
11 January 2019GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY
STUDENT INSTRUCTIONAL RATING SYSTEM REPORT Page 1  of 6

SEMESTER: Fall 2018

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

NAME:

PERCENTAGES

COLLEGE:
DEPT:

COURSE:

S
-
-
-
D
NA

(5)
(4)
(3)
(2)
(1)

STRONGLY AGREE
- - -  - - -
- - -  - - -
- - -  - - -

STRONGLY DISAGREE
NOT APPLICABLE

11
8

ENROLLED:
RESPONSES:

TITLE: Design/Assess Tchg and Lrn

Dodman, Stephanie L
Education & Human Development
Graduate School of Education
EDUC-614-DL5  EDUC-614-DL4

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION 5 4 3 2 1 0
0008 00
7001 00
0007 01
8000 00
0008 00
0000 08
0170 00

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
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#
RESP

General Questions

1 Course requirements and expectations were clear
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46        8
  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
  42.9    0.0  57.1    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.57  5.00  0.53        7
  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
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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.
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
  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        8
   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        8
  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
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
  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
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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
  12.5   12.5  62.5    0.0    0.0   12.5 CLASS  4.57  5.00  0.79        8
  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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
  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
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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        8
  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
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46        8
  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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
  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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        1
   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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        1
   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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        1
   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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        1
   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
   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        1
   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.
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46        8
  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.
  25.0   12.5  62.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.50  5.00  0.76        8
  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.
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46        8
  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        8
  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.
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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.
  12.5    0.0  87.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.88  5.00  0.35        8
  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.
  12.5   12.5  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.63  5.00  0.74        8
  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.
  14.3   14.3  71.4    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.57  5.00  0.79        7
  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.
  12.5   12.5  62.5    0.0    0.0   12.5 CLASS  4.57  5.00  0.79        8
  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.
  37.5    0.0  62.5    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.63  5.00  0.52        8
  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

   0.0    0.0 100.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
  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)
  12.5   12.5  37.5    0.0    0.0   37.5 CLASS  4.40  5.00  0.89        8
  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  12.5    0.0    0.0   87.5 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
   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  37.5    0.0    0.0   62.5 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
   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
  12.5    0.0  75.0    0.0   12.5    0.0 CLASS  4.38  5.00  1.41        8
  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  25.0    0.0    0.0   75.0 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00        8
   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
   0.0   12.5  50.0   12.5    0.0   25.0 CLASS  4.17  5.00  1.33        8
   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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29 What aspects of the course and the way it was taught helped you to learn?
Differentiation readings and videos (especially videos!);
Critical friend feedback; specific directions for uploading videos and including video clips to Kaltura
Dr. Dodman did an excellent job structuring the weekly modules in an interesting, interactive way. The resources she provided for our learning helped me understand the
content and allowed me to go deeper into pieces of content I was more curious about. The assignments also allowed for more choice on what I wanted to study while
making sure I was touching on the many different pieces of assessment design and authentic use of technology. My two favorite modules were the differentiated instruction
module and the technology module. The readings assigned during the differentiated instruction module have completely changed me as a teacher and opened my eyes to a
whole new perspective in my classroom. My favorite assignment was the Technology Blog. I've bookmarked Kathy Schrock's website and reference it often. I also thought
the video feedback on our formative video analysis was a fantastic way to feel like I was having a face to face session with Dr. Dodman while being at home. Thank you
Dr. Dodman for making an online class feel personal and understanding the needs of our class!! I've already raved to fellow classmates in other classes that they will really
enjoy this course even though it is online!
Dr. Dodman is extremely organized and very helpful. I appreciated the time she took to provide extensive feedback on all assignments. I was blown away by the multiple
forms of feedback she gave me (videos, comments, emails, etc.) I feel like I truly benefitted from this course, and I hope to have this professor again in the future.
Dr. Dodman is very knowledgeable and passionate about her courses which is motivating to me as a student. She provides a detailed syllabus, engaging resources and
articles, and provides constructive feedback
I liked that I was able to listen to the professor share some of the information in a recording that was made. I didn't have to read all the time. I could listen and process
information at times.
I truly appreciated the student analysis portion!

It helped me learn new strategies and ideas to use in my classroom.

30 What modification do you suggest for the next time the course is taught?
Collaborative sessions were difficult to access (couldn't always hear or see the speaker)

I have always struggled to understand the value of discussion posts where comments are a part of the expectation. I have never found value in that. I can understand having
to submit something to show that I have been completing the coursework, but the comments to peers have always seemed like more of a chore. However, I did appreciate
my critical friend. That was a genuine form of communication that I looked forward to.
I suggest putting the information in one central location.

I would like to see a little more coaching on how to give feedback or what feedback might look like to a peer. I felt that I was not able to see how the feedback impacted my
critical friend. However, that might just be one of the downsides of an online class. Overall, the class was truly excellent. Kudos to Dr. Dodman!
If possible, more flexibility in due dates. I am part of the FCPS cohort and at my school we are working in CLTs to write assessments, plan and pace our curriculum. They
didn't always align to the class due dates. It was difficult to stay with my team due to the assignment due dates. As future GMU classes approach, I will mention this to the
professors because I am also on a summative evaluation year and we have to be paced with our team.
None

None.
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48 Use the space below to provide additional comment on the distance learning experience you had in this course.
Dr. Dodman has been extremely patient with me, as I have transitioned into the instructional coach role. She took the time to truly talk to me, and it was evident that she
honestly cared. I have a huge identity shift with the class, and I will never forget Dr.Dodman for her careful attention to my personal and professional issues.
Thank you!

The use of technology stretched my elementary experience and thinking for future planning for my students.

This class helped me try new tasks with my class. I have tried different ways of getting my students to think about the work they are doing in class. My students enjoyed
participating in the video taping and try its.
This was a valuable class. I was able to apply a lot of what I learned to my own classroom, and that is something I truly appreciate. This was an authentic and practical
learning experience.
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