The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme

COURSE = FAM 787 001L1 SUPERVI SED EXP PRACTI CE OF MARRI AGE/ FAM THERAPY
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = BRADFORD, KAY

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 4 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2
Required by ny ngjor 4 100.0 3 hours 0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1
6 - 7 hours 0
8 or nore hours 1
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 40.0 20.0 40.0 0.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 40.0 60.0 0.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 20.0 0.0 80.0 0.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 4 0.0 25.0 50.0 25.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 60.0 20.0 20.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 40.0 40.0 20.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 40.0 40.0 20.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 80.0 0.0 20.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 5
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An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System 16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 2

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 252 001L1 | NTRODUCTI ON TO FAM LY SCl ENCE

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Bel |, Marcia

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 17 17.2 A 37 38.9
Sophonor e 42 42. 4 B 53 55.8
Juni or 24 24.2 C 3 3.2
Seni or 16 16.2 D 1 1.1
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 1.1
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 35 35.7
St udi es Program 23 24.5 2 hours 36 36.7
Required by ny ngjor 17 18.1 3 hours 19 19.4
O her (e.g. elective) 54 57.4 4 - 5 hours 7 7.1
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 1.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 115 0.0 1.7 56.5 41.7 3.4 0.53
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 114 0.9 3.5 60.5 35.1 3.3 0.58
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 112 2.7 2.7 64.3 30.4 3.2 0.63
4. Exans reflected what was taught 115 3.5 6.1 56.5 33.9 3.2 0.71
5. Grading was fair and consistent 115 1.7 8.7 48.7 40.9 3.3 0.70
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 113 0.9 3.5 58.4 37.2 3.3 0.59
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 113 0.9 8.8 61.9 28.3 3.2 0.62
8. Graded assignnents included conments 108 2.8 18.5 50.9 27.8 3.0 0.76
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 115 1.7 5.2 41.7 51.3 3.4 0.68
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 114 0.0 3.5 36.0 60.5 3.6 0.56
11. Was available for consultation 104 1.9 9.6 47.1 41.3 3.3 0.72
12. Satisfact answered class questions 113 0.9 2.7 45.1 51.3 3.5 0.60
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 112 1.8 5.4 44. 6 48.2 3.4 0.68
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 113 0.0 2.7 41. 6 55.8 3.5 0.55
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 113 0.0 5.3 54.0 40.7 3.4 0.58
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 107 0.9 6.5 56.1 36.4 3.3 0.63
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 103 1.0 10.7 55.3 33.0 3.2 0.66
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 112 0.9 1.8 59.8 37.5 3.3 0.56
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 110 2.7 10.0 53.6 33.6 3.2 0.72
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 114 0.9 6.1 45.6 47. 4 3.4 0.65
21. Overall quality of teaching 113 3.5 3.5 30.1 62.8 3.5 0.73.
% %
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 32 0.0 12.5 59.4 28.1 3.2 0.63
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 35 0.0 5.7 65.7 28.6 3.2 0.55
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 32 0.0 0.0 65. 6 34. 4 3.3 0.48
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 18 0.0 0.0 72.2 27.8 3.3 0.46
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 17 0.0 0.0 76.5 23.5 3.2 0.44
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 2 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 = 280
Number of forms scanned = 135
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 116
Percent conpleted = 41.4 %
e
* 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.



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 601 001L1 SYSTEM C FAM LY DEVELCP

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Botkin, Darla R

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 9 1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 9 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 0
St udi es Program 1 11.1 2 hours 0
Required by ny ngjor 7 77.8 3 hours 4
O her (e.g. elective) 1 11.1 4 - 5 hours 3
6 - 7 hours 1
8 or nore hours 1
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 10 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 10 0.0 10.0 70.0 20.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 7 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6
8. Graded assignnents included conments 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
11. Was available for consultation 9 0.0 0.0 44. 4 55.6
12. Satisfact answered class questions 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8
21. Overall quality of teaching 9 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 11

Nurmber of forms scanned = 11

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 90.9 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 10
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If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = FAM 687 001L1  TREATMENT MODALI TIES I N MARRI AGE/ FAM LY THERAPY
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Botkin, Darla R

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 5 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 1
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1
Required by ny ngjor 4 100.0 3 hours 1
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1
6 - 7 hours 0
8 or nore hours 0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 5
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An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = FAM 776 001S1 PROSEM MARRI AG FAM THER: USE OF DSM I N MFT
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Botkin, Darla R

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 5 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1
Required by ny ngjor 5 100.0 3 hours 1
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1
6 - 7 hours 2
8 or nore hours 0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 40.0 0.0 60.0 0.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 20.0 40.0 40.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 5
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme

COURSE = FAM 776 002S1  PROSEM MARRI AG FAM THER: TREATI NG YOUNG CHI LDREN
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Botkin, Darla R

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 100.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 5 100.0 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.
St udi es Program 1 20.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 4 80.0 3 hours 2 40.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 20.0
6 - 7 hours 2 40.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0 3.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 40.0 0.0 60.0 0.0 2.2
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0 3.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 4 0.0 25.0 50.0 25.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 5

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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.



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = FAM 685 001L1 PROF | SSUES | N MARRI AGE & FAM LY | NTERVENTI ON
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Bradford, Kay

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 5 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0
Required by ny ngjor 5 100.0 3 hours 3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2
6 - 7 hours 0
8 or nore hours 0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 5 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 5
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The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme

COURSE = FAM 776 003S1 PROSEM MARRI AG FAM THER: Mari t al
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Bradford, Kay

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

Ther apy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0
Graduat e 5 100.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0
Required by ny ngjor 4 80.0 3 hours 1
O her (e.g. elective) 1 20.0 4 - 5 hours 1
6 - 7 hours 1
8 or nore hours 2
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 4 0.0 25.0 50.0 25.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 20.0 60.0 20.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
29. Students free to express opinions 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 33.3 66. 7 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 5
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If a copy is not attached,
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The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 390 001L1 I NTRO TO RESEARCH | N FAM

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = COX, MEGAN

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Pe
Freshman 0 0.0 A 12
Sophonor e 1 5.6 B 5
Juni or 8 44. 4 C 1
Seni or 9 50.0 D 0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber
Required by University 1 hour or less 9
St udi es Program 1 5.6 2 hours 5
Required by ny ngjor 16 88.9 3 hours 2
O her (e.g. elective) 1 5.6 4 - 5 hours 2
6 - 7 hours 0
8 or nore hours 0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 19 0.0 5.3 42.1 52.6
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 19 5.3 5.3 42.1 47. 4
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 19 5.3 0.0 57.9 36.8
4. Exans reflected what was taught 19 0.0 0.0 42.1 57.9
5. Grading was fair and consistent 19 0.0 0.0 47. 4 52.6
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 18 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 18 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6
8. Graded assignnents included conments 18 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 19 0.0 5.3 31.6 63.2
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2
11. Was available for consultation 19 0.0 0.0 26.3 73.7
12. Satisfact answered class questions 19 0.0 0.0 31.6 68. 4
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 19 0.0 5.3 26.3 68. 4
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 19 0.0 5.3 52.6 42.1
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 19 5.3 0.0 47. 4 47. 4
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 19 5.3 5.3 42.1 47. 4
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 5.3 0.0 47. 4 47. 4
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 19 5.3 10.5 42.1 42.1
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excel | ent
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 19 5.3 0.0 63.2 31.6
21. Overall quality of teaching 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
(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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 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
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 21

Nurmber of forms scanned = 19

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 90.5 %

For help with interpretation of the results, refer to your copy of
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 19

16:45 Monday, February 3,2003 9

Mean SD

WWWWW WWWRWKEW WRWWWwWww
NRAWEADE ODONNOOD OODUTOWWU
OOO000 0O0LOO0 OPOLO0oP0o
w
~

OCOOOL ©POOOO 00000
O0O0O0O OO0OO0OO ©COoOOoOo

Mean SD

" STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 255 001L1  CHI LD DEVELOPNMENT

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Devi ne, Carol

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 10

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 22 75.9
Sophonor e 3 10.3 B 5 17.2
Juni or 17 58. 6 C 1 3.4
Seni or 9 31.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 3.4
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 14 48.3
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 9 31.0
Required by ny ngjor 16 55.2 3 hours 3 10.3
O her (e.g. elective) 13 44.8 4 - 5 hours 3 10.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 31 0.0 6.5 32.3 61.3 3.5 0.62
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 31 0.0 16.1 54.8 29.0 3.1 0.67
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 31 0.0 9.7 51.6 38.7 3.3 0.64
4. Exans reflected what was taught 31 0.0 0.0 54.8 45.2 3.5 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 31 0.0 3.2 48. 4 48. 4 3.5 0.57
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 31 0.0 0.0 48. 4 51.6 3.5 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 31 0.0 0.0 35.5 64.5 3.6 0.49
8. Graded assignnents included conments 31 0.0 0.0 54.8 45.2 3.5 0.51
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 31 3.2 38.7 32.3 25.8 2.8 0.87
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 31 0.0 0.0 38.7 61.3 3.6 0.50
11. Was available for consultation 26 0.0 3.8 61.5 34.6 3.3 0.55
12. Satisfact answered class questions 31 0.0 0.0 51.6 48. 4 3.5 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 31 0.0 0.0 54.8 45.2 3.5 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 31 0.0 0.0 58.1 41.9 3.4 0.50
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 27 0.0 0.0 59.3 40.7 3.4 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 28 0.0 7.1 60.7 32.1 3.3 0.59
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 26 0.0 3.8 61.5 34.6 3.3 0.55
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 31 0.0 0.0 54.8 45.2 3.5 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 31 0.0 9.7 58.1 32.3 3.2 0.62
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 30 0.0 10.0 43.3 46.7 3.4 0.67
21. Overall quality of teaching 31 0.0 25.8 32.3 41.9 3.2 0.82.
% %
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 35

Nurmber of forms scanned = 31

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 31
Percent conpleted = 88.6 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = FAM 250 001L1  CONSUMER | SSUES

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Forgue, Raynond E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 4 5.6 A 13 18.8
Sophonor e 19 26.8 B 36 52.2
Juni or 31 43.7 C 16 23.2
Seni or 17 23.9 D 2 2.9
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 2 2.9
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 28 40.0
St udi es Program 9 12.7 2 hours 26 37.1
Required by ny ngjor 43 60. 6 3 hours 11 15.7
O her (e.g. elective) 19 26.8 4 - 5 hours 4 5.7
6 - 7 hours 1 1.4
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 76 1.3 0.0 63.2 35.5 3.3 0.55
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 25 16.0 8.0 56.0 20.0 2.8 0.96
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 76 3.9 18.4 56. 6 21.1 2.9 0.75
4. Exans reflected what was taught 76 0.0 7.9 63.2 28.9 3.2 0.57
5. Grading was fair and consistent 77 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6 3.1 0.64
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 76 1.3 7.9 57.9 32.9 3.2 0.64
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 76 3.9 15.8 57.9 22.4 3.0 0.74
8. Graded assignnents included conments 74 1.4 21.6 52.7 24.3 3.0 0.72
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 75 1.3 4.0 57.3 37.3 3.3 0.61
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 75 0.0 1.3 36.0 62.7 3.6 0.52
11. Was available for consultation 67 0.0 3.0 64.2 32.8 3.3 0.52
12. Satisfact answered class questions 75 0.0 4.0 56.0 40.0 3.4 0.56
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 75 2.7 14.7 54.7 28.0 3.1 0.73
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 75 1.3 12.0 54.7 32.0 3.2 0.69
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 73 1.4 9.6 61.6 27.4 3.2 0.64
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 74 0.0 9.5 59.5 31.1 3.2 0.60
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 70 0.0 17.1 55.7 27.1 3.1 0.66
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 75 0.0 8.0 60.0 32.0 3.2 0.59
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 75 5.3 28.0 46.7 20.0 2.8 0.82
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 73 2.7 19.2 47.9 30.1 3.1 0.78
21. Overall quality of teaching 72 1.4 12.5 45.8 40. 3 3.3 0.73.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD

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

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 9 0.0 11.1 33.3 55.6 3.4
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 9 0.0 11.1 33.3 55.6 3.4
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
28. Cuided student report preparation 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
29. Students free to express opinions 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 159
Nurmber of forms scanned = 85
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 77
Percent conpleted = 48.4 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 251 001L1 PERSONAL/ FAM LY FI NANCE

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Forgue, Raynond E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Sci ences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 12

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 17 12.1 A 50 35.2
Sophonor e 37 26.2 B 53 37.3
Juni or 49 34.8 C 26 18.3
Seni or 38 27.0 D 7 4.9
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 6 4.2
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 54 38.6
St udi es Program 15 10.6 2 hours 38 27.1
Required by ny ngjor 25 17.6 3 hours 31 22.1
O her (e.g. elective) 102 71.8 4 - 5 hours 15 10.7
6 - 7 hours 2 1.4
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 164 0.0 1.8 54.9 43.3 3.4 0.53
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 162 4.9 4.3 56.8 34.0 3.2 0.74
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 164 0.6 3.0 54.9 41.5 3.4 0.58
4. Exans reflected what was taught 165 0.6 4.2 58.8 36.4 3.3 0.58
5. Grading was fair and consistent 164 1.2 4.9 59.1 34.8 3.3 0.61
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 164 0.0 1.8 59.1 39.0 3.4 0.52
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 164 2.4 7.3 54.3 36.0 3.2 0.69
8. Graded assignnents included conments 163 2.5 15.3 52.1 30.1 3.1 0.74
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 165 0.6 6.1 50.3 43.0 3.4 0.62
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 164 0.0 1.8 39.6 58.5 3.6 0.53
11. Was available for consultation 158 0.6 1.9 53.2 44.3 3.4 0.57
12. Satisfact answered class questions 163 0.6 1.8 51.5 46.0 3.4 0.57
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 165 2.4 10.3 48.5 38.8 3.2 0.73
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 163 0.6 8.0 52.8 38.7 3.3 0.64
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 140 3.6 7.9 59.3 29.3 3.1 0.71
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 158 3.2 1.9 62.0 32.9 3.2 0.65
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 158 2.5 6.3 56.3 34.8 3.2 0.68
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 158 1.9 2.5 58.9 36.7 3.3 0.62
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 160 4.4 11.9 53.1 30.6 3.1 0.77
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 161 0.0 8.1 42.2 49.7 3.4 0.64
21. Overall quality of teaching 159 0.6 8.2 37.7 53.5 3.4 0.67.
% %
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 12 8.3 16.7 33.3 41.7 3.1 1.00
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 13 7.7 0.0 53.8 38.5 3.2 0.83
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 14 7.1 7.1 42.9 42.9 3.2 0.89
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 9 11.1 11.1 44. 4 33.3 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 8 12.5 12.5 37.5 37.5 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
28. Cuided student report preparation 3 33.3 0.0 66. 7 0.0 2.3
29. Students free to express opinions 3 33.3 0.0 66. 7 0.0 2.3
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 3 0.0 33.3 66. 7 0.0 2.7
34. Instructor explalned expectations 3 0.0 33.3 66. 7 0.0 2.7
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 3 33.3 0.0 66. 7 0.0 2.3
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 3 0.0 33.3 66. 7 0.0 2.7
% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 213

Number of forms scanned = 170

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 167
Percent conpleted = 78.4 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 402 001L1  FAM ECO & MGT | SSUES

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Forgue, Raynond E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
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Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 32.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 18 58.1
Juni or 1 3.1 C 3 9.7
Seni or 31 96.9 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 18.8
St udi es Program 2 6.3 2 hours 16 50.0
Required by ny ngjor 29 90. 6 3 hours 8 25.0
O her (e.g. elective) 1 3.1 4 - 5 hours 2 6.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 32 0.0 9.4 62.5 28.1 3.2 0.59
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 24 0.0 12.5 41.7 45.8 3.3 0.70
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 32 3.1 9.4 46. 9 40. 6 3.3 0.76
4. Exans reflected what was taught 32 3.1 9.4 46. 9 40. 6 3.3 0.76
5. Grading was fair and consistent 32 0.0 3.1 56.3 40. 6 3.4 0.55
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 32 0.0 3.1 53.1 43.8 3.4 0.56
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 31 0.0 3.2 48. 4 48. 4 3.5 0.57
8. Graded assignnents included conments 28 0.0 7.1 46. 4 46. 4 3.4 0.63
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 32 0.0 12.5 46. 9 40. 6 3.3 0.68
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 32 0.0 0.0 21.9 78. 1 3.8 0.42
11. Was available for consultation 32 0.0 0.0 40.6 59.4 3.6 0.50
12. Satisfact answered class questions 32 0.0 0.0 34.4 65. 6 3.7 0.48
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 32 3.1 9.4 31.3 56. 3 3.4 0.80
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 32 0.0 0.0 21.9 78. 1 3.8 0.42
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 27 0.0 0.0 59.3 40.7 3.4 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 31 3.2 0.0 51.6 45.2 3.4 0.67
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 30 0.0 6.7 50.0 43.3 3.4 0.61
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 31 0.0 9.7 45.2 45.2 3.4 0.66
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 30 3.3 10.0 46.7 40.0 3.2 0.77
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 31 3.2 22.6 35.5 38.7 3.1 0.87
21. Overall quality of teaching 31 0.0 6.5 25.8 67.7 3.6 0.62
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Di sagree Agree

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

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 38

Nurmber of forms scanned = 33

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 32
Percent conpleted = 84.2 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = FAM 759 002L1

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Garrett,

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE
Sci ences

Bren
SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORMATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent
Freshman
Sophonor e
Juni or

Expect ed
0 A
0
0
Seni or 0
5
0
0
e

B
C

cocco

Graduat e

Pr of essi onal

O her

Reason for taking cours

Required by University
St udi es Program

Required by ny ngjor

O her (e.g. elective)

