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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
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  19.5    7.6  69.4    1.9    1.5    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.53  5.00  0.84    1,250
  18.8    7.7  69.6    2.4    1.5    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.85    1,806
  20.2    8.3  66.3    3.1    2.1    0.1 UNIVERSITY  4.46  5.00  0.92    7,171

2 The course was well organized
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
  18.5    6.6  69.5    3.0    2.3    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.92    1,236
  17.4    7.0  69.4    3.6    2.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.47  5.00  0.96    1,788
  18.9    9.0  63.9    4.4    3.6    0.1 UNIVERSITY  4.35  5.00  1.05    7,126

3 The instructor helped me to better understand the course material
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  18.3    7.3  69.1    3.0    2.1    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.91    1,246
  18.3    9.2  64.8    3.9    3.1    0.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.39  5.00  1.02    1,802
  19.2   11.4  58.6    5.0    4.7    1.0 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.13    7,156

4 Feedback (written comments and suggestions on papers, solutions provided, class discussion, etc.) was helpful.
  41.7    0.0  58.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.58  5.00  0.51       12
  18.6    6.8  69.2    2.3    2.6    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.92    1,245
  18.9    8.0  64.9    2.7    3.3    2.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.42  5.00  0.99    1,797
  18.3   10.5  59.0    4.6    4.8    2.9 UNIVERSITY  4.26  5.00  1.13    7,156

5 The instructor showed respect for the students
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
   9.4    1.7  87.8    0.4    0.6    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.83  5.00  0.52    1,249
  10.3    2.4  84.9    0.6    0.9    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.79  5.00  0.60    1,804
  11.9    3.9  80.1    1.4    1.4    1.4 UNIVERSITY  4.70  5.00  0.73    7,157

6 The instructor was accessible either in person or electronically
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
  11.5    3.5  82.0    1.3    1.1    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.73  5.00  0.69    1,242
  13.5    4.0  78.5    1.7    1.3    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.68  5.00  0.75    1,795
  14.7    5.6  73.8    2.4    2.2    1.2 UNIVERSITY  4.58  5.00  0.88    7,145

7 The course grading policy was clear
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  17.4    3.9  76.1    1.2    1.4    0.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.66  5.00  0.73    1,244
  16.9    4.7  75.1    1.7    1.4    0.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.78    1,800
  18.0    6.3  70.3    2.7    2.3    0.4 UNIVERSITY  4.52  5.00  0.91    7,153

8 Graded work reflected what was covered in the course
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  16.1    3.9  77.5    1.5    0.7    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.69  5.00  0.69    1,246
  16.7    4.7  75.2    2.3    0.9    0.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.63  5.00  0.76    1,800
  18.0    6.6  69.8    3.1    1.9    0.7 UNIVERSITY  4.52  5.00  0.90    7,143
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9 The assignments (projects, papers, presentations, etc.) helped me learn the material
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.45       12
  17.8    6.3  71.6    2.5    1.5    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.56  5.00  0.84    1,245
  17.6    6.7  69.0    3.6    2.2    1.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.49  5.00  0.93    1,800
  19.7    9.3  62.8    4.2    2.9    1.1 UNIVERSITY  4.37  5.00  1.01    7,152

10 The textbook and/or assigned readings helped me understand the material
  41.7    0.0  58.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.58  5.00  0.51       12
  19.4    8.8  65.3    2.4    1.7    2.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.48  5.00  0.89    1,246
  17.9    9.3  63.5    3.3    2.7    3.3 COL/SCHL/INST  4.41  5.00  0.99    1,800
  19.0    9.8  57.0    3.8    3.5    6.9 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.06    7,150

11 Assignments and exams were returned in a reasonable amount of time
  36.4    0.0  63.6    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.64  5.00  0.50       11
  16.0    5.6  73.1    2.3    2.3    0.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.57  5.00  0.88    1,241
  15.8    5.6  72.4    2.5    2.5    1.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.90    1,793
  17.6    6.9  67.2    3.0    3.4    1.9 UNIVERSITY  4.45  5.00  0.99    7,121

12 The instructor covered the important aspects of the course as outlined in the syllabus
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  14.9    4.7  78.7    0.9    0.6    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.71  5.00  0.65    1,246
  15.4    5.3  76.4    1.4    0.9    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.66  5.00  0.73    1,799
  17.9    6.9  70.3    2.3    1.8    0.8 UNIVERSITY  4.54  5.00  0.86    7,148

