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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Provost Area Graduate School DEPARTMENT = Di pl omacy & International Conmerc
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = DI P 740 001L1  GLOBALI ZATI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Ghol z, E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 11.5
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 21 80.8
Juni or 0 0.0 C 2 7.7
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
G aduat e 26 100.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0 0.0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2 7.7
Required by ny ngjor 18 69. 2 3 hours 4 15.4
O her (e.g. elective) 8 30.8 4 - 5 hours 11 42.3
6 - 7 hours 3 11.5
8 or nore hours 6 23.1
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 28 0.0 10.7 53.6 35.7 3.3 0.65
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 22 0.0 9.1 63.6 27.3 3.2 0.59
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 27 0.0 7.4 63.0 29.6 3.2 0.58
4. Exans reflected what was taught 15 6.7 13.3 60.0 20.0 2.9 0.80
5. Grading was fair and consistent 28 7.1 28.6 42.9 21.4 2.8 0.88
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 24 8.3 8.3 62.5 20.8 3.0 0.81
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 28 32.1 35.7 17.9 14.3 2.1 1.04
8. Graded assignnents included conments 28 0.0 7.1 53.6 39.3 3.3 0.61
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 28 7.1 50.0 21. 4 21.4 2.6 0.92
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 27 0.0 0.0 48. 1 51.9 3.5 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 28 3.6 0.0 35.7 60. 7 3.5 0.69
12. Satisfact answered class questions 27 7.4 7.4 40.7 44. 4 3.2 0.89
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 28 3.6 21.4 53.6 21.4 2.9 0.77
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 28 3.6 14.3 35.7 46. 4 3.3 0.84
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 28 3.6 3.6 53.6 39.3 3.3 0.71
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 28 0.0 3.6 53.6 42.9 3.4 0.57
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 27 0.0 22.2 40.7 37.0 3.1 0.77
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 28 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6 3.1 0.65
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 28 0.0 17.9 53.6 28.6 3.1 0.69
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 27 0.0 33.3 44. 4 22.2 2.9 0.75
21. Overall quality of teaching 27 11.1 37.0 33.3 18.5 2.6 0.93.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD

(1) (2) (3) (4)
SECTION F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 66. 7 33.3 0.0 2.3
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 66. 7 33.3 0.0 2.3
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 33.3 66. 7 0.0 0.0 1.7
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 30

Nurmber of forms scanned = 28

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 28

Percent conpleted = 93.3 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATIONS." |f a copy is not attached,
pl ease see your departnent chairperson. An electronic copy is also available at

www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Provost Area Graduate School DEPARTMENT = Di pl omacy & International Conmerc
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = DIP 777 001S1  RESEARCH PROBLEMS | N | NTERNATI ONAL RELATI ONS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Stenpel, John D

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 25 83.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 5 16.7
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 30 96. 8 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 1 3.2 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0 0.0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 2 6.5
St udi es Program 3 9.7 2 hours 4 12.9
Required by ny ngjor 28 90. 3 3 hours 11 35.5
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 13 41.9
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 3.2
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 34 0.0 17.6 67.6 14.7 3.0 0.58
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 17 5.9 35.3 52.9 5.9 2.6 0.71
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 34 2.9 8.8 67.6 20.6 3.1 0.65
4. Exans reflected what was taught 10 0.0 10.0 70.0 20.0 3.1 0.57
5. Grading was fair and consistent 35 2.9 34.3 60.0 2.9 2.6 0.60
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 35 2.9 11.4 68. 6 17.1 3.0 0.64
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 33 6.1 18.2 54.5 21.2 2.9 0.80
8. Graded assignnents included conments 34 2.9 8.8 58.8 29.4 3.1 0.70
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 35 0.0 11.4 71. 4 17.1 3.1 0.54
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 35 0.0 0.0 54.3 45.7 3.5 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 35 0.0 2.9 60.0 37.1 3.3 0.54
12. Satisfact answered class questions 35 0.0 2.9 68. 6 28.6 3.3 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 34 2.9 14.7 61.8 20.6 3.0 0.70
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 34 0.0 8.8 44.1 47.1 3.4 0.65
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 33 3.0 9.1 54.5 33.3 3.2 0.73
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 33 6.1 9.1 48.5 36.4 3.2 0.83
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 35 2.9 14.3 54.3 28.6 3.1 0.74
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 35 2.9 8.6 62.9 25.7 3.1 0.68
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 32 3.1 21.9 43.8 31.3 3.0 0.82
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 34 5.9 23.5 44.1 26.5 2.9 0.87
21. Overall quality of teaching 34 0.0 8.8 58.8 32.4 3.2 0.61.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY
22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 33.3 0.0 33.3 33.3 2.7
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
28. Cuided student report preparation 11 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.47
29. Students free to express opinions 11 0.0 0.0 54.5 45.5 3.5 0.52
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 12 0.0 0.0 58.3 41.7 3.4 0.51
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 10 0.0 0.0 70.0 30.0 3.3 0.48
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 65
Nurmber of forms scanned = 39
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 35
Percent conpleted = 53.8 %
T
* WARNING THE RESPONSE RATE FOR THI S CLASS WAS LESS THAN 66. 7% *
* Research shows that results nmay not be valid if nmore than a third *
* of the class is absent or does not respond. *
e
For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATIONS." |f a copy is not attached,
pl ease see your departnent chairperson. An electronic copy is also available at
www. uky. edu/ I Ritce. htni.



