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ENROLLED:
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TITLE: Design/Assess Tchg and Lrn

Dodman, Stephanie L
Education & Human Development
Graduate School of Education
EDUC-614-DL1  EDUC-614-6H1

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION 5 4 3 2 1 0
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17000 00
00016 01

17000 00
00016 01
0000 017
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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
  17.6    0.0  82.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.82  5.00  0.39       17
  17.0    5.8  73.8    1.6    1.7    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.82    1,544
  16.6    5.3  75.2    1.4    1.5    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.78    2,117
  18.0    6.3  70.8    2.5    2.2    0.2 UNIVERSITY  4.53  5.00  0.89    8,021

2 The course was well organized
  17.6    5.9  76.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.71  5.00  0.59       17
  15.5    5.6  74.2    2.4    2.1    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.58  5.00  0.87    1,529
  14.9    5.6  75.4    2.3    1.7    0.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.60  5.00  0.83    2,099
  17.7    7.8  67.8    3.4    3.1    0.2 UNIVERSITY  4.44  5.00  0.99    7,969

3 The instructor helped me to better understand the course material
  17.6    0.0  82.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.82  5.00  0.39       17
  18.1    6.0  70.6    2.5    2.2    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.53  5.00  0.89    1,539
  17.5    6.8  69.8    2.6    2.2    1.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.52  5.00  0.90    2,108
  17.8   10.4  61.8    4.5    3.9    1.5 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.09    8,006

4 Feedback (written comments and suggestions on papers, solutions provided, class discussion, etc.) was helpful.
  17.6    0.0  76.5    0.0    5.9    0.0 CLASS  4.59  5.00  1.00       17
  16.0    7.2  70.9    2.3    2.9    0.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.94    1,542
  15.6    7.7  69.7    2.5    2.7    1.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.50  5.00  0.95    2,114
  17.3    9.5  61.6    4.6    4.3    2.8 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.10    8,009

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       17
   7.8    2.9  88.2    0.2    0.6    0.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.84  5.00  0.53    1,540
   8.2    2.6  87.9    0.1    0.5    0.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.84  5.00  0.51    2,112
  10.5    3.4  82.0    1.0    1.3    1.8 UNIVERSITY  4.74  5.00  0.70    8,007

6 The instructor was accessible either in person or electronically
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
   9.7    4.3  82.4    1.8    1.2    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.71  5.00  0.74    1,539
  10.1    4.2  81.8    1.8    1.1    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.71  5.00  0.74    2,109
  12.3    5.4  76.2    2.6    2.2    1.4 UNIVERSITY  4.60  5.00  0.88    7,997

7 The course grading policy was clear
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
  14.1    4.1  79.0    1.7    1.1    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.68  5.00  0.73    1,542
  14.0    3.8  79.6    1.7    0.9    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.70  5.00  0.70    2,113
  15.8    5.8  74.0    2.1    1.9    0.4 UNIVERSITY  4.58  5.00  0.85    8,008

8 Graded work reflected what was covered in the course
  11.8    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.33       17
  12.0    3.7  81.8    1.2    0.8    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.74  5.00  0.66    1,539
  13.1    3.6  81.0    1.1    0.7    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.73  5.00  0.65    2,110
  15.8    5.7  73.5    2.3    1.9    0.8 UNIVERSITY  4.58  5.00  0.85    7,989
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9 The assignments (projects, papers, presentations, etc.) helped me learn the material
  18.8    0.0  75.0    6.3    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.63  5.00  0.81       16
  16.6    5.7  74.5    1.6    1.4    0.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.62  5.00  0.78    1,539
  16.5    6.0  73.7    1.8    1.4    0.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.60  5.00  0.80    2,109
  17.8    8.3  66.0    3.5    3.3    1.1 UNIVERSITY  4.41  5.00  1.01    7,994

