School of the Art Institute of Chicago
2016 Spring

Course: ENGLISH1005: First Year Seminar Il

Instructor: lan Jones *

1 - What is your overall evaluation of the course?

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (Excellent) (5) 5 45.45% [ ] 4.36
4 (4) 5 45.45% | I
3 (3) 1 9.09% | M
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (Poor) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.36 0.67 4.00

« Inspiring, rigorous, analytical, personal. Everything | look for in an English course.
« The topic was engaging. lan was a great instructor.

« Enjoyable teacher for this class, setup of classes were perfect. Only complaint would be that certain students seemed to dictate class discussions

2 - How challenging, rigorous or rewarding was the course?

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

5 (Very) (5) 5 45.45% | 4.45
4 (4) 6 54.55% | I
3 3) 0 0%
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (Not at all) 1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.45 0.52 4.00

« lan holds high standards for writing and this is much appreciated.
* So many films that were hard to get through and the culture surrounding the nature of the subject can verge on pretentious for sthose who don't "get" the films.

« Extremely rewarding. First time I've had a teacher explain thoroughly what he wants when editing the rough draft of my papers.

3 - How productive were the class discussions or critiques?

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (Very) (5) 4 36.36% | NN
4 @) 3 27.27% | 3.82
3 3) 3 27.27% [ ]
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (Not at all) (1) 1 9.09% [ |
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 3.82 1.25 4.00

« Except that other students don't talk..

« Certain students seemed to dictate the class, making it difficult to talk
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4 - What is your overall evaluation of the instructor?

lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (Excellent) (5) 6 54.55% | 4.27
4 (4) 3 27.27% | .
3 (3) 1 9.09% [ ]
2 (2) 1 9.09% [ ]
1 (Poor) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.27 1.01 5.00

« Easygoing yet high expectations. Great instruction and very good at explaining what exactly he wants.

« Very knowledgable, very kind and understanding. He was challenging and held good discussions while maintaining a reasonable work load. Cares about his students

5 - Did the instructor foster a respectful and inclusive classroom environment?

lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (Very) (5) 7 63.64% | N
4 @) 2 18.18% | NN
3 3) 2 18.18% | N
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (Not at all) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.45 0.82 5.00
» Sometimes awkward to talk to one on one.
6 - Instructor Assessment
Was the overall structure of the course effective?
lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (yes) (5) 9 81.82% | I
4 (4) 1 9.09% | Il
3 3) 1 9.09% [ ]
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.73 0.65 5.00
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6 - Instructor Assessment

Were the course materials well organized?

lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (yes) () 9 81.82% | I
4 4) 1 9.09% | IM
3 (3) 1 9.09% | Il
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.73 0.65 5.00
6 - Instructor Assessment
Were the comments on assignments valuable?
lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (yes) (5) 9 81.82% | .
4 (4) 1 9.09% [ ]
3 3) 0 0%
2 2) 1 9.09% | Il
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.64 0.92 5.00
6 - Instructor Assessment
Were assignments returned promptly?
lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (yes) (5) 7 63.64% | NN
4 (4) 2 18.18% | NN
3 (3) 2 18.18% | NN
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
[} 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.45 0.82 5.00
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6 - Instructor Assessment

Was the instructor on time?

lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
5 (yes) (5) 8 72.73% |
4 @) 2 18.18% | NN
3 (3) 1 9.09% | Il
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.64 0.67 5.00
6 - Instructor Assessment
Was the instructor accessible?
lan Jones
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (yes) (5) 8 72.73% | I 4.55
4 4) 2 18.18% [ |
3 3) 0 0%
2 2) 1 9.09% | M
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
N/A (0) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.55 0.93 5.00

7 - Do you have additional comments on the instructor?

lan Jones

Return Rate [ 6111 (54.55%)

« | was extremely impressed with lan's ability to foster a rigorous analytical discussion. | was also inspired by his attention to inclusiveness in the material by artists of all different backgrounds, which
especially in the realm of Avant Garde film is rare. A+

« lan is a great instructor, well organised and very professional.

*no

« lan is very knowledgeable and gave great analysis to the reading materials and advice to my writings.
« No-

« very organized and helpful.

8 - Student Assessment

| attended class regularly

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

5 (yes) (5) 7 63.64% | I
4 (4) 3 27.27% |
3 3) 1 9.09% [ ]
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) 1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.55 0.69 5.00
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8 - Student Assessment

| came to class on time

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (yes) (5) 6 54.55% | N
4 (4) 5 45.45% | I
3 (3) 0 0%
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.55 0.52 5.00

8 - Student Assessment

| came to class prepared

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (yes) (5) 7 63.64% | N
4 (4) 4 36.36% | N
3 (3) 0 0%
2 (2) 0 0%
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.64 0.50 5.00

8 - Student Assessment

| participated in class discussions / critiques

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
5 (yes) (5) 5 45.45% | I 4.00
4 (4) 3 27.27% | N
3 (3) 1 9.09% [ ]
2 (2) 2 18.18% [ ]
1 (no) (1) 0 0%
0 25 50 75 100 Instructor
Return Rate Mean STD Median
11/11 (100%) 4.00 1.18 4.00

9 - Do you have additional comments on your participation?

Return Rate [ 2111 (18.18%)

*no

10 - How much money did you spend on course materials, books, and/or supplies for this class?

Return Rate | 5/11 (45.45%)

* $0
* none
-0

« nothing
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11 - Is there anything else that you would like to add?

Return Rate [ 311 (27.27%)

« Loved it!
*no

*no-
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