D
E/ Fai |
|

Pass or

T O00O0O0O0O0

£
Soo

Per cent

0.0
100.0
0.0

ouo

%
Strongly
N Di sagree
(1)
ECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
Qutlined course material and grading
Text book contributed to understandin
Suppl read & assign hel ped understan
Exans reflected what was taught
Grading was fair and consistent
Assi gnments were distributed evenly
Graded assignments returned pronptly
Graded assignnments included comments
SECTION C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMB
9. Presented material effectively
10. Had good know edge of subject matte
11. Was available for consultation
12. Satisfact answered class questions
13. Stimulated interest of the subject
14. Encouraged cl ass participation
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin.
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe

PNOGTAWNE N

DONOR ODOOUOD ODAONODO
OCOOOLO OOOOO0 O0OLOOo0e0o
O0OO0O0O0 OOOOO0O O0O0O0O0O0O
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SECTION E -
20. Overall
21. Overall

SUMVARY | TEMS
val ue of the course 6
quality of teaching 6

0.0
0.0
%
Strongly
N Disagree

(1)
SECTION F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY
22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned

,_
<
ooooo ooo00 ooo00
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DEPARTMENT =
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EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Family Studies

SP ADV TOP FAM SPONSORED RESEARCH

t
grade Nunber Per cent
4 80.0
1 20.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
Audi t 0 0.0
Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
1 hour or |less 0.
2 hours 0 0.0
3 hours 0 0.0
4 - 5 hours 3 60. 0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 2 40.0
%
% % Strongly
Di sagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
16.7 33.3 50.0 3.3
0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
33.3 50.0 16.7 2.8
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
16.7 66.7 16.7 3.0
% % %
Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
%
% % Strongly
Di sagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
% answer i ng item
-------------------- Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 6

Number of forms scanned = 6

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 6
refer to

An el ectronic

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
copy is also available at
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COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = FAM 407 001L1
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2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
DEPARTMENT =

Family Studies

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = G'i sham Brown, Jennifer

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 14 87.5
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 6.3
Juni or 5 29. 4 C 0 0.0
Seni or 12 70.6 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 6.3
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 2 11.8
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 15 88.2
Required by ny ngjor 16 94.1 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 1 5.9 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) 2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 19 0.0 10.5 36.8 52.6 3.4 0.69
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
4. Exans reflected what was taught 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
5. Grading was fair and consistent 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
8. Graded assignnents included conments 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 19 0.0 0.0 10.5 89.5 3.9 0.32
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 19 0.0 0.0 5.3 94.7 3.9 0.23
11. Was available for consultation 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
12. Satisfact answered class questions 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 19 0.0 0.0 26.3 73.7 3.7 0.45
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 19 0.0 5.3 10.5 84.2 3.8 0.54
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 19 0.0 5.3 10.5 84.2 3.8 0.54
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 0.0 0.0 15.8 84.2 3.8 0.37
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 19 0.0 0.0 26.3 73.7 3.7 0.45
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 19 0.0 0.0 31.6 68. 4 3.7 0.48
21. Overall quality of teaching 19 0.0 0.0 5.3 94.7 3.9 0.23.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 22

Nurmber of forms scanned = 19

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 86.4 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

Mean SD

response = 19

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,

An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 659 001L1  ADVANCED CHI LD DEVELOPMENT

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Hal | am Rena

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 50.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 33.3
Juni or 0 0.0 C 1 16.7
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 5 83.3 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 16.7 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.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 16.7
Required by ny ngjor 2 33.3 3 hours 2 33.3
O her (e.g. elective) 4 66. 7 4 - 5 hours 1 16.7
6 - 7 hours 2 33.3
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 16.7 0.0 66. 7 16.7 2.8
4. Exans reflected what was taught 5 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0 2.8
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 16.7 0.0 50.0 33.3 3.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
8. Graded assignnents included conments 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0 2.8
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0 2.8
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 16.7 33.3 33.3 16.7 2.5
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 33.3 33.3 33.3 3.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 6 16.7 16.7 16.7 50.0 3.0
% %
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 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 10
Number of forms scanned = 6
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6
Percent conpleted = 60.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Part-time

COURSE = FAM 253 001L1  HUMAN SEXUALI TY: DEVELOP BEHAVI OR AND ATTI TUDES
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Hayes, Robert

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 9 10. 6 A 41 48. 2
Sophonor e 45 52.9 B 38 44.7
Juni or 15 17.6 C 2 2.4
Seni or 14 16.5 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 2 2.4 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 4 4.7
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 34 40.0
St udi es Program 12 14.3 2 hours 23 27.1
Required by ny ngjor 33 39.3 3 hours 18 21.2
O her (e.g. elective) 39 46. 4 4 - 5 hours 8 9.4
6 - 7 hours 2 2.4
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 94 2.1 2.1 45.7 50.0 3.4 0.65
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 93 0.0 1.1 44.1 54.8 3.5 0.52
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 94 1.1 7.4 42. 6 48.9 3.4 0.68
4. Exans reflected what was taught 93 1.1 2.2 41.9 54.8 3.5 0.60
5. Grading was fair and consistent 92 1.1 0.0 43.5 55.4 3.5 0.56
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 93 1.1 5.4 44.1 49.5 3.4 0.65
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 94 2.1 12.8 35.1 50.0 3.3 0.78
8. Graded assignnents included conments 92 4.3 13.0 37.0 45.7 3.2 0.84
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 93 3.2 10.8 36.6 49.5 3.3 0.80
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 93 2.2 1.1 40.9 55.9 3.5 0.64
11. Was available for consultation 91 4.4 6.6 38.5 50.5 3.4 0.79
12. Satisfact answered class questions 93 2.2 4.3 40.9 52.7 3.4 0.68
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 93 3.2 4.3 43.0 49.5 3.4 0.72
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 92 0.0 12.0 38.0 50.0 3.4 0.69
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 90 1.1 4.4 41.1 53.3 3.5 0.64
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 91 1.1 6.6 39.6 52.7 3.4 0.67
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 89 1.1 9.0 39.3 50. 6 3.4 0.70
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 93 1.1 3.2 40.9 54.8 3.5 0.62
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 90 1.1 8.9 37.8 52.2 3.4 0.70
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 94 1.1 1.1 29.8 68. 1 3.6 0.56
21. Overall quality of teaching 93 1.1 4.3 25.8 68.8 3.6 0.62.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD

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

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 7 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 8 0.0 12.5 62.5 25.0 3.1
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 8 0.0 12.5 50.0 37.5 3.3
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 7 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 173
Nurmber of forms scanned = 99
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 94
Percent conpleted = 54.3 %
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.
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Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 83.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 6 100.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 16. 7
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 0.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2 33.3
Required by ny ngjor 6 100.0 3 hours 3 50.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 16.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 16.7 0.0 83.3 3.7
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 20.0 20.0 60.0 3.4
4. Exans reflected what was taught 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
8. Graded assignnents included conments 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 16.7 0.0 83.3 3.7
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 16.7 0.0 83.3 3.7
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 16.7 16.7 66. 7 3.5
21. Overall quality of teaching 6 0.0 16.7 16.7 66.7 3.5
% %
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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

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

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

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 6

Number of forms scanned = 6

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

OCOOOO wWhphwh 00000
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 360 001L1 | NTRO FAM | NTERVEN: WORK W FAM LI ES & | NDI VI D

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Machara, Margaret

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 19

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 15 78.9
Sophonor e 2 10.5 B 4 21.1
Juni or 9 47. 4 C 0 0.0
Seni or 8 42.1 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 47. 4
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 5 26.3
Required by ny ngjor 19 100.0 3 hours 2 10.5
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 3 15.8
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 21 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.46
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 20 15.0 20.0 55.0 10.0 2.6 0.88
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 21 0.0 0.0 61.9 38.1 3.4 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 21 0.0 0.0 52. 4 47.6 3.5 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 21 0.0 0.0 47. 6 52.4 3.5 0.51
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 21 0.0 0.0 47. 6 52.4 3.5 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 21 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
8. Graded assignnents included conments 21 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.46
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 21 0.0 0.0 61.9 38.1 3.4 0.50
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 21 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.46
11. Was available for consultation 20 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6 0.50
12. Satisfact answered class questions 21 0.0 0.0 38.1 61.9 3.6 0.50
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 21 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 21 0.0 0.0 47. 6 52.4 3.5 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 21 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.48
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 21 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.48
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 21 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 21 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.48
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 21 0.0 4.8 57.1 38.1 3.3 0.58
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 21 0.0 0.0 38.1 61.9 3.6 0.50
21. Overall quality of teaching 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44.
% %
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 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
28. Cuided student report preparation 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 4 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 2 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 = 25

Number of forms scanned = 21

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 21
Percent conpleted = 84.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 256 001L1  GUI D STRATEG ES- WORKI NG W TH YOUNG CHI LDREN

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Manno, Charlotte

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 100.0

Sophonor e 1 10.0 B 0 0.0

Juni or 4 40.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 4 40.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0

Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0

O her 1 10.0 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 3 30.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 10.0
Required by ny ngjor 8 80.0 3 hours 5 50.0
O her (e.g. elective) 2 20.0 4 - 5 hours 1 10.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 13 7.7 0.0 46. 2 46. 2 3.3 0.85
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 13 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.52
4. Exans reflected what was taught 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
5. Grading was fair and consistent 13 0.0 0.0 23.1 76.9 3.8 0.44
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 13 0.0 0.0 38.5 61.5 3.6 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
11. Was available for consultation 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
12. Satisfact answered class questions 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 13 0.0 15.4 15.4 69. 2 3.5 0.78
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 13 0.0 0.0 46. 2 53.8 3.5 0.52
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 13 0.0 0.0 46. 2 53.8 3.5 0.52
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 13 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.52
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 13 0.0 0.0 38.5 61.5 3.6 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 13 0.0 7.7 53.8 38.5 3.3 0.63
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
21. Overall quality of teaching 13 0.0 0.0 23.1 76.9 3.8 0.44.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
34. Instructor explalned expectations 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 23
Nurmber of forms scanned = 17
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 13
Percent conpleted = 56.5 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 790 00101  ADV METHODS | N FAM STUDI ES RESEARCH

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = McCul | och, Bethany J.

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 21

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 66. 7
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 16.7
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 6 100.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 16. 7
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 0.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 5 83.3 3 hours 2 33.3
O her (e.g. elective) 1 16.7 4 - 5 hours 1 16.7
6 - 7 hours 3 50.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
5. Grading was fair and consistent 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
8. Graded assignnents included conments 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
11. Was available for consultation 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
21. Overall quality of teaching 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% %
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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned

r
<
ooooo ooo00 ooo00

OOOOOQOOOOO [eleojeoleole]
[eleleoleole] [eleleoleole] [eleleoleole]
ooooo ocoooo ocoooo
. Ooocoo [oleoleolole] [oleoleolole]
ooooo ooooo co0o0oO
[eleololole) [eleololole) [eleololole)
oooo00 coooo coo0oO
[eleoleolele] [eleoleoleole] [eleoleoleole]

% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 8

Nurmber of forms scanned = 7

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 7
Percent conpleted = 87.5 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

OCOOOL ©POOOO 00000
O0O0O0O OO0OO0OO ©COoOOoOo

Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = FAM 357 001L1  CONTEMPORARY ADOLESCENCE

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Natrajan, R

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 31 75.6
Sophonor e 1 2.4 B 10 24.4
Juni or 15 36.6 C 0 0.0
Seni or 25 61.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 25 61.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 12 29.3
Required by ny ngjor 10 24.4 3 hours 3 7.3
O her (e.g. elective) 31 75. 6 4 - 5 hours 1 2.4
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 42 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.50
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 42 0.0 2.4 61.9 35.7 3.3 0.53
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 42 0.0 9.5 57.1 33.3 3.2 0.62
4. Exans reflected what was taught 42 2.4 19.0 42.9 35.7 3.1 0.80
5. Grading was fair and consistent 42 0.0 9.5 52. 4 38.1 3.3 0.64
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 42 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.50
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 42 4.8 45.2 33.3 16.7 2.6 0.82
8. Graded assignnents included conments 41 0.0 4.9 48. 8 46. 3 3.4 0.59
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 42 0.0 9.5 61.9 28.6 3.2 0.59
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 42 0.0 0.0 40.5 59.5 3.6 0.50
11. Was available for consultation 35 0.0 11. 4 54.3 34.3 3.2 0.65
12. Satisfact answered class questions 42 0.0 4.8 57.1 38.1 3.3 0.57
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 42 0.0 21.4 57.1 21.4 3.0 0.66
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 42 0.0 11.9 52. 4 35.7 3.2 0.66
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 37 0.0 13.5 59.5 27.0 3.1 0.63
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 38 0.0 31.6 44.7 23.7 2.9 0.75
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 35 0.0 34.3 40.0 25.7 2.9 0.78
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 41 0.0 2.4 61.0 36.6 3.3 0.53
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 40 2.5 32.5 37.5 27.5 2.9 0.84
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 40 0.0 12.5 62.5 25.0 3.1 0.61
21. Overall quality of teaching 40 0.0 22.5 52.5 25.0 3.0 0.70.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 64
Nurmber of forms scanned = 42
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 42
Percent conpleted = 65.6 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 251 401L1 PERSONAL/ FAM LY FI NANCE

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Nuet zman, Christy P.

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 30.0

Sophonor e 4 40.0 B 6 60.0

Juni or 3 30.0 C 1 10.0

Seni or 3 30.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 20.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 4 40.0
Required by ny ngjor 5 50.0 3 hours 2 20.0
O her (e.g. elective) 5 50.0 4 - 5 hours 2 20.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 11 0.0 0.0 45.5 54.5 3.5 0.52
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 11 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
8. Graded assignnents included conments 11 0.0 9.1 36.4 54.5 3.5 0.69
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 8.3 0.0 33.3 58.3 3.4 0.9
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
11. Was available for consultation 12 0.0 8.3 41.7 50.0 3.4 0.67
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 16.7 16.7 25.0 41.7 2.9 1.16
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 8.3 8.3 41.7 41.7 3.2 0.94
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 9.1 9.1 36.4 45.5 3.2 0.98
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 11 9.1 0.0 27.3 63.6 3.5 0.93
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 11 9.1 0.0 27.3 63.6 3.5 0.93
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 11 9.1 0.0 27.3 63.6 3.5 0.93
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 11 9.1 9.1 36.4 45.5 3.2 0.98
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 8.3 0.0 25.0 66. 7 3.5 0.90
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 8.3 8.3 16.7 66.7 3.4 1.00.
% %
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 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
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 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
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 = 28
Nurmber of forms scanned = 13
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12
Percent conpleted = 42.9 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = FAM 473 001L1 FAMLY LI FE EDUCATI ON

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = O Mal | ey, Angel a

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 24

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 15 71. 4
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 5 23.8
Juni or 0 0.0 C 1 4.8
Seni or 20 95.2 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 4.8 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 15 71. 4
St udi es Program 3 14.3 2 hours 5 23.8
Required by ny ngjor 18 85.7 3 hours 1 4.8
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 24 16.7 0.0 33.3 50.0 3.2 1.09
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 22 22.7 0.0 45.5 31.8 2.9 1.13
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 23 21.7 8.7 43.5 26.1 2.7 1.10
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 33.3 0.0 41.7 25.0 2.6 1.24
5. Grading was fair and consistent 23 17.4 13.0 34.8 34.8 2.9 1.10
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 24 16.7 4.2 45.8 33.3 3.0 1.04
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 24 20.8 25.0 33.3 20.8 2.5 1.06
8. Graded assignnents included conments 24 16.7 20.8 45.8 16.7 2.6 0.97
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 24 12.5 8.3 62.5 16.7 2.8 0.87
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 24 12.5 4.2 50.0 33.3 3.0 0.95
11. Was available for consultation 24 8.3 16.7 37.5 37.5 3.0 0.95
12. Satisfact answered class questions 24 12.5 8.3 45.8 33.3 3.0 0.98
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 24 20.8 29.2 33.3 16.7 2.5 1.02
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 24 12.5 12.5 37.5 37.5 3.0 1.02
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 22 18.2 9.1 36.4 36.4 2.9 1.11
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 23 17.4 17.4 30.4 34.8 2.8 1.11
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 21 19.0 19.0 33.3 28.6 2.7 1.10
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 23 17.4 8.7 43.5 30.4 2.9 1.06
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 23 26.1 26.1 21.7 26.1 2.5 1.16
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 23 21.7 26.1 43.5 8.7 2.4 0.94
21. Overall quality of teaching 23 17.4 13.0 47.8 21.7 2.7 1.01.
% %
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 33

Nurmber of forms scanned = 25

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 24
Percent conpleted = 72.7 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = FAM 544 001L1  CULTURAL DI VERSITY I N AMER CHI LDREN & FAM LI ES
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = O Mal | ey, Angel a

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 2 40.0

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 3 60.0

Juni or 1 25.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 3 75.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 40.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 3 60.0
Required by ny ngjor 4 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 16.7 66.7 16.7 3.0
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 33.3 33.3 33.3 3.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 24
Number of forms scanned = 6
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6
Percent conpleted = 25.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = FAM 544 401L1 CULTURAL DI VERSITY I N AMER CHI LDREN & FAM LI ES
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = O Mal | ey, Angel a

