CAS SPRING-2016 TIR369 Al Se Asia/Wld Pol

PROFESSOR Jeremy Menchik

NUMBER OF STUDENTS RESPONDING: 22

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED: 27

PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS RESPONDING: 81.48

STATISTICS REFLECT FREQUENCY OF RESPONSES
I. SECTION A: COURSE EVALUATION

1. RELEVANCE OF ASSIGNED READINGS [ (1) LOW TO
(5) HIGH]

2, DIFFICULTY OF COURSE [ (1) EASY TO (5)
DIFFICULT]

3. WORKLOAD IN COURSE [(1) LIGHT TO (5) HEAVY]

4. OVERALL RATING OF DISCUSSION INSTRUCTOR
(IF APPLICABLE)

5. OVERALL RATING OF LAB INSTRUCTOR (IF
APPLICABLE)

6. USEFULNESS OF ASSIGNMENTS AND PAPERS

7. OVERALL COURSE RATING

II. SECTION B: FACULTY EVALUATION

8. EFFECTIVENESS IN EXPLAINING CONCEPTS

9. ABILITY TO STIMULATE INTEREST IN SUBJECT

10. ENCOURAGEMENT OF CLASS PARTICIPATION

11, FAIRNESS IN GRADING

12, PROMPTNESS IN RETURNING ASSIGNMENTS

13, QUALITY OF FEEDBACK TO STUDENTS

14, AVATLABILITY OUTSIDE OF CLASS

15. OVERALL RATING OF INSTRUCTOR

16.WERE THE GRADING CRITERIA CLEARLY STATED
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CAS SPRING-2016 IR369 Al Se Asia/Wld Pol

PROFESSOR Jeremy Menchik

NUMBER OF STUDENTS RESPONDING: 22

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED: 27

PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS RESPONDING: 81.48

STATISTICS REFLECT PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES
I. SECTION A: COURSE EVALUATION

1. RELEVANCE OF ASSIGNED READINGS ([(1) LOW TO
(5) HIGH]

2. DIFFICULTY OF COURSE [(l) EASY TO (5)
DIFFICULT]

3. WORKLOAD IN COURSE {(l) LIGHT TO (5) HEAVY]

4. OVERALL RATING OF DISCUSSION INSTRUCTOR
(IF APPLICABLE)

5. OVERALL RATING OF LAB INSTRUCTOR (IF
APPLICABLE)

6. USEFULNESS OF ASSIGNMENTS AND PAPERS
7. OVERALL COURSE RATING

II. SECTION B: FACULTY EVALUATION

8. EFFECTIVENESS IN EXPLAINING CONCEPTS

9. ABILITY TO STIMULATE INTEREST IN SUBJECT

10. ENCOURAGEMENT OF CLASS PARTICIPATION

11. FAIRNESS IN GRADING

12, PROMPTNESS IN RETURNING ASSIGNMENTS

13. QUALITY OF FEEDBACK TO STUDENTS

14, AVATILABILITY OUTSIDE OF CLASS

15. OVERALL RATING OF INSTRUCTOR

16. WERE THE GRADING CRITERIA CLEARLY STATED

Mon Jun 20 16:08:36 2016
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Course Evaluation boor Eeollont

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]........ccocmniiiicniinnninn o @ 6 @ @

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccocvmnniiiiiiiin o O 6 ® ©

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]......ccocooiiiiiiiiniiiniine, O @ ® @ ¢

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).........cc.ccoovviiinnnnicinnes —— T

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)...........ccoovivmriiiiinniiiiicnnnnn, &,

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers...........ccovmnnn, O o 6 0 @

7. Overall course rating........cooimm o @ 60 @ W
Facuity Evaluation Soor Eyeoilont

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........ccoreriiiiiii, ONONONON -

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........oonni M o & G @
10. Encouragement of class participation...........cccoonmicnncnnccnnn, ONOBONON )
11. Fairness in grading......ccccoccconiciiini s e O 6 6O @
12. Promptness in returning assignments.........ccccovninnnnnnnonn, O © 6 @ @
13. Quality of feedback t0 StUAENTS.....cccceriiiii ONONONON
14. Availability outside of class........cccvimmmiiii O o 66 @ @
15. Overall rating of INSHrUCOr......ccccriiiiec e O o 6 @ @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated........ccccccnniiniiiiiiiiiiiniiniii OONONON
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Course Evaluation

: Poor Excellent

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].........ccoccniiiminnnnniiiinnn OONONON

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].........ccccviimimnnniiiii, O ® & «¢ K

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]..........ccovvimmmnniviiciien, O @ © @O ®

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........c.ccccccniinnneiicnins ONEOREO RO )

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccccooniiiiinnnnn, O @ 6 ® 6G

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers......ccuvv e OIONONEOEN

7. Overall course rating.......cccueerinsiinninr s OONONOEN )
Faculty Evaluation Boor Ercollont

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.......cociniiin, H oo 0 @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........ccccoinii OONEONONN )
10. Encouragement of class participation............ccccciviiinmmnn, OEEOREONNCONN |
11. Fairness in grading.......cccooiueieiiiininniinn et o o 66 @ @
12. Promptness in returning assignments.........cocvvmmmminim e o o 6 @ @
13. Quality of feedback to students..........cccuiiiiiinininne s ONONONON )
14. Availability outside of Class.........cocurremcnni s @O 6 ® @ N/A
15. Overall rating of INSErUCTOr......cccueiiiiiii o e 6 @ ®
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated..........cccocmrimniininnn s OONONON
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STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course Evaluation

Poor Excellent
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......cccocniiiininniinnnnnnn, OONON IO
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]......ccccccnviirinnnciie O 2 @& © ©
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]........cccoceiiimiimmimmmmne o o 6 @& ©
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........cc.cconniiiinnnnn O @ 6 @ G
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)........ccociinnnniiins O @ 6 @ G
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.......c.cccoiinnnn o o 6 @ ®
7. Overall course rating......cccuevurinimrsnnnrne o o 6o @ ©

Faculty Evaluation Soor Ercellont
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........ccccviiiiiiiiin e, OONON O
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Course aluation Poor Excellent

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].....ccccccommiiiiciiiiinnn, o o 6 @ ®

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccomrvmrimniniinini O O @& @ 6

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy].....cccoooviinisiimmseernnr O 0 @ @ ©

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)............ccocovmmrrrnieerinnnnns O @ & &

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccccccviviriiiencnneen, O @ & ®

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.........cccoeceerveirieninncicnsinenennenn, o o © @

7. Overall course rating........cccccvciiviimiiiii s H @ e @ ©
Faculty Evaluation Soor Eeollont
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts........ccocrrrnninnininncn, O o 6 @ @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject........cccooririiniiinini o e 6 @ @
10. Encouragement of class participation..........ccccvvrvinneeninnnscnncccieee o o 66 @ @
11. Fairness in grading.........cccciviiniininninecnisi s O @ &6 @ @
12. Promptness in returning assignments........ccccovmrimmincccimnins e O o 6 @& G
13. Quality of feedback to students........cccweeciniiciiic ONORON BRO
14. Availability outside of class...........ccooiiiniiiinini o0 6. @ ®
15. Overall rating of INSrUCEOr ... o @ 6 @O @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated...........cccocovniiiinininnnnn, OONONON )
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1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]..........cc..cooiiiiniiiinnnnn ONONEONEON |
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].......c.ccccerriinimriniinn, OO OO
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl......cccoccniiniiininiiiee OONON IO
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........ccoccrvnnininnnnn O @ 6 @ 6
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)............ccoooiiiiininniis O o 6 @ G
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers......cccccinnn s, ONEOEON IO
7. Overall course rating...........ccoriiiinnin O @ 6 @ @

Faculty Evaluation Boor Excollont
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepis......cocirriccvimmninimon OONONOE |
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.......cocoociii oo 6 0w @
10. Encouragement of class participation............ccocvnnincinine OOON MO
11. Fairness in grading.......ccccvciimnnicnnimnii o O G @ @
12. Promptness in returning assignments.......cccccccv i, @ 0 6 @& ¢
13. Quality of feedback to students.........cccocvcnnnciini O @ 6 @& ©
14. Availability outside of class...........cccuviiirvnniin o @ © & ©
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Course Evaluation

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......ccoonnniininns ng @ @
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].....cccccoriiriniiiee M @
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl.....c.cccociiiimercnin o @ &
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........cccconninniiiinnnan. ONONRE)
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).......cccooviniiniis OO
6. Usefulness of assignments and Papers.......cccccvccmnnc i, O © ©®
7. Overall course rating........occeenmninmmnesnr i @ @ @

Faculty Evaluation
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........cccciiiiiimmmmmnni e
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject

10. Encouragement of class participation

11. Fairness in grading.........cccceonmummeninni s s

12. Promptness in returning assignments.......ccocvoeriiiiien O @ ®

13. Quality of feedback to students.......cccoveririccci s o @

14. Availability outside of class......cc.cccoiimiiiiiiiiin OO

15. Overall rating of iINSErUCEOr......ovvvemriirr N @ G

16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated..........ccccriiin e OO
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2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........cccovvmrrremniiiiiiie O o & W ©
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl.........ccccimmmmmmmmmmiinenc, Do @ @ G
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)...........cccocriiiiennne, O @O 6 @ ©®
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)..........cccovviiiiiiinn.. O @ 6 @ G
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers..........ccoeeenimiirinsrinsnnnscninnnnns O @O 6 & 6
7. Overall course rating.......ccovuveimnimnn e OONON MO
Faculty Evaluation f
: Poor Excellent
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.....cocmmmrnimsnrsssinen O @ 6 W &
9. Ability to stimulate interest in sSUbjeCt.........coovviirii O o @& @ ©
10. Encouragement of class participation.........c.cocvninnncc o o 6 @ 6
11, Fairness in grading.........coooeirini h o e @ ©
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7. Overall course rating........ccuuueveerscrsmrsr i O 6 @
Faculty Evaluation Soor Eceliont

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts......c.ccvnmninmmmrnn . o @ 6 O @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.......cccconiiiiii OOONON.
10. Encouragement of class participation..........coccnnniiiiinns O @ 6 O @
11. Fairness in grading.........ccceeerrnciimrinnssroii s s O 6 O @
12. Promptness in returning assignments........c..cccceunemimnnnsicinniien e OOONON )
13. Quality of feedback to students.........covicinini N @ @ ©
14. Availability outside of Class......c.uerirniiiiiiini O @ 6@ @ @
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Course Evaluation

Poor Excellent
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