13 The instructor made the class intellectually stimulating
  41.7    0.0  58.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.58  5.00  0.51       12
  17.4    7.8  69.7    2.5    2.3    0.4 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.50  5.00  0.91    1,244
  18.1    9.3  64.2    3.6    3.6    1.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.37  5.00  1.04    1,798
  18.7   10.7  58.6    5.0    5.1    2.0 UNIVERSITY  4.23  5.00  1.15    7,147

14 The instructor encouraged the students to be actively involved in the material through discussion, assignments, and other activities
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  14.3    3.5  79.0    1.7    1.4    0.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.68  5.00  0.74    1,242
  14.6    5.4  74.8    2.2    2.2    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.59  5.00  0.86    1,794
  16.6    7.3  68.9    3.1    2.7    1.4 UNIVERSITY  4.48  5.00  0.96    7,143

15 My overall rating of the teaching
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  17.7    7.3  70.8    2.4    1.8    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.53  5.00  0.87    1,243
  19.1    8.5  66.5    3.3    2.6    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.44  5.00  0.96    1,791
  20.3   11.3  60.4    4.3    3.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.29  5.00  1.07    7,101

16 My overall rating of this course
  33.3    0.0  66.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.67  5.00  0.49       12
  22.5    9.3  62.7    3.6    1.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.41  5.00  0.93    1,234
  22.9   10.2  59.5    4.4    3.0    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.32  5.00  1.02    1,777
  24.0   13.8  52.7    5.2    4.2    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.16  5.00  1.11    7,045
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24 Additional Question 1
NA NANA NA NA NA CLASS NA NA NA        0

   5.0   21.7  70.0    0.0    3.3    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.38  5.00  1.04       60
   7.6   17.1  72.4    0.0    2.9    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.47  5.00  0.97      105
  14.7   13.7  63.5    2.4    5.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.28  5.00  1.14      715

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

   1.9   22.6  71.7    0.0    3.8    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.38  5.00  1.08       53
   6.3   17.9  72.6    0.0    3.2    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.45  5.00  1.00       95
  13.2   11.6  69.5    0.9    4.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.42  5.00  1.05      653

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

   2.0   19.6  74.5    0.0    3.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.43  5.00  1.06       51
   5.4   17.2  74.2    0.0    3.2    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.47  5.00  1.00       93
  12.6   15.0  66.2    1.1    5.1    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.34  5.00  1.10      642

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

   2.0   21.6  72.5    0.0    3.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.39  5.00  1.08       51
   6.5   16.3  73.9    0.0    3.3    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.48  5.00  0.99       92
  15.2   16.8  59.5    2.8    5.7    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.20  5.00  1.16      637

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

   0.0   23.5  72.5    0.0    3.9    0.0 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.37  5.00  1.09       51
   4.3   17.4  75.0    0.0    3.3    0.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.48  5.00  1.00       92
  14.6   13.2  64.3    2.0    5.8    0.0 UNIVERSITY  4.29  5.00  1.14      635
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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  0.45       12
  19.1    5.5  63.4    1.2    0.7   10.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.59  5.00  0.73      890
  18.5    6.5  63.2    1.7    1.2    9.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.55  5.00  0.81    1,300
  19.8    7.6  60.8    2.9    2.3    6.6 UNIVERSITY  4.43  5.00  0.94    4,096

2 The course promoted active interaction (e.g., discussions, exchanging ideas, collaborative projects and assignments, etc.) among students.
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
  19.2    7.3  67.8    3.5    0.8    1.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.52  5.00  0.84      891
  18.9    8.4  64.7    3.3    2.6    2.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.43  5.00  0.97    1,304
  19.6    9.7  59.8    3.9    4.4    2.6 UNIVERSITY  4.30  5.00  1.09    4,098

3 There was sufficient interaction between the student and the instructor.
  41.7    0.0  58.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.58  5.00  0.51       12
  18.7    9.6  66.4    2.4    2.5    0.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.45  5.00  0.94      886
  17.5   11.2  62.2    3.6    4.5    1.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.30  5.00  1.10    1,298
  20.3   11.7  55.0    5.3    5.7    2.0 UNIVERSITY  4.16  5.00  1.18    4,091

4 The course website was updated as needed to keep students informed.
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  14.8    6.2  74.5    1.6    1.9    0.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.60  5.00  0.83      883
  15.9    7.0  71.7    2.2    2.2    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.89    1,292
  18.0    7.4  68.3    3.0    2.4    0.9 UNIVERSITY  4.48  5.00  0.93    4,078

