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|_Student Evaluation of Instruction Report | Class Number: 23639
Response rate: 100 % of 3 enrolled Were student ratings for this report collected on the web? Yes Date of Report:  03/26/2010
Response scale is Likeri-type with "1" being high and "1" being low

N 1 2 3 4 H N

1. Well organized 3 0% 0% 0% 3% 67 % 0 %
2. Intellectually stimulating 3 0 0 0 67 33 0
3. Instructor interested in teaching 3 0 1] 1] 33 7 0
4. Encouraged independent thinking 3 0 1] 1] 0 100 0
3. Instructor well prepared 3 0 0 0 33 67 0
6. Instructor interested in helping students 3 0 1] 1] 0 100 0
7. Leamed greatly from instructor 3 0 0 0 33 67 0
8. Created learning atmosphere 3 0 0 0 33 67 0
9. Commmmicated subject matter clearly 3 0 1] ] 33 7 0
10. Overall rating 3 0 0 0 33 67 0

Your ratings are summarized below. When sufficient data exist, summanes are also provided for up to three reference groups.
Your "comparison ‘E‘oup" is based on the size of your class and the predominant reason students indicate they enrolle
Comparison group data are reported at both the college and university levels_Over the preceding 4 quarters, *

315 instructors and 398 course sections were in your Comparison Group by College, and 2887 instnictors and 6033 course
sections were in your Companson Group by University. Across all the courses 11sm§ the SEI mstrument since 1894, 27 21%; of
them share the charactenistics listed belaw. Coursé-Offening Unit listmg 15 not Based on size or electivity; it 15 a summary
of the SEI data across the previous four quarters in your department or schoal.

Your faomp_ﬁrissoltl gg"aups have the following qualities:
55 s1ze: O to 2
Predominant reasen given for enrolling in this course was that it was requirad in the student's major/minor or that it fulfills a GEC/BER. requirement.

Comparison Group Comparison Group Course-Offering
This Instructer v College by University nit
1. Instructor well organized 47 0.6 43 0.5 44 0.6 45 0.3
2. Intellectually stimulating 43 0.6 43 0.5 43 0.6 44 0.3
3. Instructor interested in teaching 47 0.6 44 0.6 46 0.6 46 04
4. Encouraged independent thinking 5.0 0.0 44 05 43 0.6 446 04
3. Instructor well prepared 47 0.6 44 06 44 0.6 46 04
6. Instructor interested in helping students 5.0 0.0 44 0.6 45 0.6 47 03
7. Leamed greatly from instructor 47 0.6 4.1 07 43 0.7 43 0.3
8. Created learning atmosphere 47 0.6 43 0.6 44 0.7 45 0.3
9. Commmmicated subject matter clearly 4.7 0.6 41 07 43 0.7 43 0.6
10. Overall rating 47 0.6 43 07 44 0.6 45 0.3

Comparison Group by Universitv Distribution of Mean Scores on Overall Rating (Ttem 10)
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Policies and procedures regarding SEIr are addressed in the SEI handbook. See www.sei.oou edu for more informarion.
Repert generated b;rrkeng%‘ics the Univerzity Registrar. Questions may be e-mailed to <zeiadmindozu edu.



