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University-wide Instructor Questions

Weight of responses: 1=SD (Strongly Disagree), 2=D (Disagree), 3=N (Neutral), 4=A (Agree), 5=SA (Strongly Agree), Resp=Number of
Student Responses
Weighted Means: Section, Course, Level, Department

SD D N A SA Resp Section Course Level Dept

The instructor Debra Borie-Holtz was prepared for class and

L . o1 5 3 7 16 4.00 4.21 4.34 4.56
presented the material in an organized manner.

The instructor Debra Borie-Holtz responded effectively to student

- 0 0 2 6 8 16 4.38 4.08 4.23 4.51
comments and questions.

The instructor Debra Borie-Holtz generated interest in the course

. 11 3 5 6 16 3.88 4.07 421 4.45
material.

The instructor Debra Borie-Holtz had a positive attitude toward
assisting all students in understanding course material.

The instructor Debra Borie-Holtz assigned grades fairly. o 0 2 7 7 16 4.31 4.33 4.44 4.59

The instructional methods of Debra Borie-Holtz encouraged
student learning.

0 0 36 7 16 4.25 4.32 4.44 462

01 37 5 16 4.00 4.14 4.28 4.51

Teaching Effectiveness

Weight of responses: 1=P (Poor), 2=F (Fair), 3=A (Average), 4=G (Good), 5=E (Excellent), Resp=Number of Student Responses
Weighted Means: Section, Course, Level, Department

P F A G E Resp Section Course Level Dept

| rate the teaching effectiveness of the instructor Debra Borie-Holtzas: 0 0 4 5 7 16 4.19 4.08 4.21 452

University-wide Course Questions

Weight of responses: 1=SD (Strongly Disagree), 2=D (Disagree), 3=N (Neutral), 4=A (Agree), 5=SA (Strongly Agree), Resp=Number of
Student Responses
Weighted Means: Section, Course, Level, Department

SD D N A SA Resp Section Course Level Dept
| learned a great deal in this course. o1 57 3 16 3.75 3.82 4.00 4.27

| had a strong prior interest in the subject matter and wanted to

. 1176 b 8 2 16 3.00 3.22 3.32 3.70
take this course.

SD D N A SA Resp Section Course Level Dept

Given the content and level of the course, the course workload

0 0 2 10 4 16 4.13 4.08 417 4.42
was manageable.

The course site used for this course, whether in Canvas, Sakai, or

Blackboard, was well organized. Ulo O o < 16 S e ) | G4

The instructions given for assignments, exams, quizzes, and

other course activities were clear and easy to understand. o 70 6 3 16 3.31 3.38 366 4.19

Course Quality

Weight of responses: 1=P (Poor), 2=F (Fair), 3=A (Average), 4=G (Good), 5=E (Excellent), Resp=Number of Student Responses
Weighted Means: Section, Course, Level, Department

Resp Section Course Level Dept

| rate the overall quality of the course as: o 1 5 3 7 16 4.00 3.77 3.99 4.29
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What do you like best about this course?

These comments are intended for all instructors.

Comments

| appreciated the efforts put in by the professor and the TAs. They were always open to questions and willing to schedule office
hours. They also provided extra credit opportunities throughout the course, and | especially appreciated how they allowed
resubmission of some assignments when they realized the course average was low for a specific part of the assignment.

| truly enjoyed the access to help | had for help. The professor and the TA's were super helpful with the course material.

how a lot of the assignments led up to the final paper— it saved a lot of time and ensured we were going about it correctly on the
paper.

Learned a lot about date interpretation
In this course | had access to two T.A.s which were both very responsive and helpful throughout the weeks.
Group projects

Really loved the organized structure to the class and the detailed instructions for every assignment.

If you were teaching this course, what would you do differently?

These comments are intended for all instructors.

Comments

| would make weekly meetings with the instructor necessary if a student continues to perform poorly on assignments because one
of my groupmate was desperately confused about course content, but she kept not scheduling a meeting with anyone so | had to
teach her entirely and do some part of her work on the final project.

| would organize the material a little better. Since it was asynchronous, the material felt scattered at times.
Hold mandatory Zoom meetings throughout the semester to explain what's going on

This is hard to say because it was an online course. For it being an online course | believe it couldn't be improved because it was
very organized already.

Nothing

Some of the instructions could have been a little clearer, and the first group final was a bit confusing as there was no way for each
individual to submit so there were mishaps with submission

In what ways, if any, has this course or the instructor Debra Borie-Holtz encouraged your intellectual
growth and progress?

These comments are unique to the instructor Debra Borie-Holtz.

Comments
| appreciated how she sent each students emails about their course progress at the end of the course before the final.

In this course | was exposed to the fundamentals and components of research. The text was very clear and easy to read and the
additional resources were helpful in my navigation of the coursework

In excel
i learned so much about research methods

The course material and instructions pushed me to try new programs and really understand data analysis

Other comments or suggestions:

These comments are intended for all instructors.

| believe the professor and the TAs have done an excellent job of providing guidance to students and assisting them with
assignments. They were very friendly and helpful!
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