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The amount of effort you put into the course: 5=Very High, 3=Moderate, 1=Very Low, 0=No Resp
The number of times you were absent from class: 5=8 Or More, 4=6-7, 3=4-5, 2=2-3, 1=0-1, 0=No Resp
The grade you expect in this class: 5=A, 4=B, 3=C, 2=D, 1=F, 0=No Resp
Your class level is: 5=Fresh, 4=Soph, 3=Junior, 2=Senior, 1=Grad, 0=No Resp
Your overall GPA is: 5=3.51-4, 4=3.01-3.5, 3=2.51-3, 2=2.01-2.5, 1=Below 2.0, 0=No Resp
This course is: 4=Required, 3=Elective, 2=Gen ED, 1=Other, 0=No Resp
Percentage of the class sessions met face-to-face: 3=Less Than 25%, 2=25-49%, 1=More Than 50%, 0=No Resp

ITEMS
(5)
S

(4) (3) (2) (1)
D NA AREA MEAN MEDIAN S.D

#
RESP

General Questions

1 Course requirements and expectations were clear
  15.4    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.85  5.00  0.38       13
  18.0    5.5  72.5    3.1    0.7    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.79    1,740
  17.0    5.2  74.2    2.7    0.8    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.61  5.00  0.78    2,306
  17.0    6.2  72.4    2.8    1.5    0.1 UNIVERSITY  4.56  5.00  0.85    8,978

2 The course was well organized
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  18.7    6.9  69.8    2.9    1.6    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.53  5.00  0.87    1,718
  18.0    6.1  71.5    2.6    1.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.85    2,284
  17.3    7.5  69.2    3.2    2.6    0.1 UNIVERSITY  4.47  5.00  0.95    8,918

3 The instructor helped me to better understand the course material
  15.4    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.85  5.00  0.38       13
  17.1    6.6  71.9    2.5    1.4    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.56  5.00  0.83    1,736
  16.9    6.8  70.7    2.8    2.0    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.89    2,303
  17.9    9.4  64.0    3.9    3.6    1.2 UNIVERSITY  4.36  5.00  1.05    8,966

4 Feedback (written comments and suggestions on papers, solutions provided, class discussion, etc.) was helpful.
   7.7    7.7  84.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.77  5.00  0.60       13
  17.5    5.9  70.9    3.0    1.7    1.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.55  5.00  0.87    1,738
  17.1    6.0  70.0    2.8    2.0    2.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.89    2,304
  17.8    8.7  63.2    4.1    3.9    2.4 UNIVERSITY  4.36  5.00  1.06    8,972

5 The instructor showed respect for the students
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
   8.4    2.3  88.2    0.5    0.2    0.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.84  5.00  0.49    1,733
   8.9    2.3  87.2    0.5    0.4    0.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.83  5.00  0.52    2,299
  10.4    3.6  82.3    1.1    1.3    1.4 UNIVERSITY  4.74  5.00  0.70    8,962

6 The instructor was accessible either in person or electronically
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  11.2    3.5  83.0    1.0    0.6    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.76  5.00  0.63    1,728
  11.5    3.3  82.3    1.1    1.0    0.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.75  5.00  0.66    2,293
  12.7    4.9  77.1    1.9    2.1    1.3 UNIVERSITY  4.63  5.00  0.84    8,948

7 The course grading policy was clear
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  16.9    4.2  76.6    1.8    0.4    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.68  5.00  0.68    1,732
  16.1    4.4  77.1    1.7    0.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.67  5.00  0.70    2,299
  15.8    5.6  74.8    2.1    1.4    0.3 UNIVERSITY  4.61  5.00  0.80    8,959

8 Graded work reflected what was covered in the course
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  15.2    3.9  78.5    1.4    0.5    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.71  5.00  0.66    1,732
  14.9    4.3  78.3    1.3    0.8    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.69  5.00  0.69    2,296
  15.7    5.8  74.3    2.1    1.5    0.6 UNIVERSITY  4.60  5.00  0.81    8,948
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9 The assignments (projects, papers, presentations, etc.) helped me learn the material
  30.8    0.0  69.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.69  5.00  0.48       13
  17.9    4.9  73.1    2.6    1.3    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.81    1,733
  17.4    5.2  73.0    2.3    1.5    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.59  5.00  0.82    2,299
  18.0    7.6  67.6    3.1    2.9    0.9 UNIVERSITY  4.46  5.00  0.97    8,959

10 The textbook and/or assigned readings helped me understand the material
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  21.1    7.7  66.1    2.2    1.3    1.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.84    1,732
  20.1    7.6  66.8    2.2    1.5    1.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.51  5.00  0.85    2,299
  17.8    8.7  61.9    3.2    3.0    5.3 UNIVERSITY  4.40  5.00  1.01    8,957