10 The textbook and/or assigned readings helped me understand the material
  23.5    5.9  70.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.65  5.00  0.61       17
  20.1    6.5  67.8    2.2    1.2    2.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.54  5.00  0.82    1,539
  19.1    6.5  68.2    2.4    1.3    2.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.83    2,109
  18.6    9.0  60.3    3.5    3.2    5.3 UNIVERSITY  4.37  5.00  1.02    7,993

11 Assignments and exams were returned in a reasonable amount of time
  23.5   11.8  58.8    0.0    5.9    0.0 CLASS  4.29  5.00  1.10       17
  15.5    5.5  73.3    1.6    2.5    1.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.58  5.00  0.87    1,538
  15.1    5.6  73.8    1.7    2.3    1.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.59  5.00  0.86    2,106
  16.2    6.7  69.4    2.5    3.3    2.0 UNIVERSITY  4.49  5.00  0.97    7,974

12 The instructor covered the important aspects of the course as outlined in the syllabus
  11.8    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.33       17
  14.1    3.2  80.2    1.2    0.8    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.72  5.00  0.66    1,536
  14.0    3.4  79.9    1.1    0.9    0.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.72  5.00  0.66    2,106
  15.8    5.8  73.7    1.7    1.9    1.1 UNIVERSITY  4.59  5.00  0.83    7,999

13 The instructor made the class intellectually stimulating
  29.4    0.0  70.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.71  5.00  0.47       17
  14.8    7.1  72.9    2.4    2.1    0.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.55  5.00  0.89    1,542
  14.5    7.4  71.4    2.3    2.5    1.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.92    2,113
  16.5    9.9  62.2    4.3    4.5    2.5 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.11    8,004

14 The instructor encouraged the students to be actively involved in the material through discussion, assignments, and other activities
  11.8    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.33       17
  12.9    3.6  80.3    2.0    0.8    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.71  5.00  0.70    1,535
  12.9    3.9  79.3    1.7    1.1    1.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.69  5.00  0.73    2,104
  15.6    6.6  70.9    2.6    2.7    1.7 UNIVERSITY  4.52  5.00  0.93    7,989

15 My overall rating of the teaching
  17.6    0.0  82.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.82  5.00  0.39       17
  17.0    6.4  72.2    3.1    1.3    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.56  5.00  0.85    1,532
  17.4    6.3  71.8    3.0    1.4    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.85    2,099
  19.4   10.0  63.3    4.0    3.3    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.35  5.00  1.03    7,955

16 My overall rating of this course
  35.3    0.0  64.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.65  5.00  0.49       17
  21.6    7.9  66.8    2.1    1.7    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.86    1,507
  22.1    7.8  66.3    2.2    1.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.49  5.00  0.85    2,070
  22.5   12.4  56.4    4.7    3.9    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.08    7,878
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24 Additional Question 1
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   5.3   14.7  76.0    0.0    4.0    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.49  5.00  1.02       75
   6.8   14.4  75.4    0.0    3.4    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.51  5.00  0.98      118
  13.3   13.3  65.8    1.5    6.1    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.14      857

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

   4.3   17.1  75.7    0.0    2.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.97       70
   5.6   16.7  75.9    0.0    1.9    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.90      108
  12.1   10.7  71.4    1.1    4.6    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.45  5.00  1.04      791

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

   3.1   16.9  76.9    0.0    3.1    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.99       65
   6.8   16.5  74.8    0.0    1.9    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.52  5.00  0.91      103
  13.0   12.3  67.7    1.8    5.2    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.36  5.00  1.10      775

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

   4.8   15.9  76.2    0.0    3.2    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.98       63
   5.9   15.7  76.5    0.0    2.0    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.90      102
  14.5   14.8  61.4    4.0    5.2    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.16      770

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

   4.8   15.9  76.2    0.0    3.2    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.51  5.00  0.98       63
   5.9   15.8  76.2    0.0    2.0    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.90      101
  12.9   12.9  66.5    2.5    5.3    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.33  5.00  1.13      770
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Questions for Online Courses

