Fall-08 TCE COMPARISON REPORT 27172011

JOHN A GEMMER MATH 124 - 002 LEC CALCULUSTWITH APPS 35609-01
Comparison Group Descriptions
Instructor MATH Fall and Spring
Lecture, Seminars, Colloquia
. Enrollment : 35 Lower Division Undergraduate
Question / Instructor Frequency Comp Group 1: MATHALLO | Comp Group2: MATHALLM
Response: 30 (85%) .
5 or more enrolled medium class, 20-39 enrolled
Sections: 1,993 Enrollment: 65,784 Sections: 1,885 Enrollment: 58,099
Mean St. Dev. | 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI
. Overall rating of teaching effectiveness 4.6 | 0.61 | 4.41- 486 3.9 3.90-3.95 3.9 3.90 - 3.96
almost always effective 21 70%
usually effective 7 23%
sometimes effective 2 7%
rarely effective 0 0%
almost never effective 0 0%
2 Overall rating of the course 42 | 0.86 | 3.92- 455 34 3.36- 341 34 3.36 - 3.41
one of the best 14 47%
better than average 10 33%
about average 5 17%
worse than average 1 3%
one of the worst 0 0%
3 Amount learned 45 | 0.86 | 4.15- 4.78 3.6 3.59-3.64 3.6 3.58 - 3.63
an exceptional amount 20 67%
more than usual 5 17%
about as much as usual 4 13%
less than usual 1 3%
almost nothing 0 0%
4 Overall instructor comparison 4.7 | 0.61 | 4.45- 4.89 3.6 3.52-3.59 3.6 3.52 - 3.58
one of the most effective 22 73%
more effective than most 6 20%
about as effective as most 2 7%
less effective than most 0 0%
one of the least effective 0 0%
5 Usefulness of the in-class activities 4.7 | 0.61 | 4.45- 4.89 39 3.91-3.97 3.9 3.92 - 3.97
almost always useful 22 73%
usually useful 6 20%
sometimes useful 2 7%
rarely useful 0 0%
almost never useful 0 0%
6 Usefulness of the outside assignments 45| 0.78 | 4.25- 482 39 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.88 - 3.92
almost always useful 20 67%
usually useful 7 23%
sometimes useful 2 7%
rarely useful 1 3%
almost never useful 0 0%
7. Usefulness of course materials (new question) 4.0 | 0.87 | 3.68- 432 3.8 3.73-3.77 3.8 3.73 - 3.77
almost always useful 10 33%
usually useful 11 37%
sometimes useful 8 27%
rarely useful 1 3%
almost never useful 0 0%
8 Students treated with respect 48 | 038 | 4.70- 497 4.5 4.52- 455 4.5 4.52 - 4.55
t () 25 83%
agree” o 50017
uncertain 0 0%
disagree 0 0%
strongly disagree 0 0%
9 Difficulty level of the course (new order) 4.0 | 0.67 | 3.72- 421 3.9 3.90-3.93 3.9 391 - 3.94
extremel, di’ﬁcult 6 20%
more di/;cu t than average 17 57%
about average 7 23%
easier than average 0 0%
extremely easy 0 0%
10 Value of time spent on course 44 | 093 | 4.06- 4.74 3.9 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.87 - 3.92
almost all valuable 18 60%
more than ‘ha;/‘valuable 8 27%
about half valuable 3 10%
less than half valuable 0 0%
almost none valuable 1 3%

Graphic Comparison of the Means and Confidence Intervals Questi
uestions
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Spring-08 TCE COMPARISON REPORT 12712011