11 Assignments and exams were returned in a reasonable amount of time
   7.7    0.0  84.6    7.7    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.69  5.00  0.85       13
  16.1    5.8  71.5    2.7    1.8    2.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.56  5.00  0.87    1,725
  15.4    5.5  72.6    2.5    2.0    1.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.57  5.00  0.87    2,285
  15.7    6.3  70.4    2.6    3.3    1.7 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.97    8,916

12 The instructor covered the important aspects of the course as outlined in the syllabus
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  14.5    3.6  80.0    1.3    0.3    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.73  5.00  0.62    1,736
  14.5    4.0  79.5    1.0    0.6    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.72  5.00  0.65    2,302
  15.1    5.5  75.3    1.8    1.5    0.8 UNIVERSITY  4.62  5.00  0.80    8,962

13 The instructor made the class intellectually stimulating
   0.0    7.7  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.85  5.00  0.55       13
  15.0    6.4  73.7    2.5    1.7    0.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.58  5.00  0.85    1,731
  15.6    6.8  71.5    2.4    2.5    1.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.92    2,294
  17.7    8.9  63.5    3.9    4.0    2.0 UNIVERSITY  4.35  5.00  1.07    8,952

14 The instructor encouraged the students to be actively involved in the material through discussion, assignments, and other activities
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       12
  12.6    3.9  81.5    1.0    0.4    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.75  5.00  0.61    1,733
  12.6    4.3  80.0    1.1    1.0    1.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.71  5.00  0.70    2,296
  15.3    6.5  72.5    2.0    2.3    1.5 UNIVERSITY  4.56  5.00  0.88    8,939

15 My overall rating of the teaching
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  16.5    7.4  73.0    2.4    0.7    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.79    1,725
  17.1    7.4  71.6    2.7    1.3    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.84    2,290
  19.4    9.4  65.1    3.1    3.0    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.41  5.00  0.98    8,909

16 My overall rating of this course
  16.7    8.3  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.67  5.00  0.65       12
  19.5    8.7  67.5    3.4    0.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.49  5.00  0.86    1,710
  19.8    9.2  66.5    3.3    1.2    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.47  5.00  0.88    2,269
  22.8   11.5  58.2    4.4    3.2    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.28  5.00  1.04    8,859
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24 Additional Question 1
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   7.7   17.9  70.5    3.8    0.0    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.45  5.00  0.92       78
   5.2   18.5  73.3    2.2    0.7    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.48  5.00  0.92      135
  12.3   15.3  67.1    1.5    3.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.38  5.00  1.04      934

25 Additional Question 2
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   9.9   19.7  66.2    2.8    1.4    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.37  5.00  0.99       71
   6.5   20.2  70.2    1.6    1.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.42  5.00  0.97      124
  12.2   14.9  69.0    1.2    2.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.44  5.00  0.97      846

26 Additional Question 3
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   8.5   18.3  67.6    5.6    0.0    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.38  5.00  0.98       71
   5.6   19.4  71.0    3.2    0.8    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.43  5.00  0.96      124
  13.2   15.8  66.5    1.7    2.8    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.39  5.00  0.99      833

27 Additional Question 4
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   7.1   20.0  70.0    2.9    0.0    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.44  5.00  0.91       70
   4.9   20.5  72.1    1.6    0.8    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.46  5.00  0.93      122
  13.4   17.9  62.5    3.1    3.0    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.29  5.00  1.06      827

28 Additional Question 5
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   8.5   18.3  69.0    4.2    0.0    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.42  5.00  0.94       71
   5.7   19.5  71.5    2.4    0.8    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.45  5.00  0.94      123
  11.9   15.8  67.2    1.9    3.3    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.38  5.00  1.03      825
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Questions for Online Courses

1 The course orientation provided at the beginning of the semester was adequate.
   7.7    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    7.7 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       13
  16.5    5.2  69.7    2.0    0.7    5.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.62  5.00  0.75    1,106
  16.8    5.3  69.8    1.8    0.9    5.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.62  5.00  0.76    1,492
  17.7    7.5  65.9    1.8    1.9    5.2 UNIVERSITY  4.52  5.00  0.88    5,443

2 The course promoted active interaction (e.g., discussions, exchanging ideas, collaborative projects and assignments, etc.) among students.
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  15.2    6.4  73.3    2.2    1.1    1.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.60  5.00  0.80    1,102
  15.5    6.7  71.8    2.0    1.9    2.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.56  5.00  0.86    1,488
  18.0    8.5  64.3    3.5    3.4    2.4 UNIVERSITY  4.40  5.00  1.02    5,439

