Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching

Instructor Number - 79069 Fall 2002 Semester
Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S ECON 212 005
College - Business & Public Affairs Number of Students Responding - 37
Department - 1309 ECONOMICS Number of Students Enrolled - 41
Your Class Same Level Your Dept
Rating scale from 1=Not At All to 5=Very Much ---1-------2-------3---- ---4--—-- ---5---- —---NR- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med
Not At Very
THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR All Much
1. Instructor ... communicated what was expected... 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 15 41% 21 57% 0 0% 4.54 0.56 5.00 3.97 0.97 4.00 4.01 0.95 4.00
2. Instructor made relevance of course material clear. 0 0% 0 6% 2 5% 11 30% 24 65% 0 0% 4.59 0.60 5.00 4.13 0.93 4.00 4.17 0.91 4.00
3. Course was well organized. 0 0% 2 5% 1 3% 14 38% 20 54% 0 0% 4.41 0.80 5.00 4.14 0.93 4.00 4.130.93 4.00
4. ...positive interaction between class & instructor. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 8 22% 29 78% 0 0% 4.78 0.42 5.00 4.03 1.05 4.00 4.101.06 4.60
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course 0 0% 6 0% 1 3% 14 39% 21 58% 0 0% 4.56 0.56 5.00 3.70 1.17 4.00 3.78 1.13 4.00
6. Verbal communication skills helped me understand... 0 0% 1 3% 2 5% 13 35% 21 57% 0 0% 4.46 0.73 5.00 3.75 1.12 4.00 3.861.08 4.00
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 10 27% 26 70% 0 0% 4.68 0.53 5.00 3.88 1.07 4.00 3.91 1.06 4.00
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in course. 0 0% 6 0% 8 22% 11 30% 18 49% 0 0% 4.27 0.80 4.00 3.74 1.17 4.00 3.791.14 4.00
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 0 0% 1 3% 3 8% 16 43% 17 46% 0 0% 4.32 0.754.00 3.66 1.12 4.00 3.691.09 4.00
10. Overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 13 35% 24 65% 0 0% 4.65 0.48 5.00 3.97 1.05 4.00 4.04 1.01 4.00
11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my 1 3% 0 0% 2 5% 14 38% 20 54% 0 0% 4.41 0.83 5.00 3.84 1.08 4.00 3.891.07 4.00
12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into 0 0% 1 3% 13 35% 14 38% 9 24% 0 6% 3.84 0.83 4.00 3.85 0.90 4.00 3.880.90 4.00
13. Comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 1 3% 1 3% 8 22% 14 38% 13 35% 0 0% 4.00 0.97 4.00 4.02 1.02 4.00 4.01 0.97 4.00
14. To what extent was this course a requirement for 4 11% 1 3% 2 5% 5 14% 25 68% 0 0% 4.24 1.345.00 4.28 1.17 5.00 4.28 1.17 5.00
~ 2
Y ——— N-———-— —-—--NR-
15. Was this course in your major? 25 68% 12 32% 0 0%
16. Was this course team taught? 0 0% 37 100% 0 0%
DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.
17. 0 0% 1 3% 10 27% 18 49% 8 22% 0 0% 3.89 0.77 4.00 3.52 1.01 4.00 3.661.01 4.00
18. 0 0% 1 3% 2 5% 11 36% 23 62% 0 0% 4.51 6.73 5.00 3.92 1.00 4.00 4.020.97 4.00
19. 0 0% 0 0% 4 11% 11 30% 22 59% 0 0% 4.49 0.695.00 4.10 1.02 4.00 4.16 0.97 4.06
20. 0 0% 2 5% 11 30% 15 41% 9 24% 0 0% 3.84 0.87 4.00 3.97 1.03 4.00 3.96 1.00 4.00
21. 0 0% 4 11% 14 38% 11 30% 8 22% 0 0% 3.62 0.954.00 3.68 1.04 4.00 3.71 1.03 4.00
22. 0 0% 1 3% 4 11% 17 46% 15 41% 0 0% 4.24 0.76 4.00 3.76 1.02 4.00 3.841.01 4.00
23. 1 3% 0 0% 11 30% 10 27% 15 41% 0 0% 4.03 0.994.00 4.39 0.98 5.60 4.46 0.91 5.00
24. 0 0% 0 0% 3 % 11 30% 23 62% 0 0% 4.54 0.655.00 3.81 1.07 4.00 3.891.04 4.00
25. 0 0% 0 0% 11 31% 16 44% 9 25% 0 0% 3.94 0.75 4.00 3.89 0.84 4.00 4.01 0.84 4.00
26. 1 3% 2 5% 14 % 14 38% 6 16% 0 0% 3.59 0.934.00 3.75 1.02 4.06 3.821.00 4.00
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.
27. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
28. 0 8% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
29. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
30. 0 0% 0 0% 0 6% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
31. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to Very Satisfied

INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY

32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of ---VD--- ---D---- ——==S---- —=-VS--—- ---NR- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med
outside the classroom. 0 0% 0 0% 12 50% 12 50% 0 0% 3.50 0.51 3.50 3.24 0.60 3.00 3.30 0.61 3.00



Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching

Instructor Number - 79069 Fall 2002 Semester
Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S ECON 212 007
College - Business & Public Affairs Number of Students Responding - 23
Department - 1309 ECONOMICS Number of Students Enrolled - 40
Your Class Same Level Your Dept
Rating scale from 1l=Not At A1l to 5=Very Much ---1---- ---2---- ---3---- ---4---—- ---5--- Mea:99£t§]fa:d MeaﬁﬁTgtéfyﬁgd Mea:?ggtgfyﬁed
Not At very
THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR ATl Much
1. Instructor ... communicated what was expected... 0 0% 1 4% 4 17% 8 35% 10 43% 0% 4.17 0.89 4.00 3.97 0.97 4.00 4.01 0.95 4.00
Instructor made relevance of course material clear. 0 0% 0 0% 1 4% 10 43% 12 52% 0% 4.48 0.59 5.00 4.13 0.93 4.00 4.17 0.91 4.00
3. Course was well organized. 0 0% 1 4% 5 22% 9 39% 8 35% 0% 4.04 0.88 4.00 4.14 0.93 4.00 4.13 0.93 4.00
4. ...positive interaction between class & instructor. 0 0% 0 0% 2 9% 7 30% 14 61% 0% 4.52 0.67 5.00 4.03 1.05 4.00 4.10 1.00 4.00
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course material. 1 4% 2 9% 1 4% 9 39% 10 43% 0% 4.09 1.12 4.00 3.70 1.17 4.00 3.78 1.13 4.00
6. Verbal communication skills helped me understand... 1 4% 3 13% 2 9% 8 35% 9 39% 0% 3.91 1.20 4.00 3.75 1.12 4.00 3.86 1.08 4.00
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0 0% 1 4% 4 17% 8 35% 10 43% 0% 4.17 0.89 4.00 3.88 1.07 4.00 3.91 1.06 4.00
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in course. 0 0% 1 4% 5 22% 10 43% 7 30% 0% 4.00 0.85 4.00 3.74 1.17 4.00 3.79 1.14 4.00
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 1 5% 1 5% 4 18% 10 45% 6 27% 0% 3.86 1.04 4.00 3.60 1.12 4.00 3.69 1.09 4.00
10. overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0 0% 2 9% 0 0% 7 32% 13 59% 0% 4.41 0.91 5.00 3.97 1.05 4.00 4.04 1.01 4.00
11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my understanding. 0 0% 2 9% 2 9% 8 35% 11 48% 0% 4.22 0.95 4.00 3.84 1.08 4.00 3.89 1.07 4.00
12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into class. 0 0% 3 13% 7 30% 10 43% 3 13% 0% 3.57 0.90 4.00 3.85 0.90 4.00 3.88 0.90 4.00
13. comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 2 9% 1 4% 7 30% 11 48% 2 9% 0% 3.43 1.04 4.00 4.02 1.02 4.00 4.01 0.97 4.00
14. To what extent was this course a requirement for you? 1 4% 1 4% 2 9% 4 17% 15 65% 0% 4,35 1.11 5.00 4.28 1.17 5.00 4.28 1.17 5.00
___NR__
15. was this course in your major? 14 61% 9 39% 0 0%
16. was this course team taught? 0 0% 23100% 0 0%
DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.
17. 1 4% 3 13% 3 13% 12 52% 4 17% 0 0% 3.65 1.07 4.00 3.52 1.01 4.00 3.66 1.01 4.00
18. 1 4% 0 0% 5 22% 8 35% 9 39% 0 0% 4.04 1.02 4.00 3.92 1.00 4.00 4.02 0.97 4.00
19. 0 0% 1 5% 0 0% 9 41% 12 55% 0 0% 4.45 0.74 5.00 4.10 1.02 4.00 4.16 0.97 4.00
20. 1 4% 3 13% 9 39% 9 39% 1 4% 0 0% 3.26 0.92 3.00 3.97 1.03 4.00 3.96 1.00 4.00
21. 2 9% 4 18% 6 27% 7 32% 3 14% 0 0% 3.23 1.19 3.00 3.68 1.04 4.00 3.71 1.03 4.00
22. 0 0% 3 13% 2 9% 9 39% 9 39% 0 0% 4.04 1.02 4.00 3.76 1.02 4.00 3.84 1.01 4.00
23. 0 0% 1 4% 5 22% 5 22% 12 52% 0 0% 4.22 0.95 5.00 4.39 0.98 5.00 4.46 0.91 5.00
24. 0 0% 3 13% 2 9% 5 22% 13 57% 0 0% 4.22 1.09 5.00 3.81 1.07 4.00 3.89 1.04 4.00
25. 0 0% 0 0% 4 17% 11 48% 8 35% 0 0% 4.17 0.72 4.00 3.89 0.84 4.00 4.01 0.84 4.00
26. 0 0% 4 17% 4 17% 6 26% 9 39% 0 0% 3.87 1.14 4.00 3.75 1.02 4.00 3.82 1.00 4.00
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.
27. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
28. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
29. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
30. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
31. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to very Satisfied.

INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY

32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of instructor ---VD--- --- D---- --- S---- ---VS-- ---NR--- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med
outside the classroom. 0 0% 0 0% 6 67% 3 33% 0 0% 3.33 0.50 3.00 3.24 0.60 3.00 3.30 0.61 3.00



Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching

Instructor Number - 79069 Spring 2003 Semester
Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S ECON 212 020
College - Business & Public Affairs Number of Students Responding - 28
Department - 1309 ECONOMICS Number of Students Enrolled - 42
Your Class Same Level Your Dept
Rating scale from 1=Not At All to 5=Very Much --=-1l---- ---2------3---=--=-4---= —==5--= ——= NR-- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med
Not At Very
THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR All Much
1. Instructor ...communicated what was expected... 0 0% 0 0% 1 4% 17 61% 10 36% 0% 4.32 0.5 4.00 4.09 0.86 4.00 4.070.92 4.00
2. Instructor made relevance of course material clear. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 12 43% 16 57% 0% 4.57 0.50 5.00 4.18 0.86 4.60 4.21 0.87 4.00
3. Course was well organized. 0 0% 0 0% 2 7% 14 50% 12 43% 0% 4.36 0.62 4.00 4.17 0.87 4.00 4.07 0.95 4.00
4. ...positive interaction between class & instructor. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 21% 22 179% 0% 4.79 0.42 5.00 4.17 0.92 4.00 4.220.92 4.00
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course 0 0% 0 0% 2 7% 15 54% 11 39% 0% 4.32 0.61 4.00 3.78 1.07 4.00 3.861.09 4.00
6. Verbal communication skills helped me understand... 0 0% 0 0% 4 14% 15 54% 9 32% 0% 4.18 0.67 4.00 3.84 1.04 4.00 3.931.04 4.00
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0 0% 0 0% 6 21% 11 39% 11 39% 0% 4.18 0.77 4.00 3.97 0.95 4.00 3.981.01 4.00
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in course. 0 0% 0 0% 7 25% 13 46% 8 29% 0% 4.04 0.74 4.00 3.91 1.04 4.00 3.921.07 4.00
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 0 0% 0 0% 10 36% 12 43% 6 21% 0% 3.86 0.76 4.60 3.70 1.01 4.00 3.781.04 4.00
10. Overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0 0% 0 0% 1 4% 14 50% 13 46% 0% 4.43 0.57 4.06 4.10 0.96 4.00 4.12 0.99 4.00
11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my 0 0% 0 0% 4 14% 16 57% 8 29% 0% 4.14 0.654.00 3.95 0.95 4.00 3.99 0.99 4.00
12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into 0 0% 1 4% 9 32% 14 50% 4 14% 0% 3.75 0.754.00 3.71 0.96 4.00 3.73 0.96 4.00
13. Comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 0 0% 0 0% 8 29% 16 57% 4 14% 0% 3.86 0.654.00 3.86 0.95 4.00 3.83 0.97 4.00
14. To what extent was this course a requirement for 0 0% 00% 2 7% 4 15% 21 78% 0% 4.70 0.615.00 4.39 1.05 5.00 4.27 1.15 5.00
~1 D
==Y -—= N-—--- —---NR--