1 The course orientation provided at the beginning of the semester was adequate.
   5.9    5.9  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.82  5.00  0.53       17
  15.6    5.2  70.2    1.2    0.9    6.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.64  5.00  0.74      966
  16.1    5.2  69.7    1.3    1.1    6.6 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.76    1,369
  18.1    7.4  64.3    2.1    2.3    5.8 UNIVERSITY  4.49  5.00  0.91    4,889

2 The course promoted active interaction (e.g., discussions, exchanging ideas, collaborative projects and assignments, etc.) among students.
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.34       16
  14.7    6.5  72.7    3.1    1.3    1.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.57  5.00  0.86      965
  14.8    6.2  70.9    2.6    2.5    3.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.92    1,367
  17.0    9.2  62.4    4.0    4.2    3.3 UNIVERSITY  4.34  5.00  1.09    4,895

3 There was sufficient interaction between the student and the instructor.
  17.6    0.0  82.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.82  5.00  0.39       17
  18.7    7.8  66.9    3.5    2.1    1.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.46  5.00  0.93      967
  18.0    8.4  64.8    3.8    2.3    2.6 COL/SCHL/INST  4.43  5.00  0.97    1,370
  17.9   11.6  57.0    5.5    5.4    2.5 UNIVERSITY  4.19  5.00  1.18    4,881

4 The course website was updated as needed to keep students informed.
  11.8    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.33       17
  13.9    5.2  77.1    1.9    1.2    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.65  5.00  0.77      962
  14.5    5.4  76.5    1.5    1.2    0.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.65  5.00  0.76    1,364
  15.8    7.2  70.3    2.9    2.6    1.2 UNIVERSITY  4.50  5.00  0.94    4,877

5 The course website presented course materials (syllabus, learning modules, assignments, course schedule, etc.) in a user-friendly format.
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
  13.3    4.4  79.9    0.8    1.2    0.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.70  5.00  0.70      964
  13.3    4.0  80.2    1.0    1.1    0.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.71  5.00  0.69    1,364
  15.6    6.1  73.4    2.1    2.1    0.6 UNIVERSITY  4.57  5.00  0.87    4,876

6 The course resources (e.g., tutorials, learning modules, examples, E-Reserves)  were sufficient to meet learning objectives set by the instructor.
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
  15.5    4.0  76.1    1.3    1.1    1.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.67  5.00  0.72      965
  15.2    4.8  74.7    1.7    1.2    2.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.65  5.00  0.76    1,366
  16.4    7.7  68.0    2.6    2.9    2.4 UNIVERSITY  4.48  5.00  0.96    4,884

7 There was a sense of shared learning in the course.
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
  17.5    6.9  68.1    3.1    2.4    2.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.49  5.00  0.93      966
  17.2    7.5  66.3    3.0    3.1    2.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.45  5.00  0.98    1,369
  17.5   11.6  56.7    5.0    6.0    3.1 UNIVERSITY  4.18  5.00  1.20    4,889

8 The technology used in the course supported learning.
   5.9    0.0  94.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.94  5.00  0.24       17
  14.6    4.9  76.8    1.3    1.3    1.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.66  5.00  0.75      965
  14.7    4.8  76.5    1.3    1.3    1.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.66  5.00  0.75    1,366
  16.5    8.0  69.7    2.1    2.4    1.4 UNIVERSITY  4.51  5.00  0.91    4,883
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9 There was sufficient assistance with technological problems.
   5.9    0.0  58.8    0.0    0.0   35.3 CLASS  4.91  5.00  0.30       17
  11.3    4.1  57.4    1.5    0.8   25.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.64  5.00  0.77      957
  11.2    4.3  55.9    1.4    0.7   26.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.76    1,353
  13.4    6.5  49.8    1.8    2.3   26.2 UNIVERSITY  4.44  5.00  0.97    4,839