3 There was sufficient interaction between the student and the instructor.
  15.4    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.85  5.00  0.38       13
  18.4    7.4  69.0    2.2    2.3    0.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.90    1,107
  17.8    8.9  66.9    2.3    3.0    1.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.45  5.00  0.96    1,491
  18.6   10.9  59.2    4.2    5.1    2.1 UNIVERSITY  4.25  5.00  1.14    5,444

4 The course website was updated as needed to keep students informed.
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  14.3    4.8  78.0    2.2    0.6    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.67  5.00  0.72    1,100
  14.4    5.3  77.1    2.1    0.9    0.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.65  5.00  0.76    1,486
  15.4    6.6  72.6    2.3    2.2    0.8 UNIVERSITY  4.55  5.00  0.89    5,429

5 The course website presented course materials (syllabus, learning modules, assignments, course schedule, etc.) in a user-friendly format.
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  16.0    5.2  75.7    1.9    1.2    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.63  5.00  0.77    1,101
  15.7    5.0  76.8    1.5    1.0    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.66  5.00  0.73    1,486
  15.5    5.8  74.4    2.0    2.0    0.4 UNIVERSITY  4.59  5.00  0.85    5,421

6 The course resources (e.g., tutorials, learning modules, examples, E-Reserves)  were sufficient to meet learning objectives set by the instructor.
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  16.2    5.0  74.3    1.9    0.9    1.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.64  5.00  0.75    1,104
  16.1    5.8  73.1    1.8    1.1    2.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.62  5.00  0.77    1,488
  16.8    7.6  69.0    2.7    2.3    1.6 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.92    5,436

7 There was a sense of shared learning in the course.
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  17.6    7.9  67.5    3.4    2.0    1.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.48  5.00  0.93    1,106
  17.8    7.9  65.9    3.4    2.9    2.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.43  5.00  0.99    1,491
  18.8   10.2  58.4    4.7    5.6    2.3 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.17    5,439

8 The technology used in the course supported learning.
   7.7    0.0  92.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.28       13
  15.8    4.3  76.8    1.8    0.6    0.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.67  5.00  0.70    1,103
  16.1    4.3  76.0    1.7    1.0    0.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.66  5.00  0.74    1,487
  17.0    6.9  70.5    2.4    2.1    1.1 UNIVERSITY  4.53  5.00  0.89    5,433
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9 There was sufficient assistance with technological problems.
   0.0    0.0  76.9    0.0    0.0   23.1 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  15.0    5.3  52.8    1.0    1.0   24.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.57  5.00  0.79    1,104
  13.7    5.3  52.2    0.9    1.3   26.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.56  5.00  0.83    1,485
  14.1    6.1  51.5    2.1    2.3   23.8 UNIVERSITY  4.45  5.00  0.97    5,411

10 The library resources, including library databases, were adequate for the course.
  16.7    0.0  66.7    0.0    0.0   16.7 CLASS  4.80  5.00  0.42       12
  17.8    4.7  58.8    0.5    0.3   17.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.64  5.00  0.65    1,081
  16.5    5.7  55.7    0.5    0.3   21.3 COL/SCHL/INST  4.61  5.00  0.69    1,457
  16.4    6.3  52.7    1.6    1.5   21.5 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.87    5,339

The following technology, if used, facilitated my learning in this course (if not used, select "Not Applicable"):
11a Blackboard, or other learning management system

   7.7    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    7.7 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       13
  15.2    4.5  77.4    0.7    0.2    2.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.72  5.00  0.60    1,101
  14.4    4.5  77.3    0.5    0.3    2.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.73  5.00  0.60    1,481
  14.3    5.1  75.5    1.3    1.1    2.7 UNIVERSITY  4.67  5.00  0.73    5,386

11b Streaming media (podcasts, vodcasts, streaming video)
   0.0    0.0  69.2    0.0    0.0   30.8 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
  13.8    5.5  55.4    0.4    0.1   24.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.65  5.00  0.65    1,093
  12.5    5.5  50.5    0.9    0.2   30.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.61  5.00  0.71    1,469
  12.6    6.4  49.2    1.7    1.1   28.9 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.88    5,336

11c Telecourse (e.g., GMU-TV)
   0.0    0.0   7.7    0.0    0.0   92.3 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
   1.6    2.1   8.6    0.1    0.4   87.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.41  5.00  0.99    1,082
   2.0    2.5   9.6    0.3    0.8   84.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.28  5.00  1.12    1,453
   3.4    2.6  13.8    0.7    1.6   78.0 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.21    5,274

11d Synchronous learning system (e.g., Elluminate, Adobe Connect)
   0.0    0.0  46.2    0.0    0.0   53.8 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       13
   4.3    2.7  22.6    0.3    0.6   69.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.58  5.00  0.83    1,084
   4.3    2.7  20.6    0.5    0.8   70.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.49  5.00  0.95    1,455
   4.7    3.5  18.0    0.9    1.5   71.3 UNIVERSITY  4.28  5.00  1.13    5,261

