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COURSE IMPROVEMENT

These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.

Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)

1. The instructor's presentations were clear and 15. The instructor's method of teaching this course
understandable. OIZION ) needs revision. C ICIOICIOL,
2. | felt free o express my ideas and questions in 16. The instructor raised questions and posed prob- .
class. GIZIOIT] lems to the class. O®E @@=
3. Considering the nature of the course, the instruc- 17. When making generalizations, the instructor
tor was well prepared for each class session. @ @M @ @ made good use of examples and illustrations. (@) @ ) @) @ ==
4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter. ® @ ® @ @ members involved in the discussions. © @ ® @ @ =
5. I felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. OICIOI ) portant and insignificant to me. [ IDIOIIOL
6. Generally, | was prepared for each class session.®) @ @ @ @ § 20. The readings were too difficult. IS0 IOL
7. When questioned by class members, the instruc- 21. The readings were appropriate in length. © @ Q) @ @ ==
tor's responses were unclear and confusing. @O ® P 22. Ifelt the exams stressed unwarranted memori- -
8. Sufficient consideration was given to related zation. - 1010120
fields and contemporary problems. O@®@@® W 23. The instructor provided effective critiques of stu-
9. The instructor excessively dominated the class dent projects. OI%] ICIOL
discussions. O®N @@ B 24. The exam questions were phrased ambiguously. @) @ @ @ @ wa
10. This course aroused my intellectual curiosity. ~ @@ ® @@ B 25. The exams covered material emphasized in this -
11. The instructor seemed hostile toward students. @@ ™ @ @ course. OICIONIZ L
12. When there were discussions in class, | gener- 26. Overall, 1 felt that the instructor's grading was
ally learned something from them. ODONGB@ fair. RIZIOIZY L
13. | made an honest effort to learn in this course. @@ N @ ® B 27. The requirements and deadlines of the course -
14. The instructor was dry and humorless. PDO®® were made clear. ©@N G @u-

28. The various aspects of this course (lectures, dis-
cussions, readings, etc.) seemed to be integrated

into a coherent whole. OITIOIZT L
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT
These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.
Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)
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4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter. @@ ® @ @ members involved in the discussions. OITIOl IOL
5. | felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. OwW@W® portant and insignificant to me. OIPIOl I0L.
6. Generally, | was prepared for each class session.© @ ® @ ® [ 20. The readings were too difficult. RIPIOX IOl
7. When questioned by class members, the instruc- 21. The readings were appropriate in length. OITIOl IO
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT

These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.
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(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT
These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.
Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)
1. The instructor's presentations were clear and 15. The instructor's method of teaching this course
understandable. OO@E®® needs revision. O] _I0I2I0L
2. | felt free to express my ideas and questions in 16. The instructor raised questions and posed prob-
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3. Considering the nature of the course, the instruc- 17. When making generalizations, the instructor
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4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter. ® @ ® @ ® members involved in the discussions. o151 12100
5. | felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. OIZIOIT] | portant and insignificant to me. OIZIOl IOL
6. Generally, | was prepared for each class session.® @ ® @ ® [ 20. The readings were too difficult. OIDIONY L
7. When questioned by class members, the instruc- 21. The readings were appropriate in length. oIl IPIOL.
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14. The instructor was dry and humorless. ol I0I2I0) were made clear. OITIONI L
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT
These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.
Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)
1. The instructor's presentations were clear and 15. The instructor's method of teaching this course
understandable. OIZION] ) needs revision.  ITIOI2IOL
2. | felt free to express my ideas and questions in 16. The instructor raised questions and posed prob-
class. O@WEOWE® lems to the class. OIZION! L.
3. Considering the nature of the course, the instruc- 17. When making generalizations, the instructor
tor was well prepared for each class session. @ @O @@ made good use of examples and illustrations. @ @ N @ @ ==
4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter. @ @ ® @ @ members involved in the discussions. © @ ®) @ @
5. | felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. oIZIoI] ) portant and insignificant to me. POOEEm=
6. Generally, | was prepared for each class session.©® @ @ @ @ [J 20. The readings were too difficult. " 11012100
7. When questioned by class members, the instruc- 21. The readings were appropriate in length. OIZ] ICIOL)
tor's responses were unclear and confusing. O@®®@® P 22 1felt the exams stressed unwarranted memori- -
8. Sufficient consideration was given to related zation. Y BIOI IO
fields and contemporary problems. @©@NE@® P 23. The instructor provided effective critiques of stu- -
9. The instructor excessively dominated the class dent projects. - YIOL
discussions. @O@®@® [ 24. The exam questions were phrased ambiguously. @ @ ® @ (@ ==
10. This course aroused my intellectual curiosity. @@ N @@ P 25. The exams covered material emphasized in this -
11. The instructor seemed hostile toward students. @ @ ® @ @ course. O®QE @ @@=
12. When there were discussions in class, |1 gener- 26. Overall, | felt that the instructor's grading was
ally learned something from them. OIDIONT] ] fair. IO L
13. | made an honest effort to learn in this course. @@ N @ @ B 27. The requirements and deadlines of the course -
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT
These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.
Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)
1. The instructor's presentations were clear and 15. The instructor's method of teaching this course
understandable. OIZIOl IO needs revision. C IIOITIOL
2. | felt free to express my ideas and questions in 16. The instructor raised questions and posed prob-
class. RITIOl 10) lems to the class. OITIOl IOl
3. Considering the nature of the course, the instruc- 17. When making generalizations, the instructor
tor was well prepared for each class session. @ @M@ @ made good use of examples and illustrations.  ©® @ ® @) @ ==
4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter,. @ @ W@ ® members involved in the discussions. PITIOI IOL
5. | felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. OISO | portant and insignificant to me. oI JIOIZIOL
6. Generally, { was prepared for each class session.®) @ ® @ @ [ 20. The readings were too difficult. C IDIOIDIOL
7. When questioned by class members, the instruc- 21. The readings were appropriate in length. OIDIOl IOL
tor's responses were unclear and confusing. Q@®@W® P 22.1felt the exams stressed unwarranted memori- -
8. Sufficient consideration was given to related zation. " ISIOIIOL
fields and contemporary problems. @OwW®E@® P 23. Theinstructor provided effective critiques of stu- -
9. The instructor excessively dominated the class dent projects. OIZIOl IOL
discussions. Q@ ®®@® [ 24. The exam questions were phrased ambiguously. ® @ ® @ @ ==
10. This course aroused my intellectual curiosity. ~ ®@® @@ @ 25. The exams covered material emphasized in this -
11. The instructor seemed hostile toward students. @ @ ® @ ® course. OITIOl IOl
12. When there were discussions in class, | gener- 26. Overall, | feit that the instructor's grading was
ally learned something from them. OITIOIN fair. OITIONZ] L
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COURSE IMPROVEMENT

These questions are to help your instructor assess particular strengths and weaknesses of this course. Your responses
to this set will be used for course improvement rather than evaluation.

Rate each item below on the following scale:
D = disagree; MD = moderately disagree; N = neutral; MA = moderately agree; A = agree
(Darken only one circle per item. Use only pencil.)

1. The instructor's presentations were clear and 15. The instructor's method of teaching this course
understandable. OIZI0IY] | needs revision.  ICIOIZIOL,
2. | felt free to express my ideas and questions in 16. The instructor raised questions and posed prob-
class. RITIONIZ] J lems to the class. @®® @ @ mm
3. Considering the nature of the course, the instruc- 17. When making generalizations, the instructor
tor was well prepared for each class session. @ @ ® @ @ made good use of examples and illustrations. @ @ ® @ @ ==
4. Appropriate attention was devoted to differing 18. The instructor made a genuine effort to get class
opinions and approaches to the subject matter. ® @ ® @ @ members involved in the discussions. © @@ @@ mm
5. 1 felt that the instructor was willing to help me 19. The subject matter of this course seemed unim-
outside of class. OITIONT] | portant and insignificant to me. oI12! IZIoL
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