JOHN A GEMMER MATH 120R - 003 LEC CALCULUS PREPARATION 31781-01
Comparison Group Descriptions
Instructor MATH Fall and Spring
Lecture, Seminars, Colloquia
. Enrollment : 34 Lower Division Undergraduate
Question / Instructor Frequency Comp Group 1: MATHALLO | Comp Group2: MATHALLM
Response: 20 (58%) .
5 or more enrolled medium class, 20-39 enrolled
Sections: 1,993 Enrollment: 65,784 Sections: 1,885 Enrollment: 58,094
Mean St. Dev. | 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI
. Overall rating of teaching effectiveness 4.6 | 0.60 | 4.33- 4.87 3.9 3.90-3.95 3.9 3.90 - 3.96
almost always effective 13 65%
usually effective 6 30%
sometimes effective 1 5%
rarely effective 0 0%
almost never effective 0 0%
2 Overall rating of the course 4.0 | 1.00 | 3.50- 4.40 34 3.36- 341 34 3.36 - 3.41
one of the best 6 30%
better than average 9 45%
about average 4 20%
worse than average 0 0%
one of the worst 1 5%
3 Amount learned 4.1 0.97 | 3.66- 4.54 3.6 3.59-3.64 3.6 3.58 - 3.63
an exceptional amount 9 45%
more than usual 5 25%
about as much as usual 5 25%
less than usual 1 5%
almost nothing 0 0%
4 Overall instructor comparison 43| 0.73 | 3.97- 4.63 3.6 3.52-3.59 3.6 3.52 - 3.58
one of the most effective 8 40%
more effective than most 11 55%
about as effective as most 0 0%
less effective than most 1 5%
one of the least effective 0 0%
5 Usefulness of the in-class activities 4.6 | 0.68 | 4.29- 491 39 3.91-3.97 3.9 3.92 - 3.97
almost always useful 14 70%
usually useful 4 20%
sometimes useful 2 10%
rarely useful 0 0%
almost never useful 0 0%
6 Usefulness of the outside assignments 43| 0.73 | 3.97- 4.63 39 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.88 - 3.92
almost always useful 9 45%
usually useful 8 40%
sometimes useful 3 15%
rarely useful 0 0%
almost never useful 0 0%
7. Usefulness of course materials (new question) 4.1 1.17 | 3.58- 4.62 3.8 3.73-3.77 3.8 3.73 - 3.77
almost always useful 10 50%
usually useful 5 25%
sometimes useful 3 15%
rarely useful 1 5%
almost never useful 1 5%
8 Students treated with respect 4.8 | 0.55 | 4.50- 5.00 4.5 4.52- 455 4.5 4.52 - 4.55
t () 16 80%
agree” o 30 1s%
uncertain 1 5%
disagree 0 0%
strongly disagree 0 0%
9 Difficulty level of the course (new order) 4.1 1.10 | 3.56- 4.54 3.9 3.90-3.93 3.9 391 - 3.94
extremel, di’ﬁcult 9 45%
more di/;cu t than average 5 25%
about average 5 25%
easier than average 0 0%
extremely easy 1 5%
10 Value of time spent on course 42 | 0.77 | 3.85- 4.55 3.9 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.87 - 3.92
almost all valuable 8 40%
more than ‘ha;/‘valuable 8 40%
about half valuable 4 20%
less than half valuable 0 0%
almost none valuable 0 0%
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University of Arizona. OIRPS. (520) 621-9585. tcena@email.arizona.edu. http://oirps.arizona.edu (Que 232 Eva:75)



Fall-07 TCE COMPARISON REPORT 27172011

JOHN A GEMMER MATH 110 - 001 LEC COILILEGE AT.GERRA 30001-01
Comparison Group Descriptions
Instructor MATH Fall and Spring
Lecture, Seminars, Colloquia
. Enrollment : 34 Lower Division Undergraduate
Question / Instructor Frequency Comp Group 1: MATHALLO | Comp Group2: MATHALLM
Response: 22 (64%) .
5 or more enrolled medium class, 20-39 enrolled
Sections: 1,993 Enrollment: 65,784 Sections: 1,885 Enrollment: 58,094
Mean St. Dev. | 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI
. Overall rating of teaching effectiveness 4.0 | 093 | 3.60- 4.40 3.9 3.90-3.95 3.9 3.90 - 3.96
almost always effective 8 36%
usually effective 7 32%
sometimes effective 6 27%
rarely effective 1 5%
almost never effective 0 0%
2 Overall rating of the course 32| 1.07 | 2.77- 3.68 34 3.36- 341 34 3.36 - 3.41
one of the best 2 9%
better than average 7 32%
about average 9 41%
worse than average 2 9%
one of the worst 2 9%
3 Amount learned 32 1.10 | 2.71- 3.65 3.6 3.59-3.64 3.6 3.58 - 3.63
an exceptional amount 3 14%
more than usual 4 18%
about as much as usual 11 50%
less than usual 2 9%
almost nothing 2 9%
4 Overall instructor comparison 34 | 1.09 | 2.90- 3.83 3.6 3.52-3.59 3.6 3.52 - 3.58
one of the most effective 4 18%
more effective than most 5 23%
about as effective as most 9 41%
less effective than most 3 14%
one of the least effective 1 5%
5 Usefulness of the in-class activities 4.1 1.06 | 3.64- 4.55 39 3.91-3.97 3.9 3.92 - 3.97
almost always useful 10 45%
usually useful 7 32%
sometimes useful 2 9%
rarely useful 3 14%
almost never useful 0 0%
6 Usefulness of the outside assignments 4.0 | 1.09 | 3.58- 4.51 39 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.88 - 3.92
almost always useful 9 41%
usually useful 8 36%
sometimes useful 3 14%
rarely useful ‘ 1 5%
almost never useful 1 5%
7. Usefulness of course materials (new question) 4.0 | 1.07 | 3.54- 446 3.8 3.73-3.77 3.8 3.73 - 3.77
almost always useful 9 41%
usually useful 7 32%
sometimes useful 3 14%
rarely useful 3 14%
almost never useful 0 0%
8 Students treated with respect 4.7 | 0.46 | 4.53- 492 4.5 4.52- 455 4.5 4.52 - 4.55
t () 16 73%
agree” o 5 27%
uncertain 0 0%
disagree 0 0%
strongly disagree 0 0%
9 Difficulty level of the course (new order) 3.7 | 0.70 | 3.43- 4.03 3.9 3.90-3.93 3.9 391 - 3.94
extremel, di’ﬁcult 2 9%
more di/;cu t than average 13 59%
about average 6 27%
easier than average 1 5%
extremely easy 0 0%
10 Value of time spent on course 38 | 1.05| 3.37- 427 3.9 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.87 - 3.92
almost all valuable 7 32%
more than ‘ha;/‘valuable 6 27%
about half valuable 8 36%
less than half valuable 0 0%
almost none valuable 1 5%

