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1. Student Information

" Your major division (mark one or two):

ats(_ ) 22.2% n=9

L&L 0%
SMC ( ] 100%
Social Studies 0%
MDS 0%
Undecided 0%
2 Your level:
n=9
FY 0% av=33
dev.=0.5
SO 0%
JR( ) 66.7%
S — 3.3%
¥ Number of courses you have taken with this instructor prior to this semester:
o ) 100% 0%
dev.=0
1 0%
2 or more 0%
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Y Number of courses you have taken in this program prior to this semester:

0 0% 2
dev.=0

1 0%

2 or more ) 100%
% Your reasons for taking this course (mark all that apply):
distribution requirement C] 11.1% n=9

program requirement ] 100%
elective in program C] 11.1%

elective in related program 0%
curiosity about the subject [ ) 88.9%
prerequisite for another course C] 11.1%
other () 1.1%

. . 0% 0% 12.5% 25% 62.5%

'® To what extent do you agree or disagree with the Strongly disagree : : T Strongly agree =8,
following statement: / have worked to the best of v dov=0.8
my ability in this class.

1 2 3 4 5
' Number of classes missed:
-8
dev.=1.7
Ta— 25t
3 0%
4 0%
5 or more C] 12.5%
2. Evaluation of the Course
. 0% 0% 0% 11.1% 88.9%
2V The course was challenging. b - - - - . A n=9
|—|'—1 av.=4.9
dev.=0.3
1 2 3 4 5
. . 0% 0% 0%  333% 66.7%
22 The course promoted thought and discussion sD L SA n=9
outside of the classroom. t b
1 2 3 4 5
. . 0% 0% 0% 55.6% 44.4%
23 The course objectives were clear. sD T3 SA n=9
F av.=4.
! dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
24 Grading criteria were clear. e n=9
9 : Sb —4— SA av=42
dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
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0% 0% 0%  55.6% 44.4%

% The course requirements were clear. - T oA =y
¥ av.=4..
' dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
, 0% 0%  11.1% 33.3% 55.6%
29 Overall rating of the course. Very Poor - - — T Excellent =
F 1 av.=4..
' dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
3. Evaluation of the Instructor
. 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%
%" The instructor seemed prepared and ready to - - - - : : sA n=9
t h av.=5
each. =5
1 2 3 4 5
. . 0% 0% 0% 22.2% 77.8%
%2 The instructor deepened my understanding of the sp : : : -y A n=s
subject. i b
1 2 3 4 5
, o 0% 0% 0% 222% 77.8%
9 The instructor was able to communicate ideas, D - - - - A n=y
theories, skills, and/or concepts effectively. i ez
1 2 3 4 5
. 0% 11.1%  22.2% 22.2% 44.4%
*4 The instructor's feedback about my work was & - —=T —T— A n=9
helpful. ' ' e

0% 0% 0%  33.3% 66.7%

% The instructor facilitated active engagement with D o A =9

the subject (e.g. class participation, small group dev.=0.5
work, lab or studio work, or lectures that
incorporated time for questions and comments). ; : L . :
. . 0% 0% 11.1% 22.2% 66.7%
*9 The instructor was available and approachable sD 1 . SA n=9
about the class and course work. T ‘el dev=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
. . . L 0% 0% 0% 11.1% 88.9%
3" The instructor was effective in establishing an b : : : > |—[—40 sA =9
inclusive environment for all students. et
1 2 3 4 5
. . 0% 0% 0% 222% 77.8%
9 Qverall rating of the instructor. Very Poor - - } ’ ] _|° Excellent A
av.=4.
dev.=0.4
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Profile

Subunit:
Name of the instructor:

Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

Science, Math, and Computing
Harold Haggard
PHYS 314 Thermal Physics

. Student Information

16)  To what extent do you agree or disagree with Strongly | - | Strongly agree

the following statement: | have worked to the disagree | | | | | n=8  av.=4.5 md=5.0 dev=0.8

best of my ability in this class.

2. Evaluation of the Course

2.1) i -

The course was challenging. SD / SA =g av=49 md=5.0 dev.=0.3
22) The course promoted thought and discussion SD .[ SA

outside of the classroom. / n=g  av=47 md=5.0 dev.=0.5
23) iecti

The course objectives were clear. SD ./ SA =g av=44 md=4.0 dev=0.5
24) i iteri

Grading criteria were clear. SD SA =g V=42 md=4.0 dev=0.7
25) i

The course requirements were clear. SD \I. SA =g av=44 md=4.0 dev=0.5
26) i

Overall rating of the course. Very Poor 1 Excellent =g av=44 md=5.0 dev.=0.7

3. Evaluation of the Instructor

3.1)  The instructor seemed prepared and ready to SD SA

teach. n=9 av.=5.0 md=5.0 dev.=0.0
32) The instructor deepened my understanding of SD ._[ SA

the subject. I n=9 av.=4.8 md=5.0 dev.=0.4
33)  The instructor was able to communicate ideas, SD 1 SA ~ _ N ~

theories, skills, and/or concepts effectively. //' n=9  av=4.8 md=5.0 dev.=0.4
34) The instructor's feedback about my work was SD SA

helpful. n=9 av.=4.0 md=4.0 dev.=1.1

AN

35)  The instructor facilitated active engagement SD N sA ~ _ N ~

with the subject (e.g. class participation, small | n=9  av.=4.7 md=5.0 dev.=0.5

group work, lab or studio work, or lectures that
36) The instructor was available and approachable SD J SA ~ _ N ~

about the class and course work. \ n=9  av.=4.6 md=5.0 dev=0.7
37)  The instructor was effective in establishing an SD \._ SA ~ _ N ~

inclusive environment for all students. | n=9  av=4.9 md=50 dev=0.3
3:8) Qverall rating of the instructor. Very Poor l Excellent

n=9 av.=4.8 md=5.0 dev.=0.4
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Comments Report

1. Student Information

'®  Further elaboration on your responses or additional commentary is encouraged. Stay within the box.

U).‘St‘\ e l\mcl Wore. -k'\\tw_, o review

ﬂ r-tc,\—‘r- C(ﬁt 5%!

| wwised (af (Mt [P@lomife it sl (nowhg,

10/13/2017 Class Climate evaluation Page 5



Harold Haggard, PHYS 314 Thermal Physics

2. Evaluation of the Course

27 Further elaboration on your responses and additional commentary is encouraged. Stay within the box.
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3. Evaluation of the Instructor

%9 Further elaboration on your responses or additional commentary is encouraged. Stay within the box.
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