15. Was this course in your major? 19 68% 9 32% 0 0%
16. Was this course team taught? 1 % 27 96% 0 %
DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.
17. 0 0% 2 7% 11 39% 10 36% 5 18% 0 0% 3.64 0.87 4.00 3.45 1.02 3.00 3.69 1.06 4.00
18. 0 0% 0 0% 5 18% 11 39% 12 43% 0 0% 4.25 0.754.00 3.97 0.91 4.60 4.08 0.95 4.00
19. 0 0% 0 0% 2 % 11 39% 15 54% 0 0% 4.46 0.64 5.00 4.03 1.00 4.00 4.11 1.01 4.06
20. 0 0% 2 7% 6 21% 17 61% 3 11% 0 0% 3.75 0.754.60 3.72 1.03 4.06 3.73 1.02 4.00
21. 0 0% 5 18% 8 29% 12 43% 3 11% 0 0% 3.46 0.92 4.00 3.44 1.06 3.50 3.50 1.08 4.00
22. 0 0% 0 0% 7 25% 16 57% 5 18% 0 0% 3.93 0.66 4.00 3.70 1.03 4.00 3.84 1.02 4.00
23. 0 0% 2 7% 2 7% 14 50% 10 36% 0 0% 4.14 0.854.00 4.25 1.08 5.00 4.31 1.02 5.00
24. 0 0% 0 0% 3 11% 12 43% 13 46% 0 0% 4.36 0.68 4.00 3.81 0.99 4.00 3.96 1.01 4.00
25. 0 0% 0 0% 4 14% 18 64% 6 21% 0 0% 4.07 0.60 4.00 4.10 0.76 4.00 4.23 0.77 4.00
26. 0 0% 5 18% 3 11% 12 43% 8 29% 0 0% 3.82 1.06 4.00 3.82 1.01 4.00 3.91 1.04 4.00
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.
27. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 6% 0 0% 0 0%
28. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
29. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
30. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
31. 0 0% 0 0% 0 6% 0 0% 0 0% 0 6%
The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to Very
Satisfied.
INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY
32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of -—-VD--- --- D---- -—-— S-———— ---VS-- ---NR-- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med

outside the classroom. 0 0% 0 0% 13 68% 6 32% 0 0% 3.32 0.48 3.00 3.32 0.57 3.00 3.38 0.59 3.00



Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching
Instructor Number - 79070
Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S

College - Business & Public Affairs
Department - 1309 ECONOMICS

Rating scale from 1=Not At All to 5=Very Much ——=1l--—= -
Not At
THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR All
1. Instructor communicated what was expected... 0 0%
2. Instructor made relevance of course material clear. 0 0%
3. Course was well organized. 0 0%
4. ...positive interaction between class & instructor. 0 6%
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course 0 0%
6. Verbal communication skills helped me understand... 0 0%
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0 6%
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in course. 1 6%
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 1 6%
10. Overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0 0%
11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my 1 6%
12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into 0 0%
13. Comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 1 6%
14. To what extent was this course a requirement for 0 0%

o ?