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 26

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 40.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 6 60.0
Juni or 7 70.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 3 30.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 7 70.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2 20.0
Required by ny ngjor 9 90.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 1 10.0 4 - 5 hours 1 10.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 11 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.47
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 10 20.0 10.0 50.0 20.0 2.7 1.06
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 10 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 0.52
4. Exans reflected what was taught 11 0.0 0.0 63. 6 36.4 3.4 0.50
5. Grading was fair and consistent 11 0.0 18.2 54.5 27.3 3.1 0.70
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 11 9.1 18.2 36.4 36.4 3.0 1.00
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 11 9.1 45.5 18.2 27.3 2.6 1.03
8. Graded assignnents included conments 11 0.0 36.4 36.4 27.3 2.9 0.83
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 11 9.1 27.3 27.3 36.4 2.9 1.04
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 11 0.0 0.0 54.5 45.5 3.5 0.52
11. Was available for consultation 11 9.1 18.2 36.4 36.4 3.0 1.00
12. Satisfact answered class questions 11 9.1 9.1 36.4 45.5 3.2 0.98
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 11 18.2 18.2 27.3 36.4 2.8 1.17
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 11 9.1 9.1 36.4 45.5 3.2 0.98
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 10 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.53
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 11 0.0 9.1 63.6 27.3 3.2 0.60
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 11 0.0 9.1 63. 6 27.3 3.2 0.60
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 11 0.0 9.1 54.5 36.4 3.3 0.65
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 11 18. 2 18. 2 36.4 27.3 2.7 1.10
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 11 9.1 45.5 27.3 18.2 2.5 0.93
21. Overall quality of teaching 11 0.0 36.4 36.4 27.3 2.9 0.83
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Di sagree Agree
(2) (3) (4)

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

(1)
SECTI ON F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY
22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 14

Nurmber of forms scanned = 11

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 11
Percent conpleted = 78.6 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = FAM 690 001L1  FAM DEV RESEARCH METHODS

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = O Mal | ey, Angel a

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 27

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 2 40.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 3 60.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 4 80.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 1 20.0 | 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.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 5 100.0 3 hours 3 60.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 40.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 20.0 40.0 40.0 3.2
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
4. Exans reflected what was taught 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 20.0 20.0 60.0 3.4
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 20.0 40.0 40.0 3.2
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
% %
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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 5
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = FAM 383 001L1

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Ortwei n,

Sci ences

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 28

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
DEPARTMENT =

Family Studies

CONCEPTS OF PERSONAL AND FAM LY MANAGEMENT
Mary

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 20 90.9
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 9.1
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 21 95.5 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 4.5 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 12 54.5
St udi es Program 1 4.5 2 hours 7 31.8
Required by ny ngjor 20 90.9 3 hours 3 13.6
O her (e.g. elective) 1 4.5 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 22 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 21 0.0 14.3 47.6 38.1 3.2 0.70
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 22 0.0 0.0 63. 6 36.4 3.4 0.49
4. Exans reflected what was taught 22 0.0 9.1 50.0 40.9 3.3 0.65
5. Grading was fair and consistent 22 0.0 0.0 63. 6 36.4 3.4 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 22 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 22 4.5 4.5 50.0 40.9 3.3 0.77
8. Graded assignnents included conments 22 0.0 4.5 45.5 50.0 3.5 0.60
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 22 4.5 0.0 59.1 36.4 3.3 0.70
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 22 0.0 0.0 31.8 68. 2 3.7 0.48
11. Was available for consultation 21 0.0 4.8 42.9 52.4 3.5 0.60
12. Satisfact answered class questions 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.49
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 22 0.0 9.1 45.5 45.5 3.4 0.66
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.49
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 22 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.46
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 21 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3 0.46
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 21 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.48
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 22 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.46
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 21 0.0 4.8 61.9 33.3 3.3 0.56
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 21 0.0 4.8 71.4 23.8 3.2 0.51
21. Overall quality of teaching 21 0.0 4.8 42.9 52.4 3.5 0.60.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 33

Number of forms scanned = 24

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 66.7 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

Mean SD

response = 22

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,

An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = FAM 252 401L1 | NTRODUCTI ON TO FAM LY SCl ENCE

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Payne, Joey

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 29

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 4 23.5 A 7 41.2
Sophonor e 6 35.3 B 9 52.9
Juni or 5 29.4 C 1 5.9
Seni or 2 11.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 11 64.7
St udi es Program 4 23.5 2 hours 3 17.6
Required by ny ngjor 6 35.3 3 hours 2 11.8
O her (e.g. elective) 7 41.2 4 - 5 hours 1 5.9
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 19 0.0 0.0 26.3 73.7 3.7 0.45
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 19 0.0 0.0 31.6 68. 4 3.7 0.48
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 17 0.0 0.0 47.1 52.9 3.5 0.51
4. Exans reflected what was taught 18 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.43
5. Grading was fair and consistent 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 17 0.0 0.0 23.5 76.5 3.8 0.44
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
8. Graded assignnents included conments 17 0.0 11.8 29.4 58.8 3.5 0.72
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 19 0.0 5.3 52.6 42.1 3.4 0.60
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 19 0.0 0.0 42.1 57.9 3.6 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 18 0.0 0.0 27.8 72.2 3.7 0.46
12. Satisfact answered class questions 19 0.0 0.0 36.8 63.2 3.6 0.50
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 19 0.0 5.3 47. 4 47. 4 3.4 0.61
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 18 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 18 0.0 5.6 44 .4 50.0 3.4 0.62
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 19 0.0 10.5 47. 4 42.1 3.3 0.67
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 18 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2 0.71
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 0.0 0.0 42.1 57.9 3.6 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 18 0.0 16.7 38.9 44. 4 3.3 0.75
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 19 5.3 0.0 36.8 57.9 3.5 0.77
21. Overall quality of teaching 19 5.3 0.0 42.1 52.6 3.4 0.77.
% %
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 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
28. Cuided student report preparation 3 0.0 33.3 33.3 33.3 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 26

Nurmber of forms scanned = 19

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 19
Percent conpleted = 73.1 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme

COURSE = FAM 552 001L1 ADM N & SUPERVI SI ON | N EARLY CHI LDHOOD ED PROGS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rous, Beth

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 30

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 6 42.9
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 8 57.1
Juni or 1 7.1 C 0 0.0
Seni or 9 64.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 4 28.6 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 1 7.1
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 10 71. 4
Required by ny ngjor 13 92.9 3 hours 3 21.4
O her (e.g. elective) 1 7.1 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 14 7.1 7.1 50.0 35.7 3.1 0.86
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 13 0.0 7.7 61.5 30.8 3.2 0.60
4. Exans reflected what was taught 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 14.3 14.3 50.0 21. 4 2.8 0.97
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 14 0.0 14.3 71. 4 14.3 3.0 0.55
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 14 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3 0.47
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 35.7 28.6 35.7 3.0 0.88
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 14 0.0 7.1 78.6 14.3 3.1 0.47
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 14 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.47
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 21. 4 42.9 35.7 3.1 0.77
12. Satisfact answered class questions 14 0.0 21.4 50.0 28.6 3.1 0.73
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 14 7.1 14.3 50.0 28.6 3.0 0.88
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 13 0.0 0.0 61.5 38.5 3.4 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 14 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1 0.36
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6 3.1 0.66
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 14 0.0 14.3 64.3 21.4 3.1 0.62
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 14 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3 0.47
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 14 0.0 42.9 28.6 28.6 2.9 0.86
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 14 7.1 14.3 57.1 21. 4 2.9 0.83
21. Overall quality of teaching 14 7.1 35.7 35.7 21.4 2.7 0.91.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 18

Number of forms scanned = 14

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14
Percent conpleted = 77.8 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS

COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies

FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme

COURSE = FAM 411 00101  STUDENT TEACHI NG I N ECE
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Routt,

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 31

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 0 0.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 8 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 8 100.0
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 0.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 8 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 12.5
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 7 87.5
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 9 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6 3.6
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 9 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
4. Exans reflected what was taught 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 8 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 9 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55. 6 3.6
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 8 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6
8. Graded assignnents included conments 8 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 8 0.0 12.5 25.0 62.5 3.5
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 8 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
11. Was available for consultation 7 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7
12. Satisfact answered class questions 8 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 8 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 8 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
21. Overall quality of teaching 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
% %
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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 9

Number of forms scanned = 9

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 9
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 654 002L1 LI FESPAN HUMAN DEV/ BEHAV

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Routt, Mary L

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 32

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 11 73.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 4 26.7
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 16 100.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 6.7
Required by ny ngjor 6 37.5 3 hours 6 40.0
O her (e.g. elective) 10 62.5 4 - 5 hours 5 33.3
6 - 7 hours 2 13.3
8 or nore hours 1 6.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 17 0.0 0.0 29.4 70.6 3.7 0.47
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 17 0.0 0.0 17.6 82.4 3.8 0.39
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 17 0.0 0.0 35.3 64.7 3.6 0.49
4. Exans reflected what was taught 16 0.0 6.3 37.5 56. 3 3.5 0.63
5. Grading was fair and consistent 17 0.0 0.0 23.5 76.5 3.8 0.44
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 17 0.0 0.0 41. 2 58.8 3.6 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 17 0.0 0.0 23.5 76.5 3.8 0.44
8. Graded assignnents included conments 17 0.0 0.0 23.5 76.5 3.8 0.44
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 17 0.0 0.0 35.3 64.7 3.6 0.49
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 17 0.0 0.0 17.6 82.4 3.8 0.39
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 17 0.0 0.0 17.6 82.4 3.8 0.39
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 17 0.0 0.0 29.4 70.6 3.7 0.47
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 16 0.0 0.0 6.3 93.8 3.9 0.25
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 17 0.0 0.0 35.3 64.7 3.6 0.49
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 17 0.0 0.0 29.4 70.6 3.7 0.47
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 17 0.0 0.0 47.1 52.9 3.5 0.51
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 17 0.0 0.0 29.4 70.6 3.7 0.47
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 17 0.0 11. 8 29.4 58.8 3.5 0.72
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 17 0.0 0.0 5.9 94.1 3.9 0.24
21. Overall quality of teaching 17 0.0 0.0 11.8 88.2 3.9 0.33
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Di sagree Agree

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

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

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

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 22

Nurmber of forms scanned = 17

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 17
Percent conpleted = 77.3 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 401 001L1  NORMAL FAM DEVELOPMENT AND PROCESS

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Smith, Donna S

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 33

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 15 83.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 11.1
Juni or 3 16.7 C 1 5.6
Seni or 14 77.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 1 5.6 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 6 31.6
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 9 47. 4
Required by ny ngjor 17 94.4 3 hours 2 10.5
O her (e.g. elective) 1 5.6 4 - 5 hours 1 5.3
6 - 7 hours 1 5.3
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 21 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.51
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 21 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7 0.46
4. Exans reflected what was taught 21 0.0 4.8 19.0 76.2 3.7 0.56
5. Grading was fair and consistent 21 4.8 4.8 23.8 66.7 3.5 0.81
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 21 0.0 4.8 14.3 81.0 3.8 0.54
8. Graded assignnents included conments 20 0.0 5.0 25.0 70.0 3.7 0.59
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 21 0.0 0.0 19.0 81.0 3.8 0.40
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44
11. Was available for consultation 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44
12. Satisfact answered class questions 21 0.0 0.0 19.0 81.0 3.8 0.40
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 21 0.0 0.0 19.0 81.0 3.8 0.40
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 21 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 19 0.0 0.0 31.6 68. 4 3.7 0.48
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 21 0.0 4.8 14.3 81.0 3.8 0.54
21. Overall quality of teaching 21 0.0 4.8 14.3 81.0 3.8 0.54
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Di sagree Agree
(2) (3) (4)

100.
100.
100.

(1)
SECTI ON F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY
22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 24

Nurmber of forms scanned = 22

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 21
Percent conpleted = 87.5 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

Agr ee
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 502 001L1

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Snith,

Sci ences

Donna
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2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
DEPARTMENT =

Family Studies

FAM LI ES AND CHI LDREN UNDER STRESS

S

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 14 70.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 6 30.0
Juni or 1 4.8 C 0 0.0
Seni or 17 81.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 3 14.3 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 6 28.6
St udi es Program 1 5.3 2 hours 12 57.1
Required by ny ngjor 13 68. 4 3 hours 3 14.3
O her (e.g. elective) 5 26.3 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) 2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 22 0.0 0.0 22.7 77.3 3.8 0.43
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 22 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.51
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 22 0.0 0.0 40.9 59.1 3.6 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.49
5. Grading was fair and consistent 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63. 6 3.6 0.49
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 22 0.0 0.0 27.3 72.7 3.7 0.46
8. Graded assignnents included conments 22 0.0 0.0 31.8 68. 2 3.7 0.48
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 22 0.0 0.0 27.3 72.7 3.7 0.46
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 22 0.0 0.0 22.7 77.3 3.8 0.43
11. Was available for consultation 22 0.0 0.0 22.7 77.3 3.8 0.43
12. Satisfact answered class questions 22 0.0 0.0 27.3 72.7 3.7 0.46
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.49
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 22 0.0 0.0 22.7 77.3 3.8 0.43
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 21 0.0 9.5 33.3 57.1 3.5 0.68
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 21 0.0 4.8 33.3 61.9 3.6 0.60
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 20 0.0 5.0 40.0 55.0 3.5 0.61
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 21 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 21 0.0 4.8 33.3 61.9 3.6 0.60
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 22 0.0 0.0 36.4 63. 6 3.6 0.49
21. Overall quality of teaching 22 0.0 0.0 22.7 77.3 3.8 0.43
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 28

Nurmber of forms scanned = 22

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 78.6 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

Mean SD

response = 22

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,

An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 652 001L1  READINGS IN FAM LY THEORY AND RESEARCH

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Smith, Donna S

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
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Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 9 47. 4
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 10 52.6
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 19 100.0 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 1 5.6 2 hours 1 5.3
Required by ny ngjor 17 94.4 3 hours 7 36.8
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 4 21.1
6 - 7 hours 4 21.1
8 or nore hours 3 15.8
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 19 0.0 5.3 36.8 57.9 3.5 0.61
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 19 0.0 15.8 47. 4 36.8 3.2 0.71
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 19 5.3 10.5 42.1 42.1 3.2 0.85
4. Exans reflected what was taught 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 19 0.0 15.8 57.9 26.3 3.1 0.66
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 19 0.0 15.8 42.1 42.1 3.3 0.73
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 19 0.0 0.0 57.9 42.1 3.4 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 19 0.0 5.3 26.3 68. 4 3.6 0.60
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 19 0.0 10.5 47. 4 42.1 3.3 0.67
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 19 0.0 0.0 42.1 57.9 3.6 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 19 0.0 0.0 52.6 47. 4 3.5 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 19 0.0 0.0 52.6 47. 4 3.5 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 18 0.0 11.1 27.8 61.1 3.5 0.71
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 19 0.0 0.0 21.1 78.9 3.8 0.42
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 18 0.0 0.0 38.9 61.1 3.6 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 17 0.0 5.9 41. 2 52.9 3.5 0.62
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 16 0.0 12.5 56.3 31.3 3.2 0.66
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 0.0 0.0 47. 4 52.6 3.5 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 19 0.0 15.8 42.1 42.1 3.3 0.73
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 19 0.0 5.3 42.1 52.6 3.5 0.61
21. Overall quality of teaching 19 0.0 15.8 36.8 47. 4 3.3 0.75.
% %
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 19

Nurmber of forms scanned = 19

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 19
Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-time
COURSE = FAM 658 001L1  ADOLESCENT DEVELOPMENT

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Smith, Susan

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
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Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 83.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 16.7
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 6 100.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 16.7
Required by ny ngjor 2 33.3 3 hours 1 16.7
O her (e.g. elective) 4 66. 7 4 - 5 hours 4 66. 7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 40.0 20.0 40.0 3.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
8. Graded assignnents included conments 6 0.0 16.7 16.7 66.7 3.5
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 16.7 33.3 50.0 3.3
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 16.7 33.3 50.0 3.3
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 40.0 20.0 40.0 3.0
% %
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
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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% answer i ng item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 9

Number of forms scanned = 6

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6
Percent conpleted = 66.7 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |
COLLEGE = Human Environnent al
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = FAM 657 001L1 FAM LY SYSTEMS THEORY

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Wi ti ng,

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE
Sci ences

Jaso
SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORMATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0
Sophonor e 0
Juni or 0
Seni or 0
9
0
0
e

cocco

Graduat e

Pr of essi onal

O her

Reason for taking cours

Required by University
St udi es Program

Required by ny ngjor

O her (e.g. elective)

Pass or

T O00O0O0O0O0

£
Soo

Per cent

11.1
77.8
11.1

PN

%
Strongly
N Di sagree
(1)
ECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
Qutlined course material and grading
Text book contributed to understandin
Suppl read & assign hel ped understan
Exans reflected what was taught
Grading was fair and consistent
Assi gnments were distributed evenly
Graded assignments returned pronptly
Graded assignnments included comments
SECTION C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMB
9. Presented material effectively
10. Had good know edge of subject matte
11. Was available for consultation
12. Satisfact answered class questions
13. Stimulated interest of the subject
14. Encouraged cl ass participation
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin.
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe
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SECTION E -
20. Overall
21. Overall

SUMVARY | TEMS
val ue of the course 9
quality of teaching 9

0.0
0.0
%
Strongly
N Disagree

(1)
SECTION F - UNI VERSI TY STUDI ES PROGRAM COURSES ONLY
22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry
23. Saw how discipline relates to other
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations
28. Cuided student report preparation
29. Students free to express opinions
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS
32. Carified lecture materi al
33. Anpunt of work appropriate
34. Instructor explalned expectations
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned
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EVALUATI ON RESULTS
Family Studies

n B.
grade Nunber Per cent
8 88.9
1 11.1
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
Audi t 0 0.0
Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
1 hour or |less 0 0.0
2 hours 0 0.0
3 hours 2 22.2
4 - 5 hours 6 66.7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 11.1
%
% % Strongly
Di sagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
0.0 44.4 44.4 3.2
0.0 88.9 11.1 3.1
0.0 55.6 44.4 3.4
0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
11.1 55.6 33.3 3.2
11.1 55.6 33.3 3.2
0.0 44.4 55.6 3.6
0.0 44.4 556 3.6
22.2 55.6 22.2 3.0
0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
0.0 77.8 22.2 3.2
22.2 55.6 22.2 3.0
0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
0.0 77.8 22.2 3.2
1.1 77.8 11.1 3.0
0.0 44.4 55.6 3.6
11.1 55.6 33.3 3.2
% % %
Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
0.0 55.6 44.4 3.4
11.1  44.4 44.4 3.3
%
% % Strongly
Di sagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(2) (3) (4
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
% answer i ng item
-------------------- Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 10