5 The course website presented course materials (syllabus, learning modules, assignments, course schedule, etc.) in a user-friendly format.
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
  15.1    6.2  75.2    1.8    1.1    0.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.62  5.00  0.78      887
  15.4    6.7  74.1    2.0    1.4    0.5 COL/SCHL/INST  4.59  5.00  0.81    1,299
  17.2    6.6  71.3    2.3    2.2    0.6 UNIVERSITY  4.54  5.00  0.88    4,087

6 The course resources (e.g., tutorials, learning modules, examples, E-Reserves)  were sufficient to meet learning objectives set by the instructor.
  25.0    0.0  75.0    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.45       12
  17.0    5.6  72.9    1.7    1.3    1.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.61  5.00  0.79      889
  16.9    7.2  69.7    2.0    2.2    1.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.89    1,299
  19.1    7.7  64.9    3.0    3.0    2.2 UNIVERSITY  4.43  5.00  0.98    4,092

7 There was a sense of shared learning in the course.
  16.7    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.83  5.00  0.39       12
  19.9    8.4  64.9    2.8    2.5    1.5 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.44  5.00  0.94      890
  19.3    9.8  61.2    3.5    4.1    2.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.33  5.00  1.07    1,302
  19.3   12.0  54.5    4.7    6.4    3.0 UNIVERSITY  4.14  5.00  1.21    4,095

8 The technology used in the course supported learning.
   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  17.3    6.7  73.1    1.5    0.6    0.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.62  5.00  0.73      886
  16.9    7.7  71.0    2.2    1.2    0.9 COL/SCHL/INST  4.56  5.00  0.82    1,298
  19.2    8.8  66.3    2.7    1.7    1.3 UNIVERSITY  4.48  5.00  0.89    4,089



13 February 2017GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY
STUDENT INSTRUCTIONAL RATING SYSTEM REPORT Page 5  of 6

SEMESTER: Fall 2016

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

NAME:

PERCENTAGES

COLLEGE:
DEPT:

COURSE:

S
-
-
-
D
NA

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

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

STRONGLY DISAGREE
NOT APPLICABLE

18
12

ENROLLED:
RESPONSES:

TITLE: Design/Assess Tchg and Lrn

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

ITEMS
(5)
S

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

#
RESP

9 There was sufficient assistance with technological problems.
  16.7    0.0  50.0    0.0    0.0   33.3 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.46       12
  13.4    4.9  50.2    1.4    1.2   28.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.55  5.00  0.84      881
  13.1    5.2  48.9    1.8    1.9   29.2 COL/SCHL/INST  4.49  5.00  0.93    1,289
  15.5    7.0  46.7    2.1    2.7   26.0 UNIVERSITY  4.37  5.00  1.02    4,060

10 The library resources, including library databases, were adequate for the course.
  25.0    0.0  58.3    0.0    0.0   16.7 CLASS  4.70  5.00  0.48       12
  15.5    4.5  58.7    0.8    0.3   20.1 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.65  5.00  0.67      875
  14.6    5.9  53.9    1.1    1.4   23.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.54  5.00  0.84    1,280
  15.8    7.0  51.2    1.7    1.7   22.6 UNIVERSITY  4.46  5.00  0.91    4,022

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

   8.3    0.0  91.7    0.0    0.0    0.0 CLASS  4.92  5.00  0.29       12
  16.1    3.2  76.4    1.8    0.3    2.2 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.70  5.00  0.65      882
  15.1    4.4  75.9    1.7    0.5    2.4 COL/SCHL/INST  4.68  5.00  0.69    1,289
  17.0    5.1  72.8    1.4    1.2    2.7 UNIVERSITY  4.63  5.00  0.75    4,049

11b Streaming media (podcasts, vodcasts, streaming video)
   0.0    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0   16.7 CLASS  5.00  5.00  0.00       12
  14.5    3.9  49.8    1.0    0.6   30.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.60  5.00  0.73      878
  13.8    4.5  47.0    1.2    1.2   32.1 COL/SCHL/INST  4.53  5.00  0.84    1,282
  15.2    5.8  45.0    1.5    1.9   30.5 UNIVERSITY  4.44  5.00  0.94    4,018

11c Telecourse (e.g., GMU-TV)
   0.0    0.0   0.0    0.0    0.0  100.0 CLASS NA NA NA       12
   1.8    1.3  10.3    0.6    0.7   85.3 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.40  5.00  1.10      873
   2.2    1.8  10.5    0.9    1.3   83.3 COL/SCHL/INST  4.17  5.00  1.28    1,270
   3.2    2.0  11.7    0.8    1.5   80.7 UNIVERSITY  4.18  5.00  1.24    3,984

