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CES Roll-up by Faculty Code Report (HU 201609)

1. The instructor was prepared for course sessions

Statistics Value
Response Count 5624
Mean 4.58
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.69
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and their ideas

Very Foor (1%)
Foor (2%) I
Adeqguate (5%) ]

| e ' '
Statistics Value
Response Count 5605
Mean 4.58
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.75
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Standard Deviation +/-0.87  Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.91

7. Overall, the course offered an effective learning
experience
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Il Statements About The Students:

My primary reason for taking the course.

The approximate number of classes or labs that | did not attend

Missed fewer than 3 (3526)
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Relative to other courses | have taken at UVic, the workload in this course was

Catrormmls e bimmsm s SO0T

The approximate number of hours per week | spent studying for this course outside of
class time:

Lessthan 1 (427)
1to 2 (1770)
3to5 (2467)
G1to 8 (729) |
Sto0 10 (157) |
More than 10 (106) |
[ Total (5656)] ——
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

As aresult of my experience in this course, my interest in the material:
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IV Additional Statments:

The instructor uses teaching aids effectively (blackboard, overheads, visual aids and/or
any other technology)

Varue Cromr (O

[ |
I [ |
Statistics Value
Response Count 78
Mean 4.17
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.81

If the course had multiple instructors, how does it compare to courses with a single
instructor?

N et ST _ o |
|
I
Statistics Value
Response Count 47
Mean 3.45
Median 3.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.95

If the course had a major project worth 20% or more of the final grade, the project
contributed to my overall understanding of the course material

Verv Ponr (%) )
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Statistics Value
Response Count 7
Mean 3.53
Median 4.00
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Mean 3.66
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.98

Statistics Value
Response Count 172
Mean 3.90
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.89

Very Poar (1%) ]|
Poor (1%) |
Adequate (2%) |
Good (17%)
Fycallant (7T0%)

Statistics
Re@mpdnse Count
Mean

Median

Standard Deviation
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Standard Deviation

Statistics

Response Count

Copyright University of Victoria
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Overall, how would you rate instructor ?

Very Poor (0%)
Foor (1%)
Adeqguate (2%)

Good (16%)
‘e —— T e——
i = ol
- ——m -
Statistics Value
Response Count 160
Mean 4.77
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.54

How would you rate instructor 's ability to use the target language during classroom
contact in order to facilitate students' listening and speaking skills?

Viare Drmar 0L |

i
|
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= " " B _——— S -
- i —_- oy o, |
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Statistics Value
Response Count 160
Mean 4.70
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.60

The intellectual content of the lectures, discussion and exercises was appropriate to
the level of the course.

Very Poor f‘l%l_hl

i ' -
N ||
I |
A |
Statistics Value
Response Count 158
Mean 4.35
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.81

The course developed an understanding and sensitivity for a range of intellectual
viewpoints and cultural and social practices.
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Very Poor (1%) |
Foor (2%) |
Adeqguate (3%)
Good (29%) |
Excellent (61%) |
[ Total (158)]
] 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Response Count 158
Mean 4.47
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.77

Overall, how would you rate this course?

Statistics Value
Response Count 158
Mean 4.33
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.87

Overall, how would you rate instructor ?

1 Very Poor (0%)
2 Poor (4%) -3

T AAnm ke (A4DLY
P

, =
Statistics Value
Response Count 158
Mean 4.47
Median 5.00
Mode 5
Standard Deviation +/-0.83
Population Standard Deviation +/-0.83
Standard Error (base on SD) +/-0.07
Standard Error (base on PSD) +/-0.07

How would you rate the general quality of the lectures in stimulating you to undertake
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independent, critical thinking?

Statistics Value
Response Count 157
Mean 4.24
Median 5.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.95

The intellectual content of the lectures, discussion and exercises was appropriate to
the level of the course.

Very Poor (0%)

Foor (3%) -0
Adeqguate (24%)
Good (33%) |
Excellent (38%) |
[ Total (21)1]
a 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Response Count 21
Mean 4.05
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.92

The course developed an understanding and sensitivity for a range of intellectual
viewpoints and cultural and social practices.

Very Poor (0%)

Faoor (0%)
Adeqguate (19%) |
Good (33%)
Excellent (48%) |
[ Total (21)]
] 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Response Count 21
Mean 4.29
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-0.78

Overall, how would you rate this course?
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Statistics Value
Response Count 21
Mean 4.05
Median 4.00
Standard Deviation +/-1.20
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