Number of forms scanned = 9

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 90.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

response = 9
refer to

An el ectronic

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = HEE 586 001L1 METHODS | N TEACH NG VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON I |

| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Al exander, Karen

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 38

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 100.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 9 90.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 10.0 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 1 10.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 10.0
Required by ny ngjor 10 100.0 3 hours 4 40.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 20.0
6 - 7 hours 2 20.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 9 0.0 0.0 55.6 44. 4 3.4 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
4. Exans reflected what was taught 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
11. Was available for consultation 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0 0.00
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Di sagree Agree

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

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

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

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0

% answering item

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 16

Nurmber of forms scanned = 13

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12
Percent conpleted = 75.0 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

Agr ee
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Mean SD

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = HEE 686 001L1 EVALUATI ON | N VOCATI ONAL EDUCATI ON

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Carr, Audrey

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 39

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 16 84.2
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 3 15.8
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 19 100.0 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 21.1
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 8 42.1
Required by ny ngjor 15 83.3 3 hours 4 21.1
O her (e.g. elective) 3 16.7 4 - 5 hours 2 10.5
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 5.3
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 21 0.0 0.0 23.8 76.2 3.8 0.44
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 19 0.0 10.5 36.8 52.6 3.4 0.69
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 21 0.0 0.0 47. 6 52.4 3.5 0.51
4. Exans reflected what was taught 8 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 21 0.0 0.0 47. 6 52.4 3.5 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 21 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
8. Graded assignnents included conments 21 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 20 0.0 0.0 55.0 45.0 3.5 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 20 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
11. Was available for consultation 19 0.0 0.0 52.6 47. 4 3.5 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 20 0.0 15.0 45.0 40.0 3.3 0.72
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 20 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 19 0.0 10.5 52.6 36.8 3.3 0.65
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 19 0.0 5.3 47. 4 47. 4 3.4 0.61
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 19 0.0 10.5 47. 4 42.1 3.3 0.67
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 0.0 0.0 36.8 63.2 3.6 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 19 5.3 15.8 47.4 31.6 3.1 0.85
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 19 0.0 5.3 52.6 42.1 3.4 0.60
21. Overall quality of teaching 19 0.0 0.0 52.6 47. 4 3.5 0.51.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 22

Number of forms scanned = 21

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 21
Percent conpleted = 95.5 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |

COLLEGE = Human Environnent al

FACULTY TYPE = Full -time

COURSE = HES 100 001L1 I NTRO TO PROFESS | N HES
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Scott,

Sci ences

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 40

2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
DEPARTMENT =

Family Studies

Rut h Ann

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON
Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 17 34.0 A 41 87.2
Sophonor e 20 40.0 B 5 10.6
Juni or 12 24.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 1 2.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 2.1
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 40 85.1
St udi es Program 4 8.0 2 hours 6 12.8
Required by ny ngjor 39 78.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 7 14.0 4 - 5 hours 1 2.1
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) 2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 53 0.0 0.0 47.2 52.8 3.5 0.50
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 13 15. 4 38.5 38.5 7.7 2.4 0.87
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 49 0.0 10. 2 59.2 30.6 3.2 0.61
4. Exans reflected what was taught 17 0.0 11.8 76.5 11.8 3.0 0.50
5. Grading was fair and consistent 52 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.50
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 53 0.0 1.9 49.1 49.1 3.5 0.54
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 53 0.0 3.8 52.8 43. 4 3.4 0.57
8. Graded assignnents included conments 51 0.0 7.8 51.0 41.2 3.3 0.62
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 53 1.9 11.3 56. 6 30.2 3.2 0.69
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 53 0.0 0.0 52.8 47.2 3.5 0.50
11. Was available for consultation 47 0.0 2.1 57.4 40.4 3.4 0.53
12. Satisfact answered class questions 52 1.9 0.0 55.8 42.3 3.4 0.60
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 52 11.5 26.9 40. 4 21.2 2.7 0.94
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 53 0.0 15.1 62.3 22.6 3.1 0.62
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 48 4.2 14.6 72.9 8.3 2.9 0.62
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 48 8.3 25.0 56.3 10. 4 2.7 0.78
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 47 12.8 27.7 53.2 6.4 2.5 0.80
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 51 3.9 7.8 70.6 17.6 3.0 0.65
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 49 14. 3 32.7 44.9 8.2 2.5 0.84
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 53 13.2 24.5 43.4 18.9 2.7 0.94
21. Overall quality of teaching 53 1.9 9.4 50.9 37.7 3.2 0.70.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 69

Nurmber of forms scanned = 53

Nurmber of forms with at |east one student
Percent conpleted = 76.8 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG -
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to

| NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "

Mean SD

response = 53

your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,

An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = HES 100 002L1 | NTRO TO PROFESS I N HES

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Scott, Ruth Ann

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 41

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 17 100.0 A 13 81.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 12.5
Juni or 0 0.0 C 1 6.3
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 10 58.8
St udi es Program 1 5.9 2 hours 5 29.4
Required by ny ngjor 16 94.1 3 hours 2 11.8
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 17 0.0 0.0 47.1 52.9 3.5 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 15 0.0 6.7 73.3 20.0 3.1 0.52
4. Exans reflected what was taught 11 0.0 9.1 54.5 36.4 3.3 0.65
5. Grading was fair and consistent 17 0.0 0.0 47.1 52.9 3.5 0.51
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 17 0.0 0.0 52.9 47.1 3.5 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 17 0.0 0.0 52.9 47.1 3.5 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 17 0.0 5.9 64.7 29.4 3.2 0.56
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 17 0.0 0.0 58.8 41.2 3.4 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 17 0.0 0.0 52.9 47.1 3.5 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 6.7 60.0 33.3 3.3 0.59
12. Satisfact answered class questions 17 0.0 0.0 52.9 47.1 3.5 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 17 0.0 17.6 64.7 17.6 3.0 0.61
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 17 0.0 5.9 58.8 35.3 3.3 0.59
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 16 0.0 6.3 56.3 37.5 3.3 0.60
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 16 0.0 6.3 81.3 12.5 3.1 0.44
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 16 0.0 18.8 68.8 12.5 2.9 0.57
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 17 0.0 5.9 58.8 35.3 3.3 0.59
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 16 0.0 43.8 37.5 18.8 2.8 0.77
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 16 0.0 12.5 43.8 43.8 3.3 0.70
21. Overall quality of teaching 16 0.0 6.3 18.8 75.0 3.7 0.60.
% %
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 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 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 = 24

Nurmber of forms scanned = 17

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 17
Percent conpleted = 70.8 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at



The SAS System

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = HES 100 401L1 | NTRO TO PROFESS I N HES

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Scott, Ruth Ann

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 42

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 7 23.3 A 27 93.1
Sophonor e 7 23.3 B 1 3.4
Juni or 10 33.3 C 0 0.0
Seni or 5 16.7 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 1 3.3 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 3.4
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 24 80.
St udi es Program 1 3.6 2 hours 4 13.3
Required by ny ngjor 21 75.0 3 hours 1 3.3
O her (e.g. elective) 6 21.4 4 - 5 hours 1 3.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 37 0.0 0.0 54.1 45.9 3.5 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 14 14.3 50.0 28.6 7.1 2.3 0.83
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 36 5.6 13.9 61.1 19.4 2.9 0.75
4. Exans reflected what was taught 14 14.3 7.1 57.1 21.4 2.9 0.95
5. Grading was fair and consistent 33 0.0 0.0 60. 6 39.4 3.4 0.50
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 37 0.0 0.0 64.9 35.1 3.4 0.48
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 35 5.7 5.7 57.1 31.4 3.1 0.77
8. Graded assignnents included conments 34 2.9 17.6 52.9 26.5 3.0 0.76
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 37 8.1 5.4 62.2 24.3 3.0 0.80
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 37 0.0 0.0 56.8 43.2 3.4 0.50
11. Was available for consultation 33 3.0 9.1 54.5 33.3 3.2 0.73
12. Satisfact answered class questions 36 0.0 2.8 63.9 33.3 3.3 0.52
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 36 11.1 30.6 41.7 16.7 2.6 0.90
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 34 8.8 11.8 55.9 23.5 2.9 0.85
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 34 14.7 8.8 64.7 11.8 2.7 0.86
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 35 14.3 20.0 57.1 8.6 2.6 0.85
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 34 11.8 20.6 55.9 11.8 2.7 0.84
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 36 8.3 11.1 66. 7 13.9 2.9 0.76
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 36 27.8 33.3 33.3 5.6 2.2 0.91
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 36 11.1 33.3 47.2 8.3 2.5 0.81
21. Overall quality of teaching 36 5.6 5.6 63.9 25.0 3.1 0.73.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 54

Nurmber of forms scanned = 38

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 37
Percent conpleted = 68.5 %

For help with interpretation of the results,
OF TEACHI NG - | NTERPRETATI ON GUI DELI NES AND OBSERVATI ONS. "
pl ease see your departnent chairperson.
www. uky. edu/ | Ri'tce. htni.

refer to your copy of "STUDENT RATI NGS
If a copy is not attached,
An electronic copy is also available at
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = HES 400 001L1  CONCEPTS HES: | NTEGR/ APPL

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Scott, Ruth Ann

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 15 100.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 15 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 14 93.3
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 6.7
Required by ny ngjor 15 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 15 13.3 0.0 26.7 60.0 3.3 1.05
4. Exans reflected what was taught 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 0.0 0.0 21. 4 78.6 3.8 0.43
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 15 0.0 6.7 13.3 80.0 3.7 0.59
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
8. Graded assignnents included conments 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 15 0.0 6.7 26.7 66.7 3.6 0.63
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 0.0 21.4 78.6 3.8 0.43
12. Satisfact answered class questions 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 15 6.7 13.3 33.3 46. 7 3.2 0.94
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 15 6.7 0.0 40.0 53.3 3.4 0.83
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 14.3 0.0 50.0 35.7 3.1 1.00
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 15 13.3 0.0 40.0 46. 7 3.2 1.01
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 15 6.7 6.7 40.0 46. 7 3.3 0.88
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 14 14. 3 21. 4 35.7 28.6 2.8 1.05
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 15 13.3 13.3 53.3 20.0 2.8 0.94
21. Overall quality of teaching 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 36
Nurmber of forms scanned = 22
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 15
Percent conpleted = 41.7 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fall 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Family Studies
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = HES 400 401L1  CONCEPTS HES: | NTEGR/ APPL

I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Scott, Ruth Ann

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 22 100.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 22 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 18 81.8
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 4 18.2
Required by ny ngjor 23 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 23 0.0 0.0 69. 6 30.4 3.3 0.47
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 22 4.5 9.1 68. 2 18.2 3.0 0.69
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 21 0.0 4.8 66. 7 28.6 3.2 0.54
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 22 0.0 4.5 72.7 22.7 3.2 0.50
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 22 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.46
8. Graded assignnents included conments 23 0.0 4.3 65. 2 30.4 3.3 0.54
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 23 4.3 13.0 52.2 30.4 3.1 0.79
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 23 0.0 8.7 60.9 30.4 3.2 0.60
11. Was available for consultation 21 0.0 4.8 61.9 33.3 3.3 0.56
12. Satisfact answered class questions 21 0.0 4.8 71. 4 23.8 3.2 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 22 13.6 22.7 45.5 18.2 2.7 0.95
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 22 0.0 18.2 54.5 27.3 3.1 0.68
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 20 5.0 25.0 55.0 15.0 2.8 0.77
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 20 5.0 25.0 55.0 15.0 2.8 0.77
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 20 5.0 25.0 55.0 15.0 2.8 0.77
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 21 4.8 23.8 57.1 14.3 2.8 0.75
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 21 19.0 33.3 38.1 9.5 2.4 0.92
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 23 30.4 34.8 21.7 13.0 2.2 1.03
21. Overall quality of teaching 23 4.3 17.4 47.8 30.4 3.0 0.82.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 42
Number of forms scanned = 34
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 23
Percent conpleted = 54.8 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = DMI 641 001L1 REG VARI ATI ONS | N COLONI AL AMER DESI GN
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Carll-Wite, Allison

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 2 66. 7

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 33.3

Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 6 100.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 16.7
Required by ny ngjor 0 0.0 3 hours 3 50.0
O her (e.g. elective) 6 100.0 4 - 5 hours 1 16.7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 16.7

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 7 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
11. Was available for consultation 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 7 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 7 0.0 0.0 14. 3 85.7 3.9
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 7

Nurmber of forms scanned = 7

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 7

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = DMI 772 001S1 SEM | N | NTERI OR DESI GN, MERCHAND AND TEXTI LES
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Portillo, Margaret B

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 60. 0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 40.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 5 100.0 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 4 80.
St udi es Program 1 20.0 2 hours 1 20.0
Required by ny ngjor 4 80.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 20.0 20.0 20.0 40.0 2.8
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
4. Exans reflected what was taught 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
5. Grading was fair and consistent 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 4 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
11. Was available for consultation 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6
12. Satisfact answered class questions 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 5

Number of forms scanned = 5

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 5

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 253 4010L I NT DESI GN GRAPHI C COW
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Batson, WI!liam

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 1 7.7
Sophonor e 7 53.8 B 11 84.6
Juni or 4 30.8 C 1 7.7
Seni or 2 15. 4 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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.
St udi es Program 1 7.7 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 12 92.3 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 15.4
6 - 7 hours 2 15. 4
8 or nore hours 9 69. 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 13 0.0 23.1 69. 2 7.7 2.8 0.55
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 13 0.0 15. 4 84.6 0.0 2.8 0.38
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 12 0.0 0.0 91.7 8.3 3.1 0.29
4. Exans reflected what was taught 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 13 7.7 23.1 61.5 7.7 2.7 0.75
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 11 18.2 18.2 54.5 9.1 2.5 0.93
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 13 0.0 0.0 76.9 23.1 3.2 0.44
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 13 7.7 38.5 53.8 0.0 2.5 0.66
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 13 0.0 0.0 38.5 61.5 3.6 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 10 10.0 20.0 60.0 10.0 2.7 0.82
12. Satisfact answered class questions 13 15.4 46.2 38.5 0.0 2.2 0.73
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 13 7.7 7.7 76.9 7.7 2.8 0.69
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 16.7 16.7 33.3 33.3 2.8 1.11
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 12 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0 0.60
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 12 8.3 0.0 91.7 0.0 2.8 0.58
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 8.3 0.0 83.3 8.3 2.9 0.67
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 13 0.0 7.7 76.9 15.4 3.1 0.49
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 12 0.0 16.7 75.0 8.3 2.9 0.51
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 13 0.0 7.7 61.5 30.8 3.2 0.60
21. Overall quality of teaching 13 15.4 7.7 61.5 15.4 2.8 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 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 17

Nurmber of forms scanned = 16

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 13

Percent conpleted = 76.5 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 355 0010L I NTERI OR DESI GN STUDI O |
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Carll-Wite, Allison

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 1 7.1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 10 71.4
Juni or 11 78.6 C 3 21. 4
Seni or 3 21. 4 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 14 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 2 14.3
8 or nore hours 12 85.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 14 0.0 14.3 71. 4 14.3 3.0 0.55
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 14 0.0 0.0 78.6 21. 4 3.2 0.43
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 14 0.0 0.0 78.6 21.4 3.2 0.43
4. Exans reflected what was taught 14 0.0 14.3 78.6 7.1 2.9 0.47
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 0.0 28.6 64.3 7.1 2.8 0.58
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 14 7.1 42.9 42.9 7.1 2.5 0.76
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 14 0.0 50.0 42.9 7.1 2.6 0.65
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 28.6 71. 4 0.0 2.7 0.47
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 14 7.1 14.3 71. 4 7.1 2.8 0.70
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 14 0.0 14.3 64.3 21.4 3.1 0.62
11. Was available for consultation 10 0.0 0.0 90.0 10.0 3.1 0.32
12. Satisfact answered class questions 14 0.0 42.9 50.0 7.1 2.6 0.63
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 14 0.0 50.0 28.6 21.4 2.7 0.83
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 13 0.0 61.5 30.8 7.7 2.5 0.66
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 18.2 63.6 18.2 3.0 0.63
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 12 8.3 8.3 58.3 25.0 3.0 0.85
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 0.0 8.3 58.3 33.3 3.3 0.62
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 12 0.0 8.3 58.3 33.3 3.3 0.62
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 12 0.0 8.3 66.7 25.0 3.2 0.58
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 13 0.0 30.8 53.8 15. 4 2.8 0.69
21. Overall quality of teaching 13 23.1 38.5 38.5 0.0 2.2 0.80.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 14

Number of forms scanned = 14

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = ID 355 0020L I NTERI OR DESI GN STUDI O |
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = DeHahn, Henri T

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 27.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 8 72.7
Juni or 8 72.7 C 0 0.0
Seni or 3 27.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 1 9.1 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 10 90.9 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 9.1
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 10 90.9
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 8.3 83.3 8.3 3.0 0.43
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 12 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 16.7 75.0 8.3 2.9 0.51
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8 0.39
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 12 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5 0.52
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 66. 7 33.3 0.0 2.3 0.49
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 0.0 91.7 8.3 3.1 0.29
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 8.3 16.7 75.0 3.7 0.65
11. Was available for consultation 9 0.0 11.1 66.7 22.2 3.1 .
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2 0.39
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 0.0 81.8 18.2 3.2 0.40
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 11 0.0 0.0 54.5 45.5 3.5 0.52
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 11 0.0 0.0 63.6 36.4 3.4 0.50
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 11 0.0 0.0 63. 6 36.4 3.4 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 11 0.0 0.0 54.5 45.5 3.5 0.52
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 16.7 41.7 41.7 3.3 0.75
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2 0.72.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 13

