Quality Index

Course Design

Scale Percentile lfem Descripfion _
4.58 6.7 66.4% e High The instructor’'s presentation was well prepared.
4.83 7.5 O0.1% = e High Overall, the instructor was well organized.
4.75 6.7 7.0 ey High Theinstructor's knowledge appeared high.
4.83 6.9 VL S I I High The instructor was usually in control of the class.
4. .42 5.8 L O VGood * """ The instructor's ability to answer guestions was excellent.
4.17 5.8 45 5% st VGood ++ - The instructor conveyed clearly key concepts. :
4.58 7.0 F3.7% e High The method of presentation was appropriate.
4.67 7.4 82.9%  seeeerseaneraans High The instructor's presentation style aided learning.
. _ - Rapport with Students _ s
Score Scale Percentile - "~ iHtem Descripfion )
4.50 6.1 50.5% srereseemmeeens High The student felt free to ask questions,
4.58 6.6 62.8% Perie e High The instructor came across as a person and teacher.
4.83 5.8 72.5% - cieseecseaiaeesss Heh The instrucior treated the studeiis respeciiuily.
4.42 5.5 36.6% Ceere e VGood - - The instructor responded fully to questions. .
4.08 6.3 BE.BY e Hish The instructor was concerned about the student's progress.
3.67 4.3 22.6% Good «<rerccce The instructor was aware if students had difficulties.
4.42 5.8 42.9% rdee e VGood -+ - The instructor’s ability to answer questions was excellent.
4.64 7.7 87.0%  sereereeeaveeen High The instructor gave students adequate feedback.
. Grading Suality L
Score Scale Percentile : #tem Desciiplion : ) »
4.33 5.8 45.6% e VGood «+ -+ The number of evaluations used for grading was sufficient.
4£.50 5.7 66.7%  creremsaeeanen High The instructor used appropriate evaluations for grading.
4.33 6.3 56,5  ceerrrerreners High The method of assigning grades was clear.
4.00 3.9 16,2% Good - Exam content matehed-the class presentation.
4.67 8.1 93.1% et Hich The expected grade matched performance.
o Course Value N
Score Scale Percentfile ‘fem Description
3.67 5.7 -0 S VGood --+++ The student found the course valuable. _
3.58 5.1 33.3% 0 e VGood ** " The student expects retention of material to be high.
3.42 5.4 348y - e VGood + - The course stimulated the student's interest.
3.50 4.1 17.0% Good -crcrercct The student's knowledge of the subject increased.
3.50 7.0 F1.3%8 e High The student usually went to class eagerly.
4.67 9.3 98.B% ceceeeseneaens High The student would recommend this course.
Perceived Course Demands
. Difficulty o
Score Scale Percentile 25%  50%  75% llem Description
2.83 3.1 11.3% S O The course was very hard. .
2.83 3.0 9.7% B AT The material presented in this ciass was difficuit.
3.17 2.6 6.4% o S An extensive amount of material was presented.
3.17 4.0 20.6% ORI AT Extensive time was required to prepare for class.
2.92 3.1 11.8% o N LI The amount of work (workload) was heavy.
3.33 4.5 30.7% 0 e oo The instructor covered material at a fast pace.
3.58 4.5 26,08 - Weoosee e The instructor challenged students intellectually.
. Workload R
Score Scale Percenfile 25%  50%  75% Jtem Descripfion .
2.83 3.4 13.3% I S The number of assignments was extensive.
2.92 3.1 o AR The amount of work (workioad) was heavy.

i1.8%




Student Percepfions off??'Teachings Effectiveness I

Fall 2010 Results
spartment: English University: _ » Wichita State University D Number: 736
urse: 101 ' College/Division: v Humanities - Section Number: 16750
O | | - | v
smpared with 30887 interpretative Profile | Compared with 7401
.S.U. Classes _ Humanities Classes
u Scored: ' Based Upon 13 Student Raters You Scored:

Percentile Scale

-ale  Percentile
‘ . Perceived Quality Index |
7.2 83.5% .« « « .+ e - .« « « [ High J 73.8% 7.0

73 86.2% [ High 1 76.7% 1.0
- Rapport with Students | .
7.5 88.8% . e« o« v+« o+« + =+« « -] High ] 79.7% 7.2
" Grading Quality _
7.1 79.7% R . .+« « -« .« - < [ High ] 72.2% 6.9
| Coﬁrse Value : | 7
7.0 78.7% .. . e e e e .+« .+« .« <+ High 1 [ 66.8% 6.8

Perceived Course Demands
42 93.8% | - - - BY - e s e s 95.8% 4.3

——{ which consists of }——

Difﬁcuity
3.8 18.6% - - BV R 21.7% 4.0
: . Workload
573 43.0% S A 41.9% 5.1
: } i i
25% 50% 75%
ocessed on 01/04/11

arsion 01/01/03 0 1996, 2003, 2004 by the Social Science Research Lab, Wichita State University



- SPTE Scale Summ'dry

- Perceived Quality Index

-' | Course Design

Score Scadle Percentile ltem Description

4.54 6.5 - S High The instructor's presentation was well prepared.

4.69 6.9 F3.28 v e Hish Overall, the instructor was well organized.

.77 . 6.8 TL1% e Hish The instructor's knowledge appeared high.

4.85 7.0 78.9% s High The instructor was usually in control of the class.

4.62 6.8 68.9% e .+ High The instructor's ability to answer questions was excellent.
4.54 7.4 83.5% R I High The instructor conveyed clearly key concepts.

4.54 6.8 ) A High The method of presentation was appropriaie. .

4.62 7.2 78.0% e pee e High The instructor's presentation style aided learning.

ltern Descripfion

Score Scale Percentile _
4.54 .3 55.5% T R High ' The student felt free to ask questions.

4.62 6.8 67.3% e High . The instructor came across as a person and teacher.

4.92 7.3 88.7% e High The instructor treated thelst!udents respectfully.

- 4.82 5.5 808 0 rerrememememe High  The insiructor responded fully to guestions. )
4,38 7.5 81.2% e High The instructor was concerned about the student's progress.
4.31 6.9 T2 4% e High The instructor was aware if students had difficulties.
4.62. 6.8 B68.9% e High The instructor's ability t0 answer questions was excellent.
4.75 8.1 93.8% - e Hish The instructor gave students adequate feedback.

: ! . Grading Quality - . o
Scote Scale Peicentis _ }em Descripfion
4.38 5.0 B1.2% e VY Good - -+ -+ The number of evaluations used for grading was sufficient.
4,54 6.9 71.5% R R e High The instructor used appropriate evaluations for grading.
4.23 5.9 A7.3% s VGood -~ - -+ The method of assigning grades was clear.
4.54 6.7 BO.TE e High Exam.content matched the class presentation.
4.54 7.5 84.0% seveeeeseseee i High  The expected grade matched performance. .
) Course Value L
Score Scale Percenfile ltem Descripfion
"3.62 .5 38.68 e VGood - The student found the course valuable. _
4.15° 8.0 86.1x e R High The student expects retention of material to be high.
3.46 5.6 38.3% seerees VGood *+ ¢ The course stimulated the student's interest.
3.85 5.6 42,1% e VGood * "+ The student's knowledge of the subject increased.
3.46 6.8 68.1% e . Hgh The student usually went to class eagerly.
4.15 7.4 81.3% e High The student would recommend this course.
Perceived Course Demands
) Difficulty o
Score Scale Percentile 25%  BO% V5% ltem Description
2.92 3.5 15.0% R A The course was very hard. L
3.38 5.3 44 2% e LA The material presented in this class was difficult.
3.46 3.9 20.6% R AR I An extensive amount of material was presented.
3.69 6.3 68.0%  aeereeraeeees AR Extensive time was required to prepare for class.
3.31 4.6 33.6%8 e Woos e The amount of work (workload) was heavy.
3.15 3.5 13.3% T The instructor covered material at a fast pace.
4.08 6.6 Y S AAUCIE ‘The instructor challenged students intellectually.
R . Workload .
Score Scale Percentile %%  50%  75% tem Descriplion ]
3.15 4.6 30.4% e AAREIIEE «+++  The number of assignments was extensive.