11d Synchronous learning system (e.g., Elluminate, Adobe Connect)
   8.3    0.0  16.7    0.0    0.0   75.0 CLASS  4.67  5.00  0.58       12
   6.6    2.8  22.9    0.6    1.3   65.9 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.45  5.00  0.98      868
   5.4    2.9  19.7    0.8    1.5   69.7 COL/SCHL/INST  4.35  5.00  1.08    1,266
   4.3    2.8  16.6    0.8    1.7   73.7 UNIVERSITY  4.27  5.00  1.17    3,966

11e Discussion board
   8.3    0.0  83.3    0.0    0.0    8.3 CLASS  4.91  5.00  0.30       12
  16.5    7.5  66.0    1.9    1.5    6.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.54  5.00  0.85      884
  15.3    7.0  63.6    2.0    2.1   10.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.51  5.00  0.91    1,291
  16.4    7.5  60.0    2.6    2.5   11.1 UNIVERSITY  4.45  5.00  0.96    4,053

11f Wikis
   8.3    0.0  25.0    0.0    0.0   66.7 CLASS  4.75  5.00  0.50       12
   6.4    2.5  19.7    1.3    1.4   68.7 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.34  5.00  1.08      871
   5.3    3.2  16.7    1.2    1.7   72.0 COL/SCHL/INST  4.22  5.00  1.17    1,271
   4.8    3.0  15.6    1.1    1.8   73.8 UNIVERSITY  4.19  5.00  1.20    3,989
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11g Blogs
   8.3    0.0  33.3    0.0    0.0   58.3 CLASS  4.80  5.00  0.45       12
   4.9    2.4  20.1    1.3    0.7   70.6 DEPT/PROGRAM  4.45  5.00  0.98      870
   5.0    3.5  21.5    1.3    0.9   67.8 COL/SCHL/INST  4.39  5.00  1.03    1,272
   5.4    3.4  20.1    1.2    1.5   68.4 UNIVERSITY  4.31  5.00  1.11    3,985
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General Questions

29 What aspects of the course and the way it was taught helped you to learn?
I really enjoy how Dr. Dodman engages with her learners. Although this was an online class, I felt like she was very present. Through her email reminders, responses to
questions, and overall presence online, she is very supportive of her students. I love having her as a professor. I enjoyed our online collaborate sessions and that helped
make it a bit more interactive and engaging.
I really liked the weekly module style of class. I was able to work in small chunks and work ahead if needed. The few online meetings were helpful to clarify larger
assignments or tasks.
Online face to face sessions were helpful.

The collaborate sessions provided a nice way to interact with professor and classmates.

The collaboration sessions and the group discussion boards helped me to learn the material

The fact that this course fit into the larger whole of this ASTL program made it all clear to me.  Being required to constantly connect to course readings helped a great deal
as well.
The modules were well organized and the timing of due dates made the information very accessible and the work load doable.

The readings and the activities we had to do in class required us to try different aspects of making thinking visible. It was nice to try some of the activities and then get
some feedback from the instructor or peers.
The set up of the weekly modules were helpful, as were opening the modules a few days early prior to the official start of them.

30 What modification do you suggest for the next time the course is taught?
Having some models or examples for more of the assignments would help.  I know that I would have appreciated having an example or two for the technology try it.

I actually thought this class was really we done online.

I do not have any recommendations.

I have no modifications to suggest other than class size.  It was a very large class.

I thought it was great!

None. I really enjoyed the course and found it useful in my teaching.

Of course as an online class, there is much more writing involved. I don't think this can be changed, so I would suggest that nothing needs to be changed.

none
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48 Use the space below to provide additional comment on the distance learning experience you had in this course.
Despite some personal time and family struggles, the class worked out well.

I really appreciated having access to new modules earlier than the day they began.  Access to required course documents, such as rubrics and readings, was basically perfect
throughout the entire course.  Dr. Dodman is clearly very organized and thorough.
I really appreciated the timely manner in which our assignments were returned to us. I also appreciated the timely answers to any emailed questions I had. The instructors
were available and gave feedback when they could. When problems arose, they were there to support the students.
I really enjoyed this course with Professor Dodman. All of the course we did in the course was relevant and I did not feeling like I was doing busy work. I do think the
discussion boards were pretty heavy because we had to respond to all of our peers. Truthfully, I hardly read what my peers write back to me, so this was the only aspect of
the class that I felt was timely and not very beneficial.
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