___Y____
15. Was this course in your major? 9 53%
16. Was this course team taught? 0 0%
DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.
17. 0 0%
18. 1 6%
19. 0 0%
20. 0 0%
21. 0 0%
22. 0 0%
23. 1 6%
24. 0 0%
25. 0 0%
26. 1 6%
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.
27. 0 0%
28. 0 0%
29. 0 0%
30. 0 0%
31. 0 0%

The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to Very
Satisfied.

INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY

32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of ---VD---

o

outside the classroom. 0 0%
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Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching

Instructor Number - 79079 Fall 2003 Semester
Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S ECON 212 003
College - Business & Public Affairs Number of Students Responding - 35
Department - 1309 ECONOMICS Number of Students Enrolled - 43
Your Class Same Level Your Dept
Rating scale from 1=Not At ALL to 5=Very Much -—=1l--- -—= 2---- ---3--- -—-4---- -——=-5---- ——-NR--- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med
Not At Very

THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR All Much

1. Instructor ... communicated what was expected... 0 0% 0 0% 3 9% 11 32% 20 59% 1 0% 4.50 0.665.00 4.050.97 4.00 4.06 0.95 4.00
2. Instructor made relevance of course material clear. 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 13 38% 20 59% 1 0% 4.560.56 5.00 4.130.94 4.00 4.18 0.91 4.00
3. Course was well organized. 0 0% 1 3% 4 12% 13 39% 15 45% 2 0% 4.270.80 4.00 4.031.00 4.00 4.04 0.99 4.00
4. ...positive interaction between class & instructor. 0 0% 1 3% 2 6% 8 24% 23 68% 1 0% 4.560.75 5.00 4.180.99 4.00 4.21 0.99 5.00
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course 0 0% 1 3% 5 15% 9 26% 19 56% 1 0% 4.350.855.00 3.751.16 4.00 3.82 1.16 4.00
6. Verbal communication skills helped me understand... 0 0% 2 6% 5 15% 11 32% 16 47% 1 0% 4.210.91 4.00 3.761.20 4.00 3.87 1.14 4.00
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 14 41% 19 56% 1 0% 4.530.56 5.00 4.021.03 4.00 3.98 1.05 4.00
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in course. 0 0% 1 3% 4 12% 9 26% 20 59% 1 0% 4.410.82 5.00 3.741.12 4.00 3.78 1.12 4.00
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 0 0% 2 6% 5 15% 11 32% 16 47% 1 0% 4.210.91 4.00 3.711.11 4.00 3.75 1.11 4.00
10. Overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0 0% 0 0% 3 9% 10 29% 21 62% 1 0% 4.530.66 5.00 4.021.04 4.00 4.06 1.04 4.00
11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my 0 0% 0 0% 3 9% 19 56% 12 35% 1 0% 4.260.62 4.00 3.951.01 4.00 3.96 1.02 4.00
12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into 1 3% 0 0% 8 24% 20 59% 5 15% 1 0% 3.820.80 4.00 3.740.96 4.00 3.82 0.95 4.00
13. Comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 1 3% 0 0% 11 32% 13 38% 9 26% 1 0% 3.850.93 4.00 3.911.01 4.00 3.93 1.00 4.00
14. To what extent was this course a requirement for 3 9% 1 3% 3 9% 4 12% 22 67% 2 0% 4.241.305.00 4.321.15 5.00 4.25 1.16 5.00
~ 2

___NR__

15. Was this course in your major? 17 50% 17 50% 1 0%

16. Was this course team taught? 0 0% 34 100%. 1 0%

DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.