Number of forms scanned = 12

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12

Percent conpleted = 92.3 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 365 001L1 I NT DES FI Nl SH MATERI ALS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Di ckson, Ann A

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 1 4.8
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 13 61.9
Juni or 14 66. 7 C 7 33.3
Seni or 7 33.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 9.5
St udi es Program 1 4.8 2 hours 8 38.1
Required by ny ngjor 20 95.2 3 hours 8 38.1
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 3 14.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 26 3.8 0.0 69. 2 26.9 3.2 0.63
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 26 3.8 3.8 57.7 34.6 3.2 0.71
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 25 4.0 24.0 52.0 20.0 2.9 0.78
4. Exans reflected what was taught 26 3.8 7.7 69. 2 19.2 3.0 0.66
5. Grading was fair and consistent 26 0.0 11.5 76.9 11.5 3.0 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 25 4.0 16.0 64.0 16.0 2.9 0.70
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 26 30.8 38.5 23.1 7.7 2.1 0.93
8. Graded assignnents included conments 25 16.0 36.0 44.0 4.0 2.4 0.81
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 26 3.8 19.2 61.5 15. 4 2.9 0.71
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 26 3.8 0.0 34.6 61.5 3.5 0.71
11. Was available for consultation 23 8.7 0.0 47.8 43.5 3.3 0.86
12. Satisfact answered class questions 26 3.8 7.7 38.5 50.0 3.3 0.80
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 25 0.0 16.0 56.0 28.0 3.1 0.67
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 25 4.0 20.0 44.0 32.0 3.0 0.84
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 19 0.0 5.3 68. 4 26.3 3.2 0.54
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 22 4.5 0.0 59.1 36.4 3.3 0.70
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 22 0.0 9.1 54.5 36.4 3.3 0.63
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 25 0.0 0.0 72.0 28.0 3.3 0.46
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 24 0.0 12.5 62.5 25.0 3.1 0.61
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 26 0.0 23.1 42.3 34.6 3.1 0.77
21. Overall quality of teaching 26 0.0 15.4 42.3 42.3 3.3 0.72.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 27

Number of forms scanned = 27

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 26

Percent conpleted = 96.3 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = ID 253 0020L I NT DESI GN GRAPHI C COW
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Goss, Cifford R

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 20.0
Sophonor e 4 25.0 B 12 80.0
Juni or 8 50.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 4 25.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 16 100.0 3 hours 1 6.3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 4 25.0
8 or nore hours 11 68.8
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 16 0.0 0.0 31.3 68.8 3.7 0.48
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 15 6.7 26.7 33.3 33.3 2.9 0.96
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 16 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 16.7 16.7 66.7 3.5 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 15 6.7 6.7 33.3 53.3 3.3 0.90
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 16 0.0 6.3 50.0 43.8 3.4 0.62
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 16 0.0 12.5 31.3 56. 3 3.4 0.73
8. Graded assignnents included conments 16 0.0 12.5 12.5 75.0 3.6 0.72
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 16 0.0 6.3 18.8 75.0 3.7 0.60
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 16 0.0 6.3 12.5 81.3 3.8 0.58
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 13.3 53.3 33.3 3.2 0.68
12. Satisfact answered class questions 16 0.0 6.3 18.8 75.0 3.7 0.60
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 16 0.0 6.3 25.0 68.8 3.6 0.62
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 15 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 16 0.0 0.0 43.8 56. 3 3.6 0.51
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 16 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 16 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 0.50
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 16 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 16 0.0 6.3 31.3 62.5 3.6 0.63
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 16 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
21. Overall quality of teaching 16 0.0 6.3 18.8 75.0 3.7 0.60.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 17

Nurmber of forms scanned = 16

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 16

Percent conpleted = 94.1 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = ID 253 0010L I NT DESI GN GRAPHI C COW
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Lechert, Stephanie E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 1 16.7

Sophonor e 3 50.0 B 5 83.3

Juni or 2 33.3 C 0 0.0

Seni or 1 16.7 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 6 100.0 3 hours 1 16.7
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 16.7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 4 66.7

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS

1. Cutlined course material and grading 7 28.6 28.6 42.9 0.0 2.1
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 7 85.7 0.0 14.3 0.0 1.3
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 7 14.3 14.3 71. 4 0.0 2.6
4. Exans reflected what was taught 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 7 42.9 28.6 28.6 0.0 1.9
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 7 14.3 42.9 42.9 0.0 2.3
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 7 57.1 42.9 0.0 0.0 1.4
8. Graded assignnents included conments 7 14.3 14.3 71. 4 0.0 2.6
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS

9. Presented material effectively 7 42.9 57.1 0.0 0.0 1.6
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 7 28.6 57.1 14.3 0.0 1.9
11. Was available for consultation 4 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
12. Satisfact answered class questions 7 28.6 57.1 14.3 0.0 1.9
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 7 28.6 57.1 14.3 0.0 1.9
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 7 14.3 57.1 28.6 0.0 2.1
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES

15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 33.3 66. 7 0.0 2.7
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 7 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 7 0.0 14.3 71. 4 14.3 3.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 7 0.0 14.3 85.7 0.0 2.9
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 7 0.0 71.4 28.6 0.0 2.3

% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD

(1) (2) (3) (4)
SECTION E - SUMMARY | TEMB

20. Overall value of the course 7 28.6 28.6 42.9 0.0 2.1
21. Overall quality of teaching 7 57.1 42.9 0.0 0.0 1.4
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 presl ugged = 14
Number of forms scanned =
Nunber of forns with at Ieast one student response = 7
Percent conpleted = 50.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = ID 151 4010L CREATI VE DESI GN FOUNDTNS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Li ndberg, Laurie

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 4 40.0 A 6 60. 0
Sophonor e 5 50.0 B 4 40.0
Juni or 1 10.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 10 100.0 3 hours 1 10.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 5 50.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 4 40.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 12 8.3 16.7 33.3 41.7 3.1 1.00
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 11 0.0 9.1 36.4 54.5 3.5 0.69
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 16.7 25.0 58.3 3.4 0.79
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
11. Was available for consultation 12 0.0 0.0 58.3 41.7 3.4 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 0.0 36.4 63.6 3.6 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 11 0.0 9.1 27.3 63.6 3.5 0.69
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 11 0.0 27.3 27.3 45.5 3.2 0.87
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 12 0.0 8.3 41.7 50.0 3.4 0.67
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7 0.49
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 3 0.0 33.3 0.0 66.7 3.3
34. Instructor explalned expectations 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 19
Nurmber of forms scanned = 15
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12
Percent conpleted = 63.2 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = ID 151 0020L CREATI VE DESI GN FOUNDTNS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Portillo, Margaret B

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 12 85.7 A 8 57.1

Sophonor e 2 14.3 B 6 42.9

Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 14 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 14.3
6 - 7 hours 2 14.3
8 or nore hours 10 71. 4

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 14 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 14 7.1 7.1 57.1 28.6 3.1 0.83
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 14 0.0 7.1 42.9 50.0 3.4 0.65
4. Exans reflected what was taught 13 0.0 7.7 61.5 30.8 3.2 0.60
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 0.0 0.0 64.3 35.7 3.4 0.50
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 14 0.0 0.0 64.3 35.7 3.4 0.50
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 14 0.0 21.4 50.0 28.6 3.1 0.73
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 14 0.0 0.0 21. 4 78.6 3.8 0.43
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
12. Satisfact answered class questions 14 0.0 7.1 28.6 64.3 3.6 0.65
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 14 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7 0.47
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 14 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.51
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7 0.47
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 14 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 14 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.47
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 14 0.0 21. 4 35.7 42.9 3.2 0.80
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 14 0.0 0.0 35.7 64.3 3.6 0.50
21. Overall quality of teaching 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0. 36.
% %
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 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 19

Nurmber of forms scanned = 15

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14

Percent conpleted = 73.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 335 001L1 I NTERI OR BUI LDI NG SYSTEMS |
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rey- Barreau, Joseph A

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 12 52.2

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 11 47.8

Juni or 16 69. 6 C 0 0.0

Seni or 7 30.4 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 8.7
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 5 21.7
Required by ny ngjor 23 100.0 3 hours 11 47.8
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 5 21.7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 27 0.0 3.7 48. 1 48.1 3.4 0.58
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 27 0.0 0.0 40.7 59.3 3.6 0.50
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 27 0.0 0.0 40.7 59.3 3.6 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 27 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.42
5. Grading was fair and consistent 27 0.0 0.0 25.9 74. 1 3.7 0.45
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 27 0.0 0.0 25.9 74. 1 3.7 0.45
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 27 0.0 0.0 51.9 48.1 3.5 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 23 0.0 0.0 47.8 52.2 3.5 0.51
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 27 0.0 0.0 11.1 88.9 3.9 0.32
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 27 0.0 0.0 3.7 96. 3 4.0 0.19
11. Was available for consultation 26 0.0 0.0 26.9 73.1 3.7 0.45
12. Satisfact answered class questions 26 0.0 0.0 11.5 88.5 3.9 0.33
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 27 0.0 0.0 18.5 81.5 3.8 0.40
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 27 0.0 7.4 18.5 74. 1 3.7 0.62
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 24 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 0.49
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 26 0.0 0.0 38.5 61.5 3.6 0.50
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 26 0.0 0.0 46. 2 53.8 3.5 0.51
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 27 0.0 0.0 40.7 59.3 3.6 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 26 0.0 0.0 46. 2 53.8 3.5 0.51
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 26 0.0 0.0 19.2 80.8 3.8 0.40
21. Overall quality of teaching 26 0.0 0.0 3.8 96. 2 4.0 0. 20.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 27

Number of forms scanned = 27

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 27

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 466 001L1 I NT DES PROFESS PRACTI CE
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rey- Barreau, Joseph A

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 19 82.6
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 4 17. 4
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 23 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 13 56.5
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 3 13.0
Required by ny ngjor 23 100.0 3 hours 2 8.7
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 4.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 4 17. 4
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 25 4.0 12.0 56.0 28.0 3.1 0.76
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 24 0.0 8.3 62.5 29.2 3.2 0.59
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 24 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.48
4. Exans reflected what was taught 25 4.0 4.0 64.0 28.0 3.2 0.69
5. Grading was fair and consistent 24 0.0 8.3 58.3 33.3 3.3 0.61
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 24 4.2 20.8 50.0 25.0 3.0 0.81
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 25 28.0 20.0 32.0 20.0 2.4 1.12
8. Graded assignnents included conments 24 12.5 29.2 37.5 20.8 2.7 0.96
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 25 4.0 0.0 60.0 36.0 3.3 0.68
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 25 0.0 0.0 48.0 52.0 3.5 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 23 0.0 4.3 43.5 52.2 3.5 0.59
12. Satisfact answered class questions 25 0.0 8.0 56.0 36.0 3.3 0.61
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 25 4.0 16.0 48.0 32.0 3.1 0.81
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 25 4.0 4.0 44.0 48.0 3.4 0.76
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 22 4.5 0.0 63.6 31.8 3.2 0.69
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 24 4.2 4.2 58.3 33.3 3.2 0.72
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 24 4.2 12.5 58.3 25.0 3.0 0.75
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 25 4.0 12.0 60.0 24.0 3.0 0.73
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 24 8.3 20.8 50.0 20.8 2.8 0.87
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 25 4.0 12.0 68.0 16.0 3.0 0.68
21. Overall quality of teaching 24 4.2 4.2 50.0 41.7 3.3 0.75.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 28

Nurmber of forms scanned = 25

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 25

Percent conpleted = 89.3 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 557 0020L I NTERI OR DESI GN STUDI O 3
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rey- Barreau, Joseph A

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 21. 4
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 11 78.6
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 14 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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.
St udi es Program 1 7.1 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 13 92.9 3 hours 1 7.1
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 1 7.1
8 or nore hours 12 85.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 13 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.52
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 14 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
4. Exans reflected what was taught 11 0.0 0.0 54.5 45.5 3.5 0.52
5. Grading was fair and consistent 13 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.52
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 14 7.1 7.1 50.0 35.7 3.1 0.86
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 7.1 7.1 42.9 42.9 3.2 0.89
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 14 0.0 0.0 28.6 71. 4 3.7 0.47
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 0.0 35.7 64.3 3.6 0.50
12. Satisfact answered class questions 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 14 0.0 7.1 42.9 50.0 3.4 0.65
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 13 0.0 7.7 46. 2 46. 2 3.4 0.65
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 14 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 14 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 14 0.0 7.1 50.0 42.9 3.4 0.63
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 14 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
21. Overall quality of teaching 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 14

Number of forms scanned = 14

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = ID 151 0010L CREATI VE DESI GN FOUNDTNS
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rot hgeb, Terry D

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 11 78.6 A 3 21. 4
Sophonor e 3 21. 4 B 7 50.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 4 28.6
Seni or 0 0.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 0.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 14 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 14.3
6 - 7 hours 1 7.1
8 or nore hours 11 78.6
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 18 0.0 11.1 77.8 11.1 3.0 0.49
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 18 5.6 11.1 66.7 16.7 2.9 0.73
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 18 0.0 5.6 66. 7 27.8 3.2 0.55
4. Exans reflected what was taught 18 5.6 11.1 66. 7 16.7 2.9 0.73
5. Grading was fair and consistent 18 5.6 33.3 55.6 5.6 2.6 0.70
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 18 0.0 33.3 55.6 11.1 2.8 0.65
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 18 11.1 55.6 33.3 0.0 2.2 0.65
8. Graded assignnents included conments 18 0.0 22.2 66. 7 11.1 2.9 0.58
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 18 0.0 27.8 66. 7 5.6 2.8 0.55
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 18 0.0 0.0 77.8 22.2 3.2 0.43
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 6.7 80.0 13.3 3.1 0.46
12. Satisfact answered class questions 17 0.0 52.9 41. 2 5.9 2.5 0.62
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 18 0.0 22.2 61.1 16.7 2.9 0.64
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 16 0.0 6.3 75.0 18.8 3.1 0.50
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 18 0.0 0.0 72.2 27.8 3.3 0.46
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 18 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 18 0.0 5.6 66. 7 27.8 3.2 0.55
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 18 0.0 0.0 61.1 38.9 3.4 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 18 5.6 16.7 55.6 22.2 2.9 0.80
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 18 0.0 27.8 22.2 50.0 3.2 0.88
21. Overall quality of teaching 18 0.0 50.0 38.9 11.1 2.6 0.70.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 0.0 33.3 66. 7 0.0 2.7
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 66. 7 33.3 0.0 2.3
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 3 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
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 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
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 = 19

Nurmber of forms scanned = 18

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 18

Percent conpleted = 94.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = ID 557 0010L I NTERI OR DESI GN STUDI O 3
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rot hgeb, Terry D

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 6 50.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 6 50.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 12 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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.
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 12 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 3 25.0
8 or nore hours 9 75.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 58.3 41.7 3.4 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 12 0.0 25.0 50.0 25.0 3.0 0.74
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 12 0.0 8.3 41.7 50.0 3.4 0.67
4. Exans reflected what was taught 8 0.0 0.0 62.5 37.5 3.4 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3 0.45
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 25.0 41.7 33.3 3.1 0.79
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 11 0.0 9.1 72.7 18.2 3.1 0.54
8. Graded assignnents included conments 11 0.0 9.1 72.7 18.2 3.1 0.54
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 8.3 50.0 41.7 3.3 0.65
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
11. Was available for consultation 10 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6 0.52
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 0.0 58.3 41.7 3.4 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 0.0 0.0 58.3 41.7 3.4 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 0.0 63.6 36.4 3.4 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 12 0.0 0.0 41.7 58.3 3.6 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 11 0.0 0.0 45.5 54.5 3.5 0.52
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 14

Nurmber of forms scanned = 13

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12

Percent conpleted = 85.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = MAT 232 00101  APPAREL PRODUCT STUDI O
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Baker, Marjorie

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 8 80.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 20.0
Juni or 2 20.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 8 80.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 80.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 0 0.0
Required by ny ngjor 9 90.0 3 hours 1 10.0
O her (e.g. elective) 1 10.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 1 10.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 11 9.1 27.3 27.3 36.4 2.9 1.04
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 10 0.0 0.0 10.0 90.0 3.9 0.32
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 0.0 8.3 33.3 58.3 3.5 0.67
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 25.0 16.7 58.3 3.3 0.89
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 8.3 91.7 3.9 0.29
11. Was available for consultation 8 12.5 0.0 25.0 62.5 3.4 .
12. Satisfact answered class questions 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 12 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.39
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 7 14.3 14.3 28.6 42.9 3.0 .
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 9 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6 3.6 .
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 10 10.0 0.0 40.0 50.0 3.3 0.95
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 12 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 10 0.0 30.0 20.0 50.0 3.2 0.92
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 16.7 33.3 50.0 3.3 0.78
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.45.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
34. Instructor explalned expectations 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 20
Number of forms scanned = 12
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12
Percent conpleted = 60.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = MAT 114 401L1 I NTRO TO MERCHANDI SI NG
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = COLEMAN, VI CTORI A