10 The library resources, including library databases, were adequate for the course.
   0.0    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0   11.8 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       17
  14.8    4.8  60.2    1.0    0.3   18.8 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.65  5.00  0.69      955
  14.6    4.7  56.3    1.0    0.4   23.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.70    1,349
  15.0    6.7  52.7    1.4    1.3   22.9 UNIVERSITY  4.51  5.00  0.86    4,798

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

  11.8    0.0  88.2    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.33       17
  12.9    3.4  79.5    1.3    0.5    2.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.74  5.00  0.64      958
  12.9    3.6  79.4    1.2    0.5    2.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.74  5.00  0.63    1,352
  14.6    4.8  75.1    1.5    1.3    2.7 UNIVERSITY  4.65  5.00  0.76    4,843

11b Streaming media (podcasts, vodcasts, streaming video)
  11.8    0.0  70.6    0.0    0.0   17.6 CLASS  4.86  5.00  0.36       17
  13.5    3.7  56.8    0.9    0.7   24.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.65  5.00  0.72      956
  12.4    3.5  52.7    1.1    0.7   29.6 COL/SCHL/INST  4.64  5.00  0.74    1,350
  12.9    5.8  49.2    1.9    2.0   28.2 UNIVERSITY  4.47  5.00  0.95    4,825

11c Telecourse (e.g., GMU-TV)
   0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0  100.0 CLASS NA NA NA       15
   1.2    1.5   6.3    0.3    0.4   90.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.30  5.00  1.12      936
   1.7    1.7   8.7    0.2    0.5   87.3 COL/SCHL/INST  4.41  5.00  1.02    1,326
   2.8    2.8  12.8    0.8    1.5   79.3 UNIVERSITY  4.18  5.00  1.24    4,760

11d Synchronous learning system (e.g., Elluminate, Adobe Connect)
  11.8    0.0  35.3    0.0    0.0   52.9 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46       17
   4.2    2.2  21.6    0.9    0.6   70.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.53  5.00  0.92      936
   3.8    2.0  19.7    0.6    0.8   73.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.94    1,326
   4.3    2.9  16.4    0.9    1.5   74.0 UNIVERSITY  4.28  5.00  1.15    4,751

11e Discussion board
  11.8    5.9  82.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.76  5.00  0.56       17
  14.8    5.8  68.5    2.0    1.5    7.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.83      958
  12.9    5.3  68.6    1.6    1.3   10.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.79    1,353
  14.0    6.8  61.9    2.2    2.7   12.5 UNIVERSITY  4.49  5.00  0.96    4,838

11f Wikis
   0.0    5.9  23.5    0.0    0.0   70.6 CLASS  4.60  5.00  0.89       17
   6.2    3.0  17.1    0.5    0.8   72.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.38  5.00  0.97      947
   5.5    2.4  15.5    0.6    0.8   75.3 COL/SCHL/INST  4.38  5.00  0.99    1,339
   4.1    3.6  14.6    1.1    1.7   74.9 UNIVERSITY  4.14  5.00  1.22    4,776
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11g Blogs
   5.9    5.9  76.5    0.0    0.0   11.8 CLASS  4.80  5.00  0.56       17
   5.5    2.5  22.7    0.7    0.4   68.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.54  5.00  0.84      943
   5.8    2.3  23.3    0.9    0.5   67.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.86    1,337
   5.3    3.8  23.1    1.5    1.7   64.6 UNIVERSITY  4.32  5.00  1.12    4,763
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General Questions

29 What aspects of the course and the way it was taught helped you to learn?
Dr. Dodman is very helpful when I email her to ask questions. I also enjoyed the textbook that we read this semester, Making Thinking Visible. This book helped me to
immediately make positive changes in my classroom. I also enjoyed both try-it activities.
Dr. Dodman was extremely wonderful at getting back to me with any questions I had and being open and honest about our assignments. She provided effective feedback
that truly helped me to better understand the assignments and course content.
Enjoyed giving/getting feedback on video lessons
Liked the variety of journal articles we read and that we could pick ones specific to what we teach
I learned the most from the formative and summative video analysis.  These seemed the most appropriate for the time allotted in the course.