Graphic Comparison of the Means and Confidence Intervals Questi
uestions

5.0

4.5

4.0

35
3.0

u
SOENDO A WN

=)

25

20

1.5

1.0

L - Low CI, M - MEAN, U - Upper CI

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
For each QUESTION: Instructor L, M, U; Group 1 L,M,U; Group 2 L,M,U

University of Arizona. OIRPS. (520) 621-9585. tcena@email.arizona.edu. http://oirps.arizona.edu (Que 221 Eva:75)



Fall-06 TCE COMPARISON REPORT 27172011

JOHN A GEMMER MATH 111 - 001 LEC PILANE TRIGONOMETRY 28925-01-01
Comparison Group Descriptions
Instructor MATH Fall and Spring
Lecture, Seminars, Colloquia
. Enrollment : 32 Lower Division Undergraduate
Question / Instructor Frequency Comp Group 1: MATHALLO | Comp Group2: MATHALLM
Response: 25 (78%) .
5 or more enrolled medium class, 20-39 enrolled
Sections: 1,993 Enrollment: 65,784 Sections: 1,885 Enrollment: 58,094
Mean St. Dev. | 95% CI Mean 95% CI Mean 95% CI
. Overall rating of teaching effectiveness 43| 090 | 3.96- 4.68 3.9 3.90-3.95 3.9 3.90 - 3.96
almost always effective 12 48%
usually effective 11 44%
sometimes effective 1 4%
rarely effective 0 0%
almost never effective 1 4%
2 Overall rating of the course 3.8 | 090 | 3.48- 4.20 34 3.36- 341 34 3.36 - 3.41
one of the best 4 16%
better than average 16 64%
about average 3 12%
worse than average 1 4%
one of the worst 1 4%
3 Amount learned 36 | 0.77 | 3.25- 3.87 3.6 3.59-3.64 3.6 3.58 - 3.63
an exceptional amount 2 8%
more than usual 12 48%
about as much as usual 9 36%
less than usual 2 8%
almost nothing 0 0%
4 Overall instructor comparison 3.8 | 097 | 3.37- 4.15 3.6 3.52-3.59 3.6 3.52 - 3.58
one of the most effective 6 24%
more effective than most 10 40%
about as effective as most 6 24%
less effective than most 3 12%
one of the least effective 0 0%
5 Usefulness of the in-class activities 44| 077 | 4.13- 4.5 39 3.91-3.97 3.9 3.92 - 3.97
almost always useful 14 56%
usually useful 9 36%
sometimes useful 1 4%
rarely useful 1 4%
almost never useful 0 0%
6 Usefulness of the outside assignments 4.1 | 0.70 | 3.80- 4.36 39 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.88 - 3.92
almost always useful 7 28%
usually useful 13 52%
sometimes useful 5 20%
rarely useful 0 0%
almost never useful 0 0%
7. Usefulness of course materials (new question) 4.1 | 0.65 | 3.82- 435 3.8 3.73-3.77 3.8 3.73 - 3.77
almost always useful 6 24%
usually useful 14 56%
sometimes useful 4 16%
rarely useful 0 0%
almost never useful 0 0%
8 Students treated with respect 4.7 | 0.46 | 4.54- 490 4.5 4.52- 455 4.5 4.52 - 4.55
t () 18 72%
agree” o 7 s
uncertain 0 0%
disagree 0 0%
strongly disagree 0 0%
9 Difficulty level of the course (new order) 35| 0.65| 3.22- 3.74 3.9 3.90-3.93 3.9 391 - 3.94
extremel, di’ﬁcult 0 0%
more di/;cu t than average 14 56%
about average 9 36%
easier than average 2 8%
extremely easy 0 0%
10 Value of time spent on course 3.8 | 090 | 3.48- 420 3.9 3.88-3.92 3.9 3.87 - 3.92
almost all valuable 6 24%
more than ‘ha;/‘valuable 11 44%
about half valuable 6 24%
less than half valuable 2 8%
almost none valuable 0 0%

Graphic Comparison of the Means and Confidence Intervals Questi
uestions
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University of Arizona. OIRPS. (520) 621-9585. tcena@email.arizona.edu. http://oirps.arizona.edu (Que 232 Eva:75)






