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2. Wrrite the correct number in the box and fill in the cormmesponding bubble below.
3. Darken the bubbles completely.
4. Erase ANY stray marks.

S. Erase completely or use correction tape (NOT a liquid) to make any corrections.

REQUIRED INFORMATION:

This information must be cormrect. Reports cannot be generated from the accompanying evaluation sheets
uniess all columns are filled in and the information is current and accurate.
— 8 digits
This is the employee 1D number of the instructor of this class. If ID number has leading Os, these zeros
must be entered so that all columns have a number. For student instructors, use their student ID NnumMber.
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evaluation forms.

— 5 digits
This number is in the Current Class Offerings (Schedule of Classes), column h ding “C& #." Each

class session (e.g.. lecture, lab, discussion) will have a unigue Nnumber. This number will be different
each semester.

The semester the class was taught. The year will automatically be added.

U O I I - B sq:-ao
- - e - @

’-\ Assessment Resource Center Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
A-RC 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 1 of 4 (12 Total)



Evaluation of Instruction and Course

University of Missouri

,_\ Assessment Resource Center Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
ARC 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 2 of 4 (12 Total)



University of Missouri

Evaluation of Instruction and Course

Group Report for: Shields,Kenneth Wesley; Course: GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY

Course: PHIL 1000 Section: 09 Semester: FS2014 Class Number: 59040

# Respondents: 25

Standard Form Report

Choices: Strongly Agree, Agree, Neutral, Disagree, Strongly Disagree

Percent of Responses

Course Content and Structure

SA(5) A(4) N(@B) D(2) SD(1)]| #Rsp | Mean

The syllabus clearly explained the course objectives, requirements, and grading system. 42% 54% 4% 0% 0% 24 4.38
Course content was relevant and useful (e.g., readings, online media, classwork, assignments). 24%, 68% 4%, 4% 0% 25 4.12
Resources (e.g., articles, literature, textbooks, class notes, online resources) were easy to access. 44%, 48% 8% 0% 0% 25 4.36
This course challenged me. 44% 40% 12% 4% 0% 25 4.24

Teaching Delivery SA(5) A(4) N(3) D(2) SD(1)]| #Rsp | Mean
This instructor was consistently well-prepared. 40% 44%, 12% 4% 0% 25 4.20
This instructor was audible and clear. 56% 36% 4% 4% 0% 25 4.44
This instructor was knowledgeable and enthusiastic about the topic. 72% 24% 4% 0% 0% 25 4.68
This instructor effectively used examples/illustrations to promote learning. 32% 60% 8% 0% 0% 25 4.24
This instructor fostered questions and/or class participation. 48% 40% 12% 0% 0% 25 4.36
This instructor clearly explained important information/ideas/concepts. 29% 46% 13% 13% 0% 24 3.92
This instructor effectively used teaching methods appropriate to this class (e.g., critiques, discussion, 32% 44%, 16% 8% 0% 25 4.00

demonstrations, group work).

Learning Environment

SA(5) A(4) N(3) D(2) SD(1)]| #Rsp | Mean

This instructor responded appropriately to questions and comments. 28% 48% 20% 4% 0% 25 4.00
This instructor stimulated student thinking and learning. 36% 48% 16% 0% 0% 25 4.20
This instructor promoted an atmosphere of mutual respect regarding diversity in student demographics and 54% 46% 0% 0% 0% 24 4.54
viewpoints, such as race, gender, or politics.

This instructor was approachable and available for extra help. 68% 20% 8% 0% 4% 25 4.48
This instructor used class time effectively. 48% 32% 12% 8% 0% 25 4.20
This instructor helped students to be independent learners, responsible for their own learning. 32% 52% 12% 4% 0% 25 4.12

Assessment SA(5) A(4) N(3) D(2) SD(1)]| #Rsp | Mean
I was well-informed about my performance during this course. 32% 40% 8% 16% 4% 25 3.80
Assignments/projects/exams were graded fairly based on clearly communicated criteria. 36% 52% 8% 4% 0% 25 4.20
This instructor provided feedback that helped me improve my skills in this subject area. 28% 36% 20% 12% 4% 25 3.72
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Teaching Effectiveness SA(5) A(4) N(@B) D(2) SD(1)| #Rsp | Mean
This instructor taught effectively considering both the possibilities and limitations of the subject matter and 44%, 32% 16% 8% 0% 25 4.12
the course (including class size and facilities).

Feedback for Other Students (IDK = | Don't Know) % Yes % No % IDK # Rsp
Would you recommend this class to other students regarding...?

CLASS CONTENT 56% 32% 12% 25
CLASS STRUCTURE (E.G., ORGANIZATION, PACING) 76% 16% 8% 25
POSITIVE LEARNING ENVIRONMENT 92% 4% 4% 25
INSTRUCTOR'S TEACHING SKILL/STYLE 72% 28% 0% 25
FAIRNESS OF GRADING 72% 24% 4% 25

Student Information (NA = Not Applicable, NR = No Response)

Course Expected Grade |Gender Class Year Classes attend Extent use online |Outside hours per |Complete work
week

Requireme  52%|A 20% |Male 64% |Freshman 56% |0-25 0% |None 64%|0-3 8% |0-25 0%

Elective 44%|B 52% |Female 32%|Sophomore  28%|26-50 0% |Little 32%|4-7 16% ]26-50 8%

Other 0%|C 20% | Transgend 0% |Junior 4%|51-75 8% |Some 4%|8-11 24%|51-75 16%

NR 4%|D 4% | Prefer no 0% | Senior 8%[76-90 24% |Moderate 0%[12-15 20%|76-90 28%
F 0%|NR 4% |Graduate 0%]91-100 68% |Large 0%]> 15 24%|91-100 44%
S 0% Other 0% |NA 0% |NA 0% |NA 8% |NA 0%
U 0% NR 4%|NR 0%|NR 0%|NR 0%|NR 4%
None 0%
NR 4%

Grade A & B = The mean score of students who reported an expected grade of A or B.