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 2 14.3 A 12 85.7
Sophonor e 4 28.6 B 2 14.3
Juni or 6 42.9 C 0 0.0
Seni or 2 14.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 7 50.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 3 21.4
Required by ny ngjor 7 50.0 3 hours 3 21.4
O her (e.g. elective) 7 50.0 4 - 5 hours 1 7.1
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 17 0.0 0.0 41. 2 58.8 3.6 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 17 5.9 23.5 29.4 41.2 3.1 0.97
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 17 0.0 5.9 47.1 47.1 3.4 0.62
4. Exans reflected what was taught 17 0.0 5.9 35.3 58.8 3.5 0.62
5. Grading was fair and consistent 17 0.0 0.0 35.3 64.7 3.6 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 17 0.0 5.9 35.3 58.8 3.5 0.62
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 17 0.0 11.8 47.1 41.2 3.3 0.69
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 14.3 42.9 42.9 3.3 0.73
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 17 0.0 11.8 29.4 58.8 3.5 0.72
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 17 0.0 0.0 23.5 76.5 3.8 0.44
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 6.7 33.3 60. 0 3.5 0.64
12. Satisfact answered class questions 17 0.0 0.0 29.4 70.6 3.7 0.47
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 17 0.0 11.8 29.4 58.8 3.5 0.72
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 17 0.0 11.8 17.6 70.6 3.6 0.71
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 9.1 27.3 63. 6 3.5 0.69
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 15 0.0 0.0 53.3 46. 7 3.5 0.52
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 0.0 8.3 33.3 58.3 3.5 0.67
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 17 0.0 5.9 29.4 64.7 3.6 0.62
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 16 0.0 0.0 43.8 56. 3 3.6 0.51
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 17 0.0 5.9 76.5 17.6 3.1 0.49
21. Overall quality of teaching 17 0.0 5.9 29.4 64.7 3.6 0.62.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% answering item
N Mean SD
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5)
SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
41. Question 41 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 5.0

Nunber of forns preslugged = 27
Number of forms scanned = 21
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 17
Percent conpleted = 63.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = MAT 315 001L1 MERCHANDI SE PLANNI NG AND CONTROL
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Carter, K B

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 52.6
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 9 47. 4
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 19 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 10.5
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 11 57.9
Required by ny ngjor 18 94.7 3 hours 6 31.6
O her (e.g. elective) 1 5.3 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 24 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 0.49
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 24 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7 0.48
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 24 0.0 0.0 29.2 70.8 3.7 0.46
4. Exans reflected what was taught 24 0.0 0.0 29.2 70.8 3.7 0.46
5. Grading was fair and consistent 24 0.0 0.0 29.2 70.8 3.7 0.46
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 24 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 24 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
8. Graded assignnents included conments 24 4.2 0.0 45.8 50.0 3.4 0.72
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 24 0.0 4.2 20.8 75.0 3.7 0.55
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 24 0.0 4.2 20.8 75.0 3.7 0.55
11. Was available for consultation 24 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
12. Satisfact answered class questions 24 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 24 0.0 0.0 54.2 45.8 3.5 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 24 0.0 0.0 29.2 70.8 3.7 0.46
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 21 0.0 19.0 38.1 42.9 3.2 0.77
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 24 0.0 0.0 37.5 62.5 3.6 0.49
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 24 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 24 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 24 0.0 12.5 58.3 29.2 3.2 0.64
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 23 0.0 0.0 30.4 69. 6 3.7 0.47
21. Overall quality of teaching 23 0.0 0.0 17.4 82.6 3.8 0.39.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 34

Number of forms scanned = 24

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 24

Percent conpleted = 70.6 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Envi ronnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = MAT 315 002L1 MERCHANDI SE PLANNI NG AND CONTROL
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Carter, K B

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 6 33.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 9 50.0
Juni or 4 22.2 C 3 16.7
Seni or 14 77.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 11.1
St udi es Program 1 5.6 2 hours 6 33.3
Required by ny ngjor 17 94.4 3 hours 8 44. 4
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 11.1
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65. 0 3.7 0.49
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 20 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
4. Exans reflected what was taught 20 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
5. Grading was fair and consistent 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 20 0.0 5.0 25.0 70.0 3.7 0.59
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
8. Graded assignnents included conments 20 0.0 10.0 25.0 65.0 3.6 0.69
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 20 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
11. Was available for consultation 20 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
12. Satisfact answered class questions 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 20 0.0 5.0 35.0 60.0 3.6 0.60
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 20 0.0 0.0 30.0 70.0 3.7 0.47
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 17 5.9 0.0 35.3 58.8 3.5 0.80
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 20 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.50
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 20 5.0 5.0 35.0 55.0 3.4 0.82
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65. 0 3.7 0.49
21. Overall quality of teaching 20 0.0 0.0 35.0 65.0 3.7 0.49
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 24

Number of forms scanned = 21

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 20

Percent conpleted = 83.3 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = MAT 237 001L1  AESTHETI CS | N MERCHANDI S
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Cummi ns, Karen M

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 83.3
Sophonor e 2 16.7 B 2 16.7
Juni or 6 50.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 4 33.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 6 50.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 4 33.3
Required by ny ngjor 9 75.0 3 hours 2 16.7
O her (e.g. elective) 3 25.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 15 0.0 6.7 53.3 40.0 3.3 0.62
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 15 0.0 13.3 20.0 66.7 3.5 0.74
4. Exans reflected what was taught 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
5. Grading was fair and consistent 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 15 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 28.6 42.9 28.6 3.0 0.78
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 15 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 15 0.0 0.0 46. 7 53.3 3.5 0.52
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 15 0.0 6.7 33.3 60.0 3.5 0.64
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 15 0.0 6.7 73.3 20.0 3.1 0.52
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 15 0.0 20.0 46. 7 33.3 3.1 0.74
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 0.0 21.4 50.0 28.6 3.1 0.73
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 14 0.0 21.4 57.1 21.4 3.0 0.68
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 15 0.0 6.7 26.7 66.7 3.6 0.63
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 15 0.0 13.3 33.3 53.3 3.4 0.74
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 15 0.0 6.7 40.0 53.3 3.5 0.64
21. Overall quality of teaching 15 0.0 6.7 40.0 53.3 3.5 0.64
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 33
Nurmber of forms scanned = 15
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 15
Percent conpleted = 45.5 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = MAT 247 401L1 DRESS AND CULTURE
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Cummi ns, Karen M

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 2 9.5 A 19 90.5
Sophonor e 2 9.5 B 2 9.5
Juni or 12 57.1 C 0 0.0
Seni or 5 23.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 9 42.9
St udi es Program 9 42.9 2 hours 6 28.6
Required by ny ngjor 7 33.3 3 hours 4 19.0
O her (e.g. elective) 5 23.8 4 - 5 hours 1 4.8
6 - 7 hours 1 4.8
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 29 0.0 3.4 37.9 58. 6 3.6 0.57
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 29 0.0 0.0 37.9 62.1 3.6 0.49
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 29 3.4 0.0 34.5 62. 1 3.6 0.69
4. Exans reflected what was taught 29 0.0 0.0 27.6 72.4 3.7 0.45
5. Grading was fair and consistent 29 0.0 0.0 20.7 79.3 3.8 0.41
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 29 0.0 0.0 27.6 72.4 3.7 0.45
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 29 0.0 0.0 31.0 69.0 3.7 0.47
8. Graded assignnents included conments 28 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.46
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 29 0.0 3.4 20.7 75.9 3.7 0.53
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 29 0.0 0.0 24.1 75.9 3.8 0.44
11. Was available for consultation 28 0.0 0.0 21.4 78.6 3.8 0.42
12. Satisfact answered class questions 28 0.0 0.0 28.6 71.4 3.7 0.46
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 29 0.0 3.4 27.6 69.0 3.7 0.55
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 29 0.0 10.3 37.9 51.7 3.4 0.68
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 29 0.0 0.0 27.6 72.4 3.7 0.45
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 28 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.50
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 26 0.0 3.8 42.3 53.8 3.5 0.58
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 29 0.0 0.0 34.5 65.5 3.7 0.48
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 29 3.4 0.0 41. 4 55.2 3.5 0.69
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 29 0.0 10. 3 34.5 55.2 3.4 0.69
21. Overall quality of teaching 29 0.0 10.3 20.7 69.0 3.6 0.68.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD

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

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 9 0.0 0.0 44 .4 55.6 3.6
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 9 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5)
SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
37. Question 37 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 3.0

Nunber of forns preslugged = 48
Number of forms scanned = 30
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 30
Percent conpleted = 62.5 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = MAT 114 001L1 I NTRO TO MERCHANDI SI NG
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Dandeo, Lisa M

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 13 29.5 A 32 72.7
Sophonor e 14 31.8 B 12 27.3
Juni or 14 31.8 C 0 0.0
Seni or 3 6.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 22 50.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 13 29.5
Required by ny ngjor 27 61.4 3 hours 8 18.2
O her (e.g. elective) 17 38.6 4 - 5 hours 1 2.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 45 0.0 0.0 15.6 84.4 3.8 0.37
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 45 0.0 6.7 28.9 64. 4 3.6 0.62
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 44 0.0 0.0 45.5 54.5 3.5 0.50
4. Exans reflected what was taught 45 0.0 0.0 17.8 82.2 3.8 0.39
5. Grading was fair and consistent 45 0.0 0.0 13.3 86.7 3.9 0.34
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 44 0.0 0.0 29.5 70.5 3.7 0.46
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 45 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.42
8. Graded assignnents included conments 43 0.0 11.6 44.2 44.2 3.3 0.68
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 45 0.0 2.2 11.1 86.7 3.8 0.42
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 45 0.0 0.0 6.7 93.3 3.9 0.25
11. Was available for consultation 43 0.0 0.0 23.3 76.7 3.8 0.43
12. Satisfact answered class questions 45 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.42
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 45 0.0 2.2 20.0 77.8 3.8 0.48
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 45 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.40
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 40 0.0 0.0 52.5 47.5 3.5 0.51
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 41 0.0 0.0 53.7 46. 3 3.5 0.50
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 39 0.0 15.4 43. 6 41.0 3.3 0.72
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 45 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.48
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 45 0.0 4.4 31.1 64. 4 3.6 0.58
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 44 0.0 2.3 20.5 77.3 3.8 0.49
21. Overall quality of teaching 43 0.0 0.0 7.0 93.0 3.9 0. 26.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 61

Nurmber of forms scanned = 45

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 45

Percent conpleted = 73.8 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = MAT 312 001L1 MERCHANDI SI NG PROVOTI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Dandeo, Lisa M

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 19 61.3
Sophonor e 1 3.2 B 11 35.5
Juni or 11 35.5 C 1 3.2
Seni or 19 61.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 8 25.8
St udi es Program 2 6.5 2 hours 12 38.7
Required by ny ngjor 27 87.1 3 hours 8 25.8
O her (e.g. elective) 2 6.5 4 - 5 hours 2 6.5
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 36 0.0 0.0 13.9 86.1 3.9 0.35
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 35 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 36 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
4. Exans reflected what was taught 36 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.42
5. Grading was fair and consistent 36 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 36 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 3.8 0.44
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 36 0.0 2.8 22.2 75.0 3.7 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 35 0.0 5.7 28.6 65.7 3.6 0.60
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 36 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.38
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 36 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.38
11. Was available for consultation 36 0.0 2.8 16.7 80.6 3.8 0.48
12. Satisfact answered class questions 36 0.0 2.8 16.7 80.6 3.8 0.48
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 36 0.0 2.8 13.9 83.3 3.8 0.47
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 36 0.0 0.0 22.2 77.8 3.8 0.42
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 32 0.0 0.0 31.3 68.8 3.7 0.47
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 34 0.0 0.0 38.2 61.8 3.6 0.49
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 33 0.0 3.0 30.3 66.7 3.6 0.55
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 36 0.0 0.0 27.8 72.2 3.7 0.45
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 36 0.0 2.8 33.3 63.9 3.6 0.55
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 35 0.0 0.0 25.7 74.3 3.7 0.44
21. Overall quality of teaching 34 0.0 2.9 11.8 85.3 3.8 0.46.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 47

Nurmber of forms scanned = 36

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 36

Percent conpleted = 76.6 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = MAT 120 001L1  TEXTILES FOR CONSUMERS
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Easter, Elizabeth P

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 2 4.3 A 16 34.0
Sophonor e 10 21.3 B 21 44.7
Juni or 27 57.4 C 8 17.0
Seni or 8 17.0 D 1 2.1
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 0 0.0 Pass or Audit 1 2.1
Reason for taking course Nunber Per cent Hr s/ week spent Nunber Per cent
Required by University 1 hour or less 9 19.1
St udi es Program 1 2.1 2 hours 17 36.2
Required by ny ngjor 39 83.0 3 hours 13 27.7
O her (e.g. elective) 7 14.9 4 - 5 hours 7 14.9
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 2.1
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 51 0.0 0.0 58.8 41.2 3.4 0.50
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 49 2.0 12. 2 51.0 34.7 3.2 0.73
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 50 2.0 12.0 56.0 30.0 3.1 0.70
4. Exans reflected what was taught 50 6.0 6.0 70.0 18.0 3.0 0.70
5. Grading was fair and consistent 50 2.0 8.0 50.0 40.0 3.3 0.70
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 50 0.0 10.0 42.0 48.0 3.4 0.67
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 50 0.0 0.0 48.0 52.0 3.5 0.50
8. Graded assignnents included conments 42 11.9 50.0 26.2 11.9 2.4 0.85
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 51 2.0 21.6 49.0 27.5 3.0 0.76
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 51 0.0 0.0 31.4 68. 6 3.7 0.47
11. Was available for consultation 37 0.0 13.5 67.6 18.9 3.1 0.57
12. Satisfact answered class questions 50 8.0 14.0 64.0 14.0 2.8 0.77
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 51 21.6 29.4 39.2 9.8 2.4 0.94
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 51 11.8 39.2 39.2 9.8 2.5 0.83
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 35 5.7 37.1 57.1 0.0 2.5 0.61
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 41 4.9 22.0 65.9 7.3 2.8 0.66
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 35 5.7 45.7 45.7 2.9 2.5 0.66
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 50 2.0 8.0 64.0 26.0 3.1 0.64
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 50 14.0 36.0 38.0 12.0 2.5 0.89
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 51 2.0 21.6 52.9 23.5 3.0 0.73
21. Overall quality of teaching 51 9.8 27.5 35.3 27.5 2.8 0.96.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 70

Nurmber of forms scanned = 52

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 51

Percent conpleted = 72.9 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = MAT 247 001L1 DRESS AND CULTURE
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Spil | man, Kim

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 1 2.5 A 23 59.0
Sophonor e 13 32.5 B 15 38.5
Juni or 9 22.5 C 1 2.6
Seni or 17 42.5 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 11 28.2
St udi es Program 20 51.3 2 hours 16 41.0
Required by ny ngjor 13 33.3 3 hours 10 25.6
O her (e.g. elective) 6 15.4 4 - 5 hours 1 2.6
6 - 7 hours 1 2.6
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 42 0.0 0.0 31.0 69.0 3.7 0.47
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 42 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 0.50
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 41 0.0 2.4 43.9 53.7 3.5 0.55
4. Exans reflected what was taught 42 0.0 7.1 38.1 54.8 3.5 0.63
5. Grading was fair and consistent 42 0.0 7.1 31.0 61.9 3.5 0.63
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 42 0.0 2.4 45. 2 52.4 3.5 0.55
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 42 0.0 2.4 45. 2 52.4 3.5 0.55
8. Graded assignnents included conments 42 2.4 7.1 40.5 50.0 3.4 0.73
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 42 0.0 4.8 42.9 52.4 3.5 0.59
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 42 0.0 2.4 40.5 57.1 3.5 0.55
11. Was available for consultation 39 0.0 2.6 51.3 46. 2 3.4 0.55
12. Satisfact answered class questions 42 0.0 2.4 38.1 59.5 3.6 0.55
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 42 2.4 11.9 47. 6 38.1 3.2 0.75
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 42 0.0 2.4 52. 4 45.2 3.4 0.55
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 42 0.0 4.8 42.9 52.4 3.5 0.59
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 40 2.5 12.5 45.0 40.0 3.2 0.77
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 36 0.0 19.4 44 .4 36.1 3.2 0.74
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 42 0.0 2.4 50.0 47.6 3.5 0.55
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 42 7.1 14.3 47.6 31.0 3.0 0.87
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 42 0.0 16.7 47.6 35.7 3.2 0.71
21. Overall quality of teaching 42 0.0 9.5 38.1 52.4 3.4 0.67.
% %
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 9 0.0 22.2 55.6 22.2 3.0 .
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 17 0.0 5.9 76.5 17.6 3.1 0.49
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 17 0.0 5.9 52.9 41.2 3.4 0.61
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 16 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.52
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 7 0.0 0.0 42.9 57.1 3.6 .
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY
27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 61

Nurmber of forms scanned = 42

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 42

Percent conpleted = 68.9 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = MAT 547 001L1 SOCI AL & PSYCHOLOG CAL ASPECTS OF APPAREL
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Spil | man, Kim

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 15 40.5
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 19 51.4
Juni or 3 8.3 C 3 8.1
Seni or 32 88.9 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 1 2.8 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 6 16. 2
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 10 27.0
Required by ny ngjor 33 89.2 3 hours 13 35.1
O her (e.g. elective) 4 10.8 4 - 5 hours 5 13.5
6 - 7 hours 2 5.4
8 or nore hours 1 2.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 41 2.4 4.9 39.0 53.7 3.4 0.71
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 41 0.0 24.4 43.9 31.7 3.1 0.75
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 41 2.4 29.3 46. 3 22.0 2.9 0.78
4. Exans reflected what was taught 41 7.3 17.1 46. 3 29.3 3.0 0.88
5. Grading was fair and consistent 41 4.9 12.2 56.1 26.8 3.0 0.77
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 41 0.0 9.8 63. 4 26.8 3.2 0.59
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 41 0.0 2.4 58.5 39.0 3.4 0.54
8. Graded assignnents included conments 41 0.0 9.8 58.5 31.7 3.2 0.61
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 41 4.9 26.8 34.1 34.1 3.0 0.91
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 41 2.4 4.9 39.0 53.7 3.4 0.71
11. Was available for consultation 39 0.0 7.7 56.4 35.9 3.3 0.60
12. Satisfact answered class questions 41 0.0 7.3 51.2 41.5 3.3 0.62
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 41 4.9 29.3 41.5 24.4 2.9 0.85
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 41 0.0 2.4 39.0 58.5 3.6 0.55
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 40 0.0 5.0 55.0 40.0 3.4 0.58
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 39 2.6 17.9 48.7 30.8 3.1 0.77
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 38 5.3 28.9 36.8 28.9 2.9 0.89
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 41 2.4 7.3 53.7 36.6 3.2 0.70
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 41 9.8 31.7 29.3 29.3 2.8 0.99
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 39 7.7 33.3 35.9 23.1 2.7 0.91
21. Overall quality of teaching 39 5.1 20.5 46. 2 28.2 3.0 0.84.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 = 46