11e Discussion board
  15.4    0.0  84.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.85  5.00  0.38       13
  13.3    5.6  69.7    2.4    0.6    8.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.62  5.00  0.78    1,104
  12.7    5.5  70.1    2.2    0.7    8.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.64  5.00  0.77    1,485
  13.2    6.8  63.9    3.2    2.1   10.8 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.95    5,393

11f Wikis
   0.0    0.0  30.8    7.7    0.0   61.5 CLASS  4.40  5.00  1.34       13
   5.4    2.6  20.0    1.7    0.9   69.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.37  5.00  1.04    1,089
   4.7    2.8  18.1    1.7    0.9   71.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.33  5.00  1.08    1,458
   4.4    3.4  16.8    1.7    1.8   72.0 UNIVERSITY  4.17  5.00  1.22    5,289
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11g Blogs
   7.7    7.7  46.2    7.7    0.0   30.8 CLASS  4.33  5.00  1.12       13
   4.5    2.9  20.1    0.6    0.7   71.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.47  5.00  0.95    1,085
   4.6    3.6  20.6    1.0    0.6   69.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.43  5.00  0.97    1,453
   6.1    4.2  23.2    1.8    1.6   63.2 UNIVERSITY  4.29  5.00  1.11    5,280
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General Questions

29 What aspects of the course and the way it was taught helped you to learn?
I feel like the Try-It for the thinking routine was the most helpful and think it would be beneficial to include more of those in the class.

I liked the self paced modules combined with the face-to-face sessions that allowed us to ask questions and try the things we were learning.

Releasing weekly modules early helped me to work around job deadlines.

The book for this course was great. I also liked the variety of posts we did throughout rather than only doing discussion board postings every week.

The collaborate sessions were very helpful for me, as I am the type of person that likes talking out what I read in the required texts.  The feedback from Dr. Dodman on
assignments was also extremely beneficial in helping me to understand the course content.
The pacing of the course was really good. The readings, assignments and assessments all supported the learning and ensured that all students can achieve their maximum
potential. The instructor always sent us emails that included reminders on upcoming assignments and reminders, as well as tips and instructions on what we need to do.
Everything was very clear.
The weekly check lists really helped! Thank you!!

Video taping a lesson and then evaluating it helped my learning. Also the peer feedback and conversations on blackboard were helpful.

peer work was great

30 What modification do you suggest for the next time the course is taught?
For a 2 credit course, there is way too much material that is covered during this course. Because there was so much to do, it was difficult to focus on the big things. Also,
during each module, there were way too many questions for us to investigate. It was difficult to answer them all in depth and well because there was too much to cover.
I don't need to have an online face to face community in order to learn. If I wanted that I would register for a face to face class. It's still a dressed up discussion board, and
technology for the sake of technology. I could easily answer journal questions and participate in collaborate sessions without you requiring my camera.
I feel like since so much time was spend on the thinking routines that the open-ended nature of the assessment journal assignment was challenging to assimilate to the
course content.  I also think that it would help to include as part of the modules how to create an effective rubric as I think that that is an important part of assessment yet
isn't explicitly addressed.
I thought more try-its would be helpful throughout the reflection and routines book.  I really enjoyed reading the book and came out with some new ideas, but taking so
many credits this semester, I really didn't have a chance to use more of the routines.  I didn't have enough time to look at them closer and try them out for myself.  I know I
will continue to look back at this book for reflection ideas and routines, but completing a few more task using them would have been beneficial throughout the class.
I wish that my thinking  was pushed more. i felt like we just tpuched the surface

No modifications.

None

None :) This course was great. 10/10 would reccommend

SO much work for a 2 credit class.  I spent 4-5 hours on some assignments that were worth only 10 points.

n/a
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ITEM ANSWER
Questions for Online Courses

48 Use the space below to provide additional comment on the distance learning experience you had in this course.
Dr. Dodman made this online course feel as face-to-face as possible.  She was accessible and quick to help or respond to any questions I had throughout the course.  I
especially found the collaborate sessions, where Dr. Dodman talked through the modules/readings, helpful in my learning of content.
I truly enjoyed this class. The content was really good, the pacing was just right and the instructor very supportive and always quick to reply to whatever inquiries I had
(always via email).
Thank you so much for a wonderful class and a great experience.  I have learned more about how to be a 21st century teacher!  :)

This class feels like an in person class forced into an online class. This is not the case with all of the online classes I've taken through GMU. For example, the IB
concentration courses are well designed online courses that have a reasonable amount of material being covered while also building a small community in the class.
This course really helped further my teaching and I'm glad I got to take it.
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