17. 1 3% 2 6% 14 41% 13 38% 4 12% 1 0% 3.500.90 3.50 3.481.03 4.00 3.68 1.04 4.00
18. 0 0% 1 3% 3 9% 12 35% 18 53% 1 0% 4.380.78 5.00 3.921.01 4.00 4.03 1.01 4.00
19. 1 3% 0 0% 6 18% 13 38% 14 41% 1 0% 4.150.93 4.00 4.031.04 4.00 4.14 1.01 4.00
20. 1 3% 0 0% 15 44% 13 38% 5 15% 1 0% 3.620.85 4.00 3.941.00 4.00 3.94 0.99 4.00
21. 2 6% 1 3% 16 47% 10 29% 5 15% 1 0% 3.440.99 3.00 3.631.04 4.00 3.69 1.01 4.00
22. 1 3% 0 0% 9 26% 16 47% 8 24% 1 0% 3.880.88 4.00 3.641.04 4.00 3.77 1.06 4.00
23. 4 12% 0 0% 4 12% 8 24% 17 52% 2 0% 4.031.33 5.00 4.261.17 5.00 4.38 1.06 5.00
24. 0 0% 1 3% 3 9% 10 30% 19 58% 2 0% 4.420.79 5.00 3.741.12 4.00 3.85 1.13 4.00
25. 0 0% 0 0% 7 22% 15 47% 10 31% 3 0% 4.090.73 4.00 4.020.81 4.00 4.12 0.79 4.00
26. 0 0% 5 16% 10 % 13 41% 4 13% 3 0% 3.500.92 4.00 3.830.91 4.00 3.88 0.97 4.00
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.

-l-0r-Y- -2-0r-N- ---3-- --—4-—-- ——— S——-= ——- NR--- Mean--Std--Med

27. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 35 1%

28. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 35 1%

29. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 35 1%

30. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 35 1%

31. 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 35 1%

The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to Very

Satisfied.

INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY

32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of ---VD--- ---D---- -=-S---- ---VS-- ---NR--- Mean--Std—-Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med

outside the classroom. 0 0% 0 0% 5 29% 12 71% 18 1% 3.71 0.47 3.00 3.34 0.62 3.00 3.39 0.64 3.00



Clemson University Student Evaluation of Teaching
Instructor Number - 79078

Instructor Name - Turner, Chad S

College - Business & Public Affairs

Department - 1309 ECONOMICS

Rating scale from 1=Not At ALL to 5=Very Much -—=1--—-

THE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR AL

1. Instructor communicated what was expected... 0
2. Instructor made relevance of course material 0
3. Course was well organized. 0
4. ...positive interaction between class & 0
5. Teaching methods helped me understand course 0
6. Verbal communication skills helped me 0
7. ...explained expectations re tests & assignments. 0
8. Instructor informed me about my progress in 0
9. Feedback gave opportunity to improve performance. 0

10. Overall, the instructor is an effective teacher. 0

11. Grade procedures gave fair eval of my 0

12. Comp. to other classes, how much work put into 0

13. Comp. to other classes, how difficult was course? 0

14. To what extent was this course a requirement for P

you?

15. Was this course in your major? 15
16. Was this course team taught? 0

DEPARTMENT DEVELOPED QUESTIONS.

17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.

26.
INSTRUCTOR OPTIONAL QUESTIONS.
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27. 0
28.
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30.
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The following question is rated from Very Dissatisfied to Very Satisfied.

INSTRUCTOR AVAILABILITY

32. Indicate satisfaction with availability of ---VD---

outside the classroom. 0
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Your Class

.58
.76
.69
.75
.89
.71
.76
.98
.84
.71
71
.92
.99

.14

[ B S N N C L N G N, B C, TG, B €

Fall 2003 Semester
ECON 212 001
Number of Students Responding- 26

Number of Students Enrolled - 38

Same Level Your Dept

5--- ——- NR--- Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--Med

.00 4.050.97 4.00 4.060.954.00
.00 4.13 0.94 4.00 4.180.914.00
.00 4.031.00 4.00 4.040.994.00
.00 4.18 0.99 4.00 4.21 0.995.00
.00 3.751.16 4.00 3.821.164.00
.00 3.76 1.20 4.00 3.871.144.00
.00 4.021.03 4.00 3.981.054.00
.00 3.741.12 4.00 3.781.124.00
.00 3.71 1.11 4.00 3.751.114.00
.00 4.021.04 4.00 4.061.044.00
.00 3.951.01 4.00 3.961.024.00
.00 3.74 0.96 4.00 3.820.954.00
.00 3.911.01 4.00 3.931.004.00
.00 4.321.155.00 4.251.165.00
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Mean--Std--Med

Mean--Std--Med Mean--Std--MedMean--Std--Med
0.48 3.00 3.33 0.6 3.0 3.39 0.643.00