I liked that it was online and it gave me the freedom to work on it as I wanted to.  I also appreciate the different ideas that were presented by the profesor as well as through
the discussion board.
I really like the online format of this class.

I really liked having a critical friend to work with and get feedback from on the authentic assessment.

Reading what other class members wrote and their thoughts assisted in me seeing someone else's view and allowed me to take it into fact with mine and come up with a
better solution.
The content in the course provided a channel for reflection and was applicable to instruction.

The course was extremely well organized and that made it much easier to handle the work load! The instructor was very prompt with feedback and when answering
questions.
The detailed modules were very helpful and the project's standards and rubrics were very thorough.

The feedback was very helpful.  The professor challenged us to be critical reflectors of our teaching and use resources to support our understanding.

The most important aspect of this course was videotaping my teaching and then evaluating it. It really helped me think about my own practice and forced me to get out of
my comfort zone. This was not easy, but at the end, I really appreciate the opportunity to challenge myself and grow as a teacher.
The online class was well laid out. It helped that it correlated with my teaching practice. Most of what I was working on in the class could be applied directly to my
classroom instruction. The part the proved to be the most beneficial was the formative and summative analysis. Those pieces allowed me to look at my teaching
constructively, tweaking my approach to help the students better connect with their peers and the material.

I appreciated that Dr. Dodman responded to concerns and challenges that presented themselves over the semester.
Weekly Modules posted at the beginning of each work week; frequent, positive and constructive feedback from the instructor assisted in learning; during collaborative
sessions the instructor created an environment of rich and purposeful discussion and certainly the textbook and the readings.
What I liked the most about this course was that Visible Thinking routines were used in our weekly discussions. The content and various resources were relevant and
interesting.

30 What modification do you suggest for the next time the course is taught?
Cross checking due dates with the modules

Did not really like the book
Did not find collaborate sessions helpful/useful
Faster feedback in projects and assignments

I am really happy with how the course is structured and delivered. The focus is on practice and this is the most beneficial for me. I think that Collaborate sessions were
great and I would like to even have them more often, but I understand that this would be hard in an online environment.
I do not currently have any changes that I would suggest making to this course.

I struggled with the authentic assessment task, mainly because it didn't seem emphasized until the end and it was a bit crunched between the time it was introduced to when
it was due. It seemed that it could be combined with the summative video analysis
I suggest to reduce the amount of readings and discussion questions per week. I felt overwhelmed many times.

I think everything was helpful.  I do not feel that discussion posts are always helpful...so maybe limiting those to a few discussion posts in the course would be great.

I think that it would be nice to have more then one critical friend in the video analysis.  I personally would have liked to be paired with something who had a bit more
teaching experience so that I could have had more trained eyes on my lessons.
It would be helpful if we received feedback from the instructor on our assignments.  For the first half of the course, we did not receive any feedback and therefore, did not
know how we were doing.
None

Overall the course was good, some weeks there were a lot of readings, but I understand this is needed for understanding of material.

Plan it so that the portfolio reflection, final discussion board, and assessment analysis aren't due the same time as the case study draft in 613. It was a stressful weekend.

To have more collaborative sessions at least one more.
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48 Use the space below to provide additional comment on the distance learning experience you had in this course.
Filming of lessons was very helpful!  Really enjoyed the online format

I had a great experience and I am really glad I decided to take this class and continue with the program. Thank you for all your work, your support and your feedback,
Professor Dodman!
Thank you Dr. Dodman for another very informative class!

Thank you!

The new blackboard collaborative is not as user friendly as the older version

This was a great course and Dr. Dodman was one of the best professors I have had at GMU! I'm sorry that she won't be teaching any of the Spring courses!

i do have any additional suggestions. I really liked this course and the content I learned has made tremendous influence on my perspective about teaching and learning in
21st century.
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