SEMESTER: SUMMER 2007 GECORGE MASON UNIVERSITY August 22, 2007

ETUDENT INSTRUCTIOMAL RATINKG SYSTEM REPORT 42004250
STUDENTS ENROLLED TH THIS CLASS: 35 COMPLETED FORMS: 25
INSTRUCTCOR INFORMATION RESPONSE KEY
RAME: Briggeman,Jason J 5. . . . STROMGLY AGREE. . .(5)
COLLEGE: Humanities & Social Sciences R T |
DEPT: Economics T e Y T R ORI T | ]
COURSE: ECON 311 B T et e e
SECTION: COl D, . .STROMGLY DISAGREE. . .[1l)
HA ., . .NOT APPLICABLE . . . (&)
DEMOGRAPHIC THFORMATION
1 2 3 4 2

Am't of effort put into the course: 1 very low S=very high o 1 10 8 4
Times abgcent from cls: le=0-1 2=2-3 3=d-5 4=56-7 =8 or more 20 4 9 1] 1]
Expected Grades: l=F 2ab Jal 4=B S=A i ] 3 13 a
Class Level: l=Fresh I=5oph 3=Jr 4=5r S=Grad o 3 [ 13 1
Cvr'll GPA: l=haelow 2.0 23=2-2.5 3=2.51-3.0 4=3.01-3.5 5=3.51-4 o 2 6 14 [
Course is: S=required 4=elective 3=gen ed 2=0cher o o 8 16 a
FERCENTAGES
{1) (2} {3) {4) {5} (6]} #
ITEMS o] - HA ARER MEAN MEDIAN 5.0 Resp
1. Course re'mts were clearly o.o 0.0 4.3 21.7 73.9 0.0 CLASS 4.70 5.0 0.56 23
stated in the syllabus 0.3 0.9 5.3 22.2 71.3 a.0 DEPT/PROGRAM 4.63 5.0 0.65 342
0.4 0.9 3.5 15.8 79.2 g.1 COL/SCHLS INST 4.73 5.0 0.62 4.448
0.6 1.4 4.8 19.7 T3.3 0.2 UNIVERSITY 4.64 5.0 Q.70 15,339
2. The course was well 0.0 Q.0 2B.0 44,0 8.0 a.o CLASS 4,00 4.0 a.76 25
organized 0.3 1.8 2.6 2.1 3.2 a.o0 DEFT/PROGRAEM 4.46 5.0 a.76 342
0.g% 1.7 6.3 19.1 T72.0 a.o COL/SCHLSINST 4.60 5.0 0.75 4,41B
1.3 2.3 B.2 22.5 65.7 0.1 UNIVERSITY 4.43 5.0 0.84 15,240
3. The instructor explained 0.0 0.0 16.0 52.0 32.0 g.o CLASS 4.16 4.0 0.68 25
cthe material clearly 1.2 5.8 15.4 27.3 50.3 o.o0 DEPT/PROGRAM 4.20 5.0 0.98 Jdd
0.9 2.2 7.8 21.5% 67.6 a.0 COL/SCHL/INST 4.53 5.0 0.80 4,442
1.7 1.4 10.0 23.6 61.3 0.1 UNIVERSITY 4.39 5.0 0.92 15,330
4, Comments and suggestions a.0 4.0 24 .0 28.0 32.0 12.0 CLASS 4.00 4.0 0.93 25
on returned material helpfu 4.1 6.5 15.1 26.1 41.9 7.3 DEFT/PROGRAM 4.07 4.0 1.058 341
1.2 2.8 7.9 1.9 5d.5 3.8 COL/SCHL, INST 4.49 5.0 0.885 4,430
1.9 3.9 10.2 20.7 E6.2 Tl UNIVERSITY 4.15% 5.0 0.97 15, 2486
5. The instructor showed g.a 0.0 4.2 25.0 70.8 0.0 CLASS 4.67 5.0 0.55 24
respect for students 0.8 1.% 5.0 8.0 T4.9 0.0 DEPT/ PROGRAM 4 .65 £.0 06.70 3319
0.6 0.8 3.0 11.7 84.0 0.0 COL/ SCHL/ INST 4.78 £.0 0.59 4,384
1.0 1.4 4.5 14.8 8.3 0.1 UNIVERSITY 4_E8 £.0 0.71 15,173
&, The instructor was acces- 0.0 0.0 a.3 20.8 70.8 0.0 CLASE 4.63 5.0 0.868 24
sible in person or electron 0.6 0.9 5.6 21.5 69.6 1.8 DEPT/PROGRAM 4.62 5.0 b.&9 313
0.4 1.0 i.1 15.1 7.9 1.5 COL/ECHL/ INST .72 £.0 0,62 4,380
.7 1.5 5.4 17.6 72.2 2.5 UNIVERSITY 4.63 5.0 0,73 15,117
7. The instructor followed a.0 0.0 o.o 20.8 9.2 9.0 CLASS 4.79 5.0 0.42 24
the stated crs. grading p'l 0.3 0.6 2.7 22.7 73.5 0.3 DEPT/FROGRAM