3.31 4.6 33.68 s L The amount of work {workioad} was heavy.
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Porceived Qualily Index .
7.4  85.9% LS e+ e i e aeTe - [ High 1 77.9% 7.2
| | t———{ which consists of }-— -

Course Design

74 89.0% | - ¢ oo oo ococTooccs o T Hish ] 82.2% 7.2
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7.7 91L.7% C e e e .- o . et e .-« [ High ] 85.9% 7.5
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* SPTE Scale Summary

Perceived Quality Index

S{g:ore Scale Percentile

Course Design

72 7.2 80,25 s High
482 7.4 86.6% e High
478 8.7 BB.BY  seeerecereense High
4,94 7.4 O0.6F = rrrrreesraresean High
482 7.6 BO.BY  rereeeeeeeeess High
£.47 7.0 T3.0F reeeenreeeea High
4.56 6.7  67.3% R <o-. High
4.83 7.9

Scora 59‘%‘9 Perce%gﬁle

4.82 7 86.5%  crrereserasaTian High -
£.83 7.5 B6.2%  rererecreesesess High
4.94 . 7.2 BB.2Y e Hich
4.83 7.h  BB.IY  reeerereeeesens High
3,83 5.1 36.4% e V Good * "+ -
4.06 5.8  AB.6Y  reeecrese V Good * ¢+ -
4.82 7.6 8BO.BY e a e e ess High
444 6.7 GB.BY  creerreieseaanens High
- , ' Grading - Quali
Score Scale Percentile 95 ’ry .
4 .89 B.3  97.6% @ crecessescaeenen High
£.83  B.1  GA.BY  reereeeesieens High
4.33 6.1 53.9% ] i High
4.61 . 6.9 72.6% I High
444 6.9 70095 eereeeenierians High

Score Scdle Percentile
5.6  40.9%

92.9%  reeeses R I High

Rapport with Students

ltem Descripfion :

The instructor's presentation was well prepared.

Overall, the instructor was well organized.

The instructor's knowledge appeared high.

The instructor was usually in control of the class.

The instructor's ability to answer questions was excellent.
The instructor conveyed clearly key concepts.

The method of presentation was appropriate.

The instructor's presentation style aided learning.

fom Descripfion :

The student felt free to ask questions. :

The instructor came across as a person and teacher.

The instructor treated the students respectfully.

The instructor responded fully to questions. )

The instructor was concerned about the student’s progress.
The instructor was aware if students had difficulties.

The instructor's ability to answer questions was excellent.
The instructor gave students adequate feedback.

ltem Descripfion . ]
The number of evaluations used for grading was sufficient.

The instructor used appropriate evaluations for grading.

The method of assigning grades was ciear.
Exam content matched the class presentation.
The expected grade matched performance.

ltem Descripfion

The student found the course valuable.

3.72 & A40.9% 000 e VGood * -
3.78 5.8 46.5% e V Good * ¢ -+ The student expects retention of material to be high.
3.56 5.6 30.7% 0 e V Good -+ The course stimulated the student's interest. _
. 3.78 5.1 31.3% © e VGood * - The student's knowledge of the subject increased.
3.33 5.9 48.1% Cereees VGood " The student usually went to class eagerly.
4.56 8.6 96.1% e High The student would recommend this course.
Perceived Course Demands
. Difficulty ' s
Score Scale Percentile 25%  50%  75% ltem Descripfion
3.47 5.8 56.0% e L AR The course was very hard.
3.41 5.4 46.6% e Feooeee e The material presented in this class was difficult.
3.67 4.9 37.2%  eeeeseed L AR An extensive amount of material was presented.
3.39 5.0 40.1% - e A AR Extensive time was required to prepare for class.
3.22 £.3 2B.1% e Fooa e e The amgunt of work (workload) was heavy.
3.17 3.6 14.8% I R LI R The instructor covered material at a fast pace.
3.61 4.5 26.1% - LA The instructor challenged students intellectually.
" , _ o Workload s
Score Scale Perceniile 25%  50%  75% ftem Description
3.17 4.7 33.08 e T The number of assignments was extensive.
3.22 4.3 28.1% e R The amount of work (workload) was heavy.
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SPTE Scale Summary

Perceived @udlify Index

Course Design

Score Scale Percentile ltem Descripfion )
4.81 7.5 B9.BY o aeseremeeneaen High The instructor's presentation was well prepared.
5.00 - 8.1 98.4% e I High Overall, the instructor was well organized.
4,94 7.6 94.7% L R Hish - The instructor's knowledge appeared high.
4.94 7.3 89.5% I High The instructor was usually in control of the class.
4.88 7.9 93.4% e Hish The instructor’s ability to answer questions was excellent.
4.75 8.1 94.4% sereeeeneaes High The instructor conveyed clearly key concepts.
4,75 7.6 BB.1X e Hish  The method of presentation was appropriate.
4.81 7.7 90.1% | e e .+ High The instructor's presentation style aided learning.
o - Rapport with Students o L
Score Scale Percentile o - . Hem Descripfion o
4.88 7.8 904y e f.ese e s High  The student felt free to ask questions.
4.88 7.7 L High The instructor came across. as a person and teacher:
5,40 7.5 GA 4% 0 s eesesee s Hish  The instructor treated the students respectiully.
4.94 7.9 94.6% P iy High The instructor responded fully to questions. .
4.06 6.0 53.0% R High The instructor was concerned about the student's progress.
4,50 7.5 B S A High The instructor was aware if students had difficulties. -
4.88 7.9 93.4% e High = The instructor's ability to answer questions was excellent.
4.75 8.0 9L.5% - e High The instructor gave students adequate feedback. -
s Grading Quaiily 5 o
Score Scale Percentile S . ilem Descriphici - ' . e
- 4.56 6.7 63.0% L R High The number of evaluations used for grading was sufficient.
S S L I ) 88.8% R R R Hish  The instructor used appropriate evaluations for grading.
4.88° 8.3 97.4% srerdesea e iy High The method of assigning grades was clear,
4.44 - 6.0 5.1% e e . VGood « """ Exam content matched the class presentation.
4.50 7.1 75.6% S High - The expected grade matched performance.
. g i Course Vaiue -
Score Scdle Percentiile . ltem Descripfion -
4,13 7.3 76.9% R R High The student found the course valuable. )
4.31 8.4 90.2% s reereerraeeen High. The student expects retention of material to be high.
3.81 6.6 62.7% e V Good *r v The course stimulated the student’s interest.
4.19 6.8 = 68.4% I R High The student's knowledge of the subject increased. .
3.56 6.8 67 4% e High The student usually went to class eagerly.
4.37 7.8 B7.7% s High . The student would recomrend this course.
Perceived Course Demands
: = Difficulty L
Score Scale Percendile 5%  50%  75% lfem Descripfion
3.25 4.9 3778 v Voo The course was very hard. L
3.37 5.2 43,08 e w -+ co--- - The material presented in this class was difficuit.
3.94 6.1 61.2%  nseeeeeeee A An extensive amount of material was presented.
3.44 5.2 A5 0% e L AT I Extensive time was required to prepare for class.
3.44 5.2 T S L A The amount of work {workload) was heavy.
3.38 4.7 37,1 e S A The instructor covered material at a fast pace.
4.31 7.3 B2.0% oo v. . . The instructor challenged students intellectually.
_ o Workload N S
Score Scale Percentile /%  50%  75% ltem Descripfion .
3.38 5.5 50,08 srerenen L A The number of assignments was extensive.
3.44 5.2 L Y S b AR IR The amount of work {workload) was heavy.