Construct Means (21 Questions)

Content/Struct |Teaching Environment Assessment Effectiveness

Mean 4.27|Mean 4.26|Mean 4.26|Mean 3.91|Mean 4.12

Grade A & 4.40|Grade A & 4.37|Grade A & 4.33|Grade A & 4.02|Grade A & 4.17

B B B B B

COMPOSITE SCORE of the 21 Construct Questions

Mean

4.20

Grade A &
B

4.31

Construct Means and Composite Score are calculated based on the number of respondents for each question in order to apply less weight to questions not
applicable to a class.
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Group Report for: Shields,Kenneth Wesley; Course: GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
Course: PHIL 1000 Section: 09 Semester: FS2014 Class Number: 59040

Section VI: Your Comments Are Valued

What aspects of the teaching or content of this course were especially good?

Y Class e Ca L CnPre € (6-'(.&,() dt:(._;s;.,_ﬂ — e S e 6"’*—1’ .
i .

e let— us do ~use o A’gu-\.’ Gra boiprea Fsn e
WBVM-(-—— D(lo-\‘c_j Ve, el e de . )

ALK 1InG- ARBOOU T ReAL LIiFE EXAtA PLES.

e claanyg AU cAaTIAAN Oy s Py Kedd VLol pei~ ot
S P i eldx e,,gplaimol ConCeq & e g
e\ v of g (VX oo\ e fre s ey

Laniv o Al (o5 cal e o chb~e & . | veorlle

evjo ne ot e ctaan

o CV N VAP 3-8 = q o= R S =—walleuwg <y
~s = B ertug o cabo
f\ Assessment Resource Center Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
AR(: 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 1 of 8 (12 Total)




Evaluation of Instruction and Course

University of Missouri

- Havscswn c3as e scellal . Qeco)).n <elechons were
p;t:‘}tie ;‘;p:f9 bQ:‘)LaFC, T res led niost cac =3 ,Bsrp‘e(ck- Soot- Al dar

i - r"‘;(\}t\ e _

'L/‘( b—MA—V h__ ..n_.,‘(cr..'z( —~— oy —_—

— Rt comnps belpes S cOrcopAS
- P(o-(és\j;a(‘ Cotri Lt icotes” “fopics 7 Qs v ts !a,wc;('a,é&

L.vcj

LLV — 7,
(AL 28y AL 2
7 i

ovrivigy oS e\l vwwie v veed oA i+
QA WIS V2 Py \LNAALE ST VD Wvhe
LV wWos Oewey e siaop AECELLNAN RS

j Assessment Resource Center Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
A-R(: 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 2 of 8 (12 Total)



Evaluation of Instruction and Course

University of Missouri

11-; et P A rres  JRErTem—t =y, e oesicad @ =~es r-—a[f;/ P e o
o ;nl—c«ﬂr‘l»?’{ &7 Py Y S T A A Sheree—-

Kemw\ k./lfc}«_h-'{ d < S\&bvﬂ— L’L_ c"’(;ff”'dy V\/t/‘)\ . ' -
:S\o\?e( é""\""#\\L,S ‘At:{f-({-(_, MP-—(W\ O\'\k— ‘ém\e%eﬁb(e .

_@D_pg_l’\ clAs cuoms et psrolfesasiezn | oot Lot Exhrep [,
v s+ Errww~le ArAg e o~ H—— ‘6\/\_;)(_('} &!W? flx’/\v‘jm—}; G_'WJ ‘
275 /
Ths =lass facilitaked Tode perde o 4+ 'H\o\’.%_\-r\ = AL

oS 8'~mp S C o Ssiors.,

The povres POWWS wrlce, W o maoastovriadr connel Nadeu )
Lo e A e m ond fined - Ao Ve had U= o\l engoog.
WYY AL grouLE ANSCUSSWSNY oond, 1N class OSSN VIS

to fortnel o l_s?_o(\f)ina.

j Assessment Resource Center Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY
A-R(: 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 3 of 8 (12 Total)



Evaluation of Instruction and Course

University of Missouri

U e, A2 ’*/ PRI Oreﬁm‘ 2 e g |, Leue . recedl v vl el 7 <@uesf e
< <
= S LN Rue CDC—‘—'(_S-S (@ ccre> i T ey > Ta = LA Ve i A e

Al ;Zaeac/,@,_s- e Carm s ™ By Ty e 5 _

war ondbundi | pIze  trfanp Lo

#W welr ol TN &S

Shields,Kenneth Wesley-GEN INTRO TO PHILOSOPHY

j Assessment Resource Center
ARC 1/7/2015 11:23:18 PM Page 4 of 8 (12 Total)



Evaluation of Instruction and Course

University of Missouri

What changes could be made to improve the teaching or the content of this course?
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