Nurmber of forms scanned = 41

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 41

Percent conpleted = 89.1 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = MAT 414 001L1 MERCHANDI SI NG STRATEGY ANALYSI S
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Wckliffe, Vanessa

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 9 39.1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 13 56.5
Juni or 3 13.0 C 1 4.3
Seni or 20 87.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 26.1
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 10 43.5
Required by ny ngjor 23 100.0 3 hours 6 26.1
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 4.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 25 0.0 0.0 52.0 48.0 3.5 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 25 0.0 8.0 48.0 44.0 3.4 0.64
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 25 0.0 12.0 60.0 28.0 3.2 0.62
4. Exans reflected what was taught 25 4.0 48.0 36.0 12.0 2.6 0.77
5. Grading was fair and consistent 25 4.0 8.0 56.0 32.0 3.2 0.75
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 25 0.0 0.0 64.0 36.0 3.4 0.49
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 25 0.0 0.0 52.0 48.0 3.5 0.51
8. Graded assignnents included conments 23 0.0 34.8 47.8 17. 4 2.8 0.72
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 25 0.0 44.0 44.0 12.0 2.7 0.69
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 25 0.0 4.0 60.0 36.0 3.3 0.56
11. Was available for consultation 24 0.0 4.2 50.0 45.8 3.4 0.58
12. Satisfact answered class questions 25 0.0 8.0 64.0 28.0 3.2 0.58
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 25 0.0 24.0 44.0 32.0 3.1 0.76
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 25 0.0 0.0 52.0 48.0 3.5 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 21 0.0 4.8 71. 4 23.8 3.2 0.51
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 23 0.0 21.7 56.5 21.7 3.0 0.67
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 23 0.0 17.4 60.9 21.7 3.0 0.64
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 25 0.0 8.0 72.0 20.0 3.1 0.53
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 25 0.0 36.0 52.0 12.0 2.8 0.66
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 25 0.0 24.0 48.0 28.0 3.0 0.73
21. Overall quality of teaching 25 0.0 28.0 52.0 20.0 2.9 0.70.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 39
Nurmber of forms scanned = 25
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 25
Percent conpleted = 64.1 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = MAT 470 201L1 | NTERNAT' L MERCHANDI SI NG
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Wckliffe, Vanessa

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 8 80.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 20.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 11 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 3 30.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 4 40.0
Required by ny ngjor 11 100.0 3 hours 2 20.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 10.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 11 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.47
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 12 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2 0.39
4. Exans reflected what was taught 12 0.0 8.3 66. 7 25.0 3.2 0.58
5. Grading was fair and consistent 12 0.0 8.3 66. 7 25.0 3.2 0.58
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 11 0.0 27.3 54.5 18.2 2.9 0.70
8. Graded assignnents included conments 11 0.0 9.1 72.7 18.2 3.1 0.54
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 12 0.0 8.3 75.0 16.7 3.1 0.51
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 12 0.0 0.0 91.7 8.3 3.1 0.29
11. Was available for consultation 11 0.0 0.0 90.9 9.1 3.1 0.30
12. Satisfact answered class questions 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1 .
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 11 0.0 9.1 72.7 18.2 3.1 0.54
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 8 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3 .
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 9 0.0 11.1 66. 7 22.2 3.1 .
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 11 0.0 0.0 72.7 27.3 3.3 0.47
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 9 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 .
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 11 0.0 0.0 63. 6 36.4 3.4 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 11 0.0 9.1 72.7 18.2 3.1 0.54
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 12 0.0 16.7 75.0 8.3 2.9 0.51
21. Overall quality of teaching 12 8.3 25.0 41.7 25.0 2.8 0.94.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 28
Number of forms scanned = 12
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 12
Percent conpleted = 42.9 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environnental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Int Design, Merchandising, & Text
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = MAT 559 201L1 SP TOP MAT: ETAI LI NG
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Wckliffe, Vanessa

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 66. 7
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 2 33.3
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 6 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 .
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2 33.3
Required by ny ngjor 5 83.3 3 hours 4 66.7
O her (e.g. elective) 1 16.7 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 7 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1
4. Exans reflected what was taught 8 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
5. Grading was fair and consistent 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 8 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1
8. Graded assignnents included conments 8 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 7 0.0 14.3 71. 4 14.3 3.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 7 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 7 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 7 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 7 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 7 0.0 14.3 71. 4 14.3 3.0
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 8 0.0 0.0 87.5 12.5 3.1
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 8 0.0 12.5 75.0 12.5 3.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 8 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 20
Number of forms scanned = 9
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 8
Percent conpleted = 40.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = HMI 120 001L1 I NTRO TO HOSPI TALI TY MANAGEMENT & TOURI SM
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Ham Seonok

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 5 9.4 A 27 51.9
Sophonor e 19 35.8 B 23 44.2
Juni or 19 35.8 C 2 3.8
Seni or 10 18.9 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 25 48.1
St udi es Program 2 3.8 2 hours 18 34.6
Required by ny ngjor 22 42.3 3 hours 7 13.5
O her (e.g. elective) 28 53.8 4 - 5 hours 1 1.9
6 - 7 hours 1 1.9
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 59 6.8 0.0 67.8 25.4 3.1 0.72
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 57 10.5 8.8 47.4 33.3 3.0 0.93
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 55 7.3 16.4 58.2 18.2 2.9 0.79
4. Exans reflected what was taught 59 3.4 8.5 55.9 32.2 3.2 0.72
5. Grading was fair and consistent 59 3.4 5.1 61.0 30.5 3.2 0.68
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 57 7.0 10.5 54. 4 28.1 3.0 0.82
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 59 6.8 25.4 54.2 13.6 2.7 0.78
8. Graded assignnents included conments 56 8.9 35.7 46. 4 8.9 2.6 0.78
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 59 10. 2 18.6 54.2 16.9 2.8 0.85
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 59 3.4 5.1 57.6 33.9 3.2 0.70
11. Was available for consultation 55 3.6 3.6 60.0 32.7 3.2 0.69
12. Satisfact answered class questions 59 5.1 18.6 57.6 18.6 2.9 0.76
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 58 15.5 27.6 34.5 22.4 2.6 1.00
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 59 3.4 30.5 52.5 13.6 2.8 0.73
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 51 9.8 21.6 52.9 15.7 2.7 0.84
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 50 6.0 26.0 50.0 18.0 2.8 0.81
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 49 10. 2 30.6 46. 9 12.2 2.6 0.84
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 59 5.1 5.1 72.9 16.9 3.0 0.66
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 58 8.6 22.4 50.0 19.0 2.8 0.85
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 58 8.6 15.5 56.9 19.0 2.9 0.83
21. Overall quality of teaching 58 12.1 19.0 50.0 19.0 2.8 0.90.
% %
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 7 14.3 28.6 57.1 0.0 2.4
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 8 12.5 37.5 37.5 12.5 2.5
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 7 14.3 0.0 71. 4 14.3 2.9
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 7 14.3 28.6 57.1 0.0 2.4
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 6 16.7 16.7 66. 7 0.0 2.5
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 6 16.7 0.0 50.0 33.3 3.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 6 16.7 16.7 33.3 33.3 2.8
29. Students free to express opinions 6 16.7 0.0 33.3 50.0 3.2
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 6 16.7 0.0 33.3 50.0 3.2
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 5 20.0 0.0 20.0 60.0 3.2
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 4 25.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 2.5
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 4 25.0 0.0 25.0 50.0 3.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 4 25.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 2.5
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 4 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0 2.5
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 4 25.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 2.5

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 79

Number of forms scanned = 66

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 59

Percent conpleted = 74.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = HMI 330 401L1 MEETI NGS AND CONVENTI ON MANAGEMENT
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Mbhl enkanp, Mary

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 11 61.1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 7 38.9
Juni or 3 16.7 C 0 0.0
Seni or 15 83.3 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 7 38.9
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 7 38.9
Required by ny ngjor 16 88.9 3 hours 3 16.7
O her (e.g. elective) 2 11.1 4 - 5 hours 1 5.6
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 18 0.0 0.0 77.8 22.2 3.2 0.43
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 18 0.0 5.6 66.7 27.8 3.2 0.55
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 18 0.0 0.0 72.2 27.8 3.3 0.46
4. Exans reflected what was taught 18 0.0 5.6 61.1 33.3 3.3 0.57
5. Grading was fair and consistent 18 5.6 0.0 72.2 22.2 3.1 0.68
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 18 0.0 5.6 72.2 22.2 3.2 0.51
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 18 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
8. Graded assignnents included conments 18 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0 0.59
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 18 0.0 16.7 55.6 27.8 3.1 0.68
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 18 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 15 6.7 13.3 60.0 20.0 2.9 0.80
12. Satisfact answered class questions 18 5.6 5.6 66. 7 22.2 3.1 0.73
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 18 5.6 5.6 61.1 27.8 3.1 0.76
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 18 0.0 0.0 55.6 44. 4 3.4 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 16 0.0 6.3 75.0 18.8 3.1 0.50
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 18 0.0 11.1 66. 7 22.2 3.1 0.58
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 17 0.0 11.8 70.6 17.6 3.1 0.56
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 18 0.0 5.6 66. 7 27.8 3.2 0.55
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 17 0.0 23.5 52.9 23.5 3.0 0.71
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 18 0.0 11.1 66.7 22.2 3.1 0.58
21. Overall quality of teaching 18 0.0 11.1 55.6 33.3 3.2 0.665.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 19

Nurmber of forms scanned = 18

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 18

Percent conpleted = 94.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = HMI 320 001L1 HOSPI TALI TY & TOURI SM MARKETI NG
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rosenan, Mary

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 10 50.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 10 50.0
Juni or 2 10.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 18 90.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 7 35.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 7 35.0
Required by ny ngjor 18 90.0 3 hours 4 20.0
O her (e.g. elective) 2 10.0 4 - 5 hours 1 5.0
6 - 7 hours 1 5.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 21 0.0 0.0 81.0 19.0 3.2 0.40
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 21 0.0 0.0 76.2 23.8 3.2 0.44
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 21 0.0 9.5 66. 7 23.8 3.1 0.57
4. Exans reflected what was taught 21 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3 0.46
5. Grading was fair and consistent 21 0.0 4.8 61.9 33.3 3.3 0.56
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 21 0.0 4.8 66. 7 28.6 3.2 0.54
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 21 0.0 9.5 71. 4 19.0 3.1 0.54
8. Graded assignnents included conments 20 0.0 5.0 55.0 40.0 3.4 0.59
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 21 0.0 0.0 81.0 19.0 3.2 0.40
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 21 0.0 0.0 57.1 42.9 3.4 0.51
11. Was available for consultation 20 0.0 5.0 60.0 35.0 3.3 0.57
12. Satisfact answered class questions 21 0.0 4.8 52. 4 42.9 3.4 0.59
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 20 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 0.50
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 21 0.0 0.0 52. 4 47.6 3.5 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 16 0.0 12.5 68.8 18.8 3.1 0.57
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 18 0.0 5.6 72.2 22.2 3.2 0.51
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 18 0.0 5.6 77.8 16.7 3.1 0.47
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 19 0.0 0.0 78.9 21.1 3.2 0.42
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 19 0.0 15.8 63.2 21.1 3.1 0.62
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 20 0.0 5.0 60.0 35.0 3.3 0.57
21. Overall quality of teaching 20 0.0 5.0 30.0 65.0 3.6 0.60.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 27

Number of forms scanned = 21

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 21

Percent conpleted = 77.8 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = NFS 204 001L1 PRINS - FOOD PREPARATI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Cook- Newel |, Margaret E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 9 75.0
Sophonor e 1 8.3 B 3 25.0
Juni or 5 41.7 C 0 0.0
Seni or 6 50.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 5 41.7
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 3 25.0
Required by ny ngjor 12 100.0 3 hours 1 8.3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 16.7
6 - 7 hours 1 8.3
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 15 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2 0.41
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 15 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 0.51
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 15 0.0 6.7 73.3 20.0 3.1 0.52
4. Exans reflected what was taught 15 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 15 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 15 0.0 6.7 66. 7 26.7 3.2 0.56
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 15 13.3 33.3 53.3 0.0 2.4 0.74
8. Graded assignnents included conments 15 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2 0.41
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 15 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 15 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7 0.49
11. Was available for consultation 13 0.0 0.0 53.8 46. 2 3.5 0.52
12. Satisfact answered class questions 15 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 0.51
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.51
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 0.51
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 11 0.0 9.1 45.5 45.5 3.4 0.67
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 13 0.0 0.0 61.5 38.5 3.4 0.51
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 13 0.0 7.7 53.8 38.5 3.3 0.63
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 15 0.0 0.0 53.3 46. 7 3.5 0.52
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 15 0.0 6.7 60.0 33.3 3.3 0.59
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 14 0.0 14.3 50.0 35.7 3.2 0.70
21. Overall quality of teaching 14 0.0 14.3 35.7 50.0 3.4 0.74.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 3 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
34. Instructor explalned expectations 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 16

Nurmber of forms scanned = 15

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 15

Percent conpleted = 93.8 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 342 001L1 QUANTI TY FOOD PRODUCTI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Cook- Newel |, Margaret E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 5 83.3

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 16.7

Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 6 100.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 3 50.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 16.7
Required by ny ngjor 6 100.0 3 hours 2 33.3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 16.7 0.0 66. 7 16.7 2.8
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 6 0.0 16.7 66.7 16.7 3.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
8. Graded assignnents included conments 5 0.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 3.2
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
21. Overall quality of teaching 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 9

Number of forms scanned = 6

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6

Percent conpleted = 66.7 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 342 002L1 QUANTI TY FOOD PRODUCTI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Cook- Newel |, Margaret E

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 4 100.0

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0

Juni or 1 25.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 3 75.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 50.0
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 2 50.0
Required by ny ngjor 4 100.0 3 hours 0 0.0
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 50.0 50.0 0.0 2.5
8. Graded assignnents included conments 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 16.7 50.0 33.3 3.2
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 3.3
21. Overall quality of teaching 6 0.0 16.7 16.7 66.7 3.5
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 6

Number of forms scanned = 6

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6

Percent conpleted = 100.0 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 311 001L1 NUTRI TI ONAL BI OCHEM STRY
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Henni g, Bernhard

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 13 37.1
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 19 54.3
Juni or 14 40.0 C 3 8.6
Seni or 20 57.1 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 2.9 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 4 11.4
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 6 17.1
Required by ny ngjor 33 94.3 3 hours 11 31.4
O her (e.g. elective) 2 5.7 4 - 5 hours 13 37.1
6 - 7 hours 1 2.9
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 35 0.0 2.9 45.7 51.4 3.5 0.56
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 32 3.1 25.0 46.9 25.0 2.9 0.80
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 28 0.0 17.9 46. 4 35.7 3.2 0.72
4. Exans reflected what was taught 36 0.0 0.0 52.8 47.2 3.5 0.51
5. Grading was fair and consistent 36 0.0 2.8 47.2 50.0 3.5 0.56
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 32 0.0 0.0 62.5 37.5 3.4 0.49
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 36 0.0 2.8 61.1 36.1 3.3 0.53
8. Graded assignnents included conments 35 2.9 14.3 65.7 17.1 3.0 0.66
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 36 2.8 11.1 58.3 27.8 3.1 0.71
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 36 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8 0.38
11. Was available for consultation 32 3.1 6.3 46.9 43.8 3.3 0.74
12. Satisfact answered class questions 36 0.0 11.1 44 .4 44. 4 3.3 0.68
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 36 0.0 19.4 50.0 30.6 3.1 0.71
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 36 0.0 13.9 55.6 30.6 3.2 0.65
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 22 0.0 9.1 63.6 27.3 3.2 0.59
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 33 0.0 3.0 60. 6 36.4 3.3 0.54
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 32 0.0 3.1 65. 6 31.3 3.3 0.52
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 36 0.0 5.6 55.6 38.9 3.3 0.59
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 35 0.0 25.7 54.3 20.0 2.9 0.68
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 36 0.0 11.1 50.0 38.9 3.3 0.66
21. Overall quality of teaching 35 0.0 8.6 48. 6 42.9 3.3 0.64.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 41

Nurmber of forms scanned = 37

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 36

Percent conpleted = 87.8 %

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.



The SAS System 16:45 Monday, February 3, 2003 81

UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = NFS 312 001L1 NUTRI TI ON AND VELLNESS I N THE LI FE CYCLE
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Hunter, Pauline

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 33 94.3
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 2.9
Juni or 13 38.2 C 0 0.0
Seni or 20 58.8 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 1 2.9 | 1 2.9
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 22 62.9
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 6 17.1
Required by ny ngjor 33 94.3 3 hours 5 14.3
O her (e.g. elective) 2 5.7 4 - 5 hours 1 2.9
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 1 2.9
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 37 0.0 8.1 67.6 24.3 3.2 0.55
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 36 2.8 0.0 72.2 25.0 3.2 0.58
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 36 2.8 5.6 77.8 13.9 3.0 0.56
4. Exans reflected what was taught 37 0.0 5.4 75.7 18.9 3.1 0.48
5. Grading was fair and consistent 36 2.8 22.2 58.3 16.7 2.9 0.71
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 36 0.0 5.6 66. 7 27.8 3.2 0.54
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 37 0.0 5.4 67.6 27.0 3.2 0.53
8. Graded assignnents included conments 36 0.0 13.9 58.3 27.8 3.1 0.64
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 37 13.5 32.4 51.4 2.7 2.4 0.77
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 37 2.7 5.4 70.3 21.6 3.1 0.61
11. Was available for consultation 25 4.0 4.0 72.0 20.0 3.1 0.64
12. Satisfact answered class questions 37 5.4 16.2 67.6 10.8 2.8 0.69
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 37 8.1 27.0 59.5 5.4 2.6 0.72
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 37 5.4 18.9 62.2 13.5 2.8 0.73
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 30 0.0 30.0 56.7 13.3 2.8 0.65
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 32 3.1 18.8 65. 6 12.5 2.9 0.66
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 30 3.3 20.0 60.0 16.7 2.9 0.71
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 37 2.7 10.8 75.7 10.8 2.9 0.57
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 37 2.7 29.7 59.5 8.1 2.7 0.65
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 36 8.3 16.7 63.9 11.1 2.8 0.76
21. Overall quality of teaching 35 20.0 22.9 51.4 5.7 2.4 0.88.
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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 = 44

Nurmber of forms scanned = 37

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 37

Percent conpleted = 84.1 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 346 001L1 HUMAN RESOURCES MGMI FOR FOOD & HOSPI TALI TY | NDU
| NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Rosenan, Mary

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 11 78.6
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 3 21.4
Juni or 1 7.1 C 0 0.0
Seni or 13 92.9 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 4 28.6
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 6 42.9
Required by ny ngjor 13 92.9 3 hours 2 14.3
O her (e.g. elective) 1 7.1 4 - 5 hours 2 14.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 17 0.0 5.9 58.8 35.3 3.3 0.59
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 17 0.0 5.9 70.6 23.5 3.2 0.53
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 17 0.0 17.6 58.8 23.5 3.1 0.66
4. Exans reflected what was taught 17 5.9 5.9 64.7 23.5 3.1 0.75
5. Grading was fair and consistent 17 11.8 5.9 52.9 29.4 3.0 0.94
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 17 0.0 5.9 70.6 23.5 3.2 0.53
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 16 0.0 0.0 75.0 25.0 3.3 0.45
8. Graded assignnents included conments 17 0.0 11.8 64.7 23.5 3.1 0.60
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 17 0.0 5.9 64.7 29.4 3.2 0.56
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 17 0.0 5.9 47.1 47.1 3.4 0.62
11. Was available for consultation 17 5.9 5.9 52.9 35.3 3.2 0.81
12. Satisfact answered class questions 17 0.0 5.9 64.7 29.4 3.2 0.56
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 17 5.9 17.6 47.1 29.4 3.0 0.87
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 17 0.0 0.0 64.7 35.3 3.4 0.49
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 17 0.0 5.9 76.5 17.6 3.1 0.49
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 17 0.0 23.5 58.8 17.6 2.9 0.66
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 17 0.0 11.8 70.6 17.6 3.1 0.56
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 17 5.9 5.9 70.6 17.6 3.0 0.71
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 17 11. 8 17.6 52.9 17.6 2.8 0.90
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 17 5.9 11. 8 58.8 23.5 3.0 0.79
21. Overall quality of teaching 17 5.9 5.9 47.1 41.2 3.2 0.83.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 24

Nurmber of forms scanned = 17

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 17

Percent conpleted = 70.8 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = NFS 101 001L1 HUMAN NUTRI TI ON AND WELLNESS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = St ephenson, Tammy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 15 12. 4 A 90 76.9
Sophonor e 49 40.5 B 24 20.5
Juni or 39 32.2 C 3 2.6
Seni or 17 14.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 1 0.8 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 55 46. 2
St udi es Program 20 17.1 2 hours 34 28.6
Required by ny ngjor 38 32.5 3 hours 23 19.3
O her (e.g. elective) 59 50. 4 4 - 5 hours 5 4.2
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 2 1.7
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 141 0.0 0.0 24.1 75.9 3.8 0.43
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 140 3.6 10. 7 44.3 41. 4 3.2 0.78
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 140 0.0 1.4 32.1 66. 4 3.7 0.51
4. Exans reflected what was taught 141 0.0 0.0 19.1 80.9 3.8 0.39
5. Grading was fair and consistent 141 0.0 0.0 20.6 79.4 3.8 0.41
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 141 0.0 0.0 23.4 76.6 3.8 0.42
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 140 0.0 0.0 22.1 77.9 3.8 0.42
8. Graded assignnents included conments 140 0.0 1.4 25.7 72.9 3.7 0.48
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 141 0.0 0.0 18.4 81.6 3.8 0.39
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 140 0.0 0.0 13.6 86. 4 3.9 0.34
11. Was available for consultation 135 0.0 0.0 25.9 74.1 3.7 0.44
12. Satisfact answered class questions 141 0.0 0.0 19.1 80.9 3.8 0.39
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 139 0.0 0.7 23.0 76.3 3.8 0.45
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 139 0.0 0.0 31.7 68.3 3.7 0.47
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 113 0.0 5.3 48.7 46.0 3.4 0.59
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 127 0.0 5.5 48.0 46.5 3.4 0.60
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 116 0.0 7.8 48. 3 44.0 3.4 0.62
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 139 0.0 1.4 31.7 66.9 3.7 0.51
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 140 0.7 8.6 42.9 47.9 3.4 0.67
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 136 0.0 0.7 16. 2 83.1 3.8 0.40
21. Overall quality of teaching 136 0.0 0.7 10.3 89.0 3.9 0.35.
% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD

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

22. USSC/ understand scientific inquiry 6 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 6 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 5 20.0 0.0 40.0 40.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 5 20.0 0.0 60.0 20.0 2.8
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
34. Instructor explalned expectations 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns presl ugged = 274
Number of forms scanned = 145
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 142
Percent conpleted = 51.8 %
e
* 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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 212 001L1 | NTRODUCTORY NUTRI TI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = St ephenson, Tammy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 57 87.7

Sophonor e 33 50. 8 B 8 12.3

Juni or 20 30.8 C 0 0.0

Seni or 10 15. 4 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 1 1.5 E/ Fai | 0 0.0

Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0

O her 1 1.5 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 25 39.1
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 20 31.3
Required by ny ngjor 55 84.6 3 hours 14 21.9
O her (e.g. elective) 10 15.4 4 - 5 hours 5 7.8
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 76 0.0 0.0 5.3 94.7 3.9 0.22
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 76 0.0 21.1 39.5 39.5 3.2 0.76
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 76 0.0 0.0 22. 4 77.6 3.8 0.42
4. Exans reflected what was taught 76 0.0 0.0 10.5 89.5 3.9 0.31
5. Grading was fair and consistent 76 0.0 0.0 9.2 90.8 3.9 0.29
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 76 0.0 1.3 9.2 89.5 3.9 0.36
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 76 0.0 1.3 13.2 85.5 3.8 0.40
8. Graded assignnents included conments 76 0.0 0.0 18.4 81.6 3.8 0.39
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 76 0.0 0.0 5.3 94.7 3.9 0.22
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 76 0.0 0.0 2.6 97.4 4.0 0.16
11. Was available for consultation 67 0.0 0.0 10. 4 89.6 3.9 0.31
12. Satisfact answered class questions 76 0.0 0.0 7.9 92.1 3.9 0.27
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 76 0.0 0.0 7.9 92.1 3.9 0.27
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 76 0.0 0.0 26.3 73.7 3.7 0.44
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 64 0.0 7.8 42.2 50.0 3.4 0.64
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 72 0.0 2.8 41.7 55.6 3.5 0.56
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 72 0.0 5.6 41.7 52.8 3.5 0.60
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 76 0.0 0.0 18.4 81.6 3.8 0.39
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 75 0.0 4.0 33.3 62.7 3.6 0.57
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 76 0.0 1.3 0.0 98.7 4.0 0.23
21. Overall quality of teaching 76 0.0 0.0 1.3 98.7 4.0 0.11.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
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 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 89

Number of forms scanned = 79

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 76

Percent conpleted = 85.4 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = NFS 304 001L1 EXPERI MENTAL FOODS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = St ephenson, Tammy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 13 92.9
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 1 7.1
Juni or 1 7.1 C 0 0.0
Seni or 13 92.9 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 4 28.6
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 6 42.9
Required by ny ngjor 14 100.0 3 hours 2 14.3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 2 14.3
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 9 0.0 11.1 55.6 33.3 3.2 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 15 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3 0.49
4. Exans reflected what was taught 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
5. Grading was fair and consistent 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 15 0.0 0.0 26.7 73.3 3.7 0.46
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
8. Graded assignnents included conments 15 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8 0.41
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 15 0.0 0.0 6.7 93.3 3.9 0.26
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 15 0.0 0.0 13.3 86.7 3.9 0.35
11. Was available for consultation 15 0.0 0.0 13.3 86.7 3.9 0.35
12. Satisfact answered class questions 15 0.0 0.0 13.3 86.7 3.9 0.35
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 15 0.0 13.3 20.0 66.7 3.5 0.74
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 15 0.0 6.7 13.3 80.0 3.7 0.59
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 14 0.0 7.1 57.1 35.7 3.3 0.61
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 14 0.0 0.0 71. 4 28.6 3.3 0.47
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 14 0.0 14.3 57.1 28.6 3.1 0.66
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 14 0.0 0.0 64.3 35.7 3.4 0.50
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 14 0.0 14.3 64.3 21. 4 3.1 0.62
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 15 0.0 0.0 40.0 60. 0 3.6 0.51
21. Overall quality of teaching 15 0.0 0.0 6.7 93.3 3.9 0. 26.
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 2 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
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 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
29. Students free to express opinions 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 3.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY
32. Carified lecture materi al 15 13.3 6.7 80.0 0.0 2.7 0.72
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 15 0.0 0.0 86.7 13.3 3.1 0.35
34. Instructor explalned expectations 15 6.7 40.0 46. 7 6.7 2.5 0.74
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 15 13.3 20.0 66. 7 0.0 2.5 0.74
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 15 20.0 6.7 66. 7 6.7 2.6 0.91
% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 16

Nurmber of forms scanned = 16

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 15

Percent conpleted = 93.8 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -time
COURSE = NFS 304 002L1 EXPERI MENTAL FOODS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = St ephenson, Tammy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent

Freshman 0 0.0 A 6 100.0

Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0

Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0

Seni or 6 100.0 D 0 0.0

Graduat e 0 0.0 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 2 33.3
St udi es Program 0 0.0 2 hours 1 16.7
Required by ny ngjor 6 100.0 3 hours 2 33.3
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 1 16.7
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0

% %
Strongly % % Strongly

N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
4. Exans reflected what was taught 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
5. Grading was fair and consistent 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
8. Graded assignnents included conments 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
11. Was available for consultation 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
12. Satisfact answered class questions 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 4 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 6 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 3.8
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 5 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 3.8
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 6 0.0 0.0 33.3 66. 7 3.7
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
21. Overall quality of teaching 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
% %
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 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25. Cross-Cul t/understand other culture 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26. Cross-Discipline/ links were eviden 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON G - GRADUATE SEM NARS ONLY

27. Feedback on oral presentations 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29. Students free to express opinions 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 6 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0 2.8
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 6 0.0 0.0 83.3 16.7 3.2
34. Instructor explalned expectations 6 0.0 66. 7 33.3 0.0 2.3
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 6 0.0 83.3 16.7 0.0 2.2
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 6 0.0 16.7 66. 7 16.7 3.0

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS
*** No Optional Questions were answered ***
Nunber of forns preslugged = 10
Number of forms scanned = 6
Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 6
Percent conpleted = 60.0 %
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.
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UNI VERSI TY OF KENTUCKY - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Full -tinme
COURSE = NFS 408G001S1 SEM | N FOOD & NUTRI TI ON
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = St ephenson, Tammy

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 13 100.0
Sophonor e 0 0.0 B 0 0.0
Juni or 0 0.0 C 0 0.0
Seni or 13 100.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 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 6 46. 2
St udi es Program 1 7.7 2 hours 6 46. 2
Required by ny ngjor 12 92.3 3 hours 1 7.7
O her (e.g. elective) 0 0.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 5 0.0 0.0 60.0 40.0 3.4 .
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 13 0.0 0.0 30.8 69. 2 3.7 0.48
4. Exans reflected what was taught 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 3.6 .
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 13 0.0 7.7 23.1 69. 2 3.6 0.65
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
8. Graded assignnents included conments 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 14 0.0 0.0 21.4 78.6 3.8 0.43
11. Was available for consultation 14 0.0 0.0 21.4 78.6 3.8 0.43
12. Satisfact answered class questions 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 13 0.0 0.0 15.4 84.6 3.8 0.38
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 13 0.0 7.7 7.7 84.6 3.8 0.60
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 13 0.0 0.0 23.1 76.9 3.8 0.44
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 13 0.0 7.7 7.7 84.6 3.8 0.60
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 14 0.0 0.0 14.3 85.7 3.9 0.36
21. Overall quality of teaching 14 0.0 0.0 7.1 92.9 3.9 0.27.
% %
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 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
29. Students free to express opinions 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.0
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 = 16

Nurmber of forms scanned = 16

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14

Percent conpleted = 87.5 %

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 - Fal |l 2002 TEACHER AND COURSE EVALUATI ON RESULTS
COLLEGE = Human Environmental Sciences DEPARTMENT = Nutrition and Food Science
FACULTY TYPE = Part-tinme
COURSE = NFS 101 202L1 HUMAN NUTRI TI ON AND WELLNESS
I NSTRUCTOR EVALUATED = Vivian, Beverly

SECTI ON A - STUDENT | NFORVATI ON

Classification Nunber Per cent Expect ed grade Nunber Per cent
Freshman 0 0.0 A 3 30.0
Sophonor e 3 30.0 B 4 40.0
Juni or 3 30.0 C 3 30.0
Seni or 3 30.0 D 0 0.0
Graduat e 0 0.0 E/ Fai | 0 0.0
Pr of essi onal 0 0.0 | 0 0.0
O her 1 10.0 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 5 50.0
St udi es Program 3 30.0 2 hours 3 30.0
Required by ny ngjor 2 20.0 3 hours 2 20.0
O her (e.g. elective) 5 50.0 4 - 5 hours 0 0.0
6 - 7 hours 0 0.0
8 or nore hours 0 0.0
% %
Strongly % % Strongly
N Disagree Disagree Agree Agree Mean SD
(1) (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON B - COURSE | TEMS
1. Cutlined course material and grading 13 0.0 0.0 69. 2 30.8 3.3 0.48
2. Textbook contributed to understandin 13 0.0 0.0 76.9 23.1 3.2 0.44
3. Suppl read & assign hel ped understan 14 0.0 7.1 71. 4 21. 4 3.1 0.53
4. Exans reflected what was taught 14 0.0 7.1 78.6 14.3 3.1 0.47
5. Grading was fair and consistent 14 0.0 0.0 85.7 14.3 3.1 0.36
6. Assignnents were distributed evenly 13 0.0 0.0 69. 2 30.8 3.3 0.48
7. Graded assignnents returned pronptly 13 0.0 0.0 69. 2 30.8 3.3 0.48
8. Graded assignnents included conments 12 0.0 8.3 66. 7 25.0 3.2 0.58
SECTI ON C - | NSTRUCTOR | TEMS
9. Presented material effectively 14 0.0 7.1 78.6 14.3 3.1 0.47
10. Had good know edge of subject matte 13 0.0 0.0 69. 2 30.8 3.3 0.48
11. Was available for consultation 13 0.0 0.0 61.5 38.5 3.4 0.51
12. Satisfact answered class questions 13 0.0 7.7 69. 2 23.1 3.2 0.55
13. Stimulated interest of the subject 13 0.0 7.7 76.9 15.4 3.1 0.49
14. Encouraged cl ass participation 13 0.0 23.1 53.8 23.1 3.0 0.71
SECTI ON D - LEARNI NG OQUTCOVES
15. Learned respect different viewpoint 12 0.0 8.3 66. 7 25.0 3.2 0.58
16. Inc ny abil to analyze & eval uate 12 0.0 8.3 66. 7 25.0 3.2 0.58
17. Course hel ped abil to solve probl em 12 0.0 16.7 58.3 25.0 3.1 0.67
18. Gai ned undrstnd of concepts & prin. 13 0.0 0.0 76.9 23.1 3.2 0.44
19. Course stimulated me to read furthe 13 0.0 0.0 76.9 23.1 3.2 0.44
% % % %
N Poor Fair Good Excellent Mean SD
(D (2) (3) (4
SECTI ON E - SUMVARY | TEMS
20. Overall value of the course 13 0.0 7.7 53.8 38.5 3.3 0.63
21. Overall quality of teaching 11 0.0 9.1 63.6 27.3 3.2 0.60
% %
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 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
23. Saw how discipline relates to other 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
24. Witing assign hel ps understand sub 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
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 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
28. Cuided student report preparation 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
29. Students free to express opinions 3 0.0 33.3 33.3 33.3 3.0
30. Discussions broadened ny know edge 3 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 3.7
31. Devel oped abil to conduct research 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
SECTI ON H - LABORATORY & DI SCUSSI ON SECTI ONS ONLY

32. Carified lecture materi al 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
33. Anpunt of work appropriate 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
34. Instructor explalned expectations 3 0.0 0.0 66. 7 33.3 3.3
35. Instructor helped with ny probl ens 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5
36. Lab equi pment use satis expl ai ned 2 0.0 0.0 50.0 50.0 3.5

% answering item
N Mean SD

SECTION | - OPTIONAL | TEMS

*** No Optional Questions were answered ***

Nunber of forns preslugged = 18

Nurmber of forms scanned = 18

Nunber of forns with at |east one student response = 14

Percent conpleted = 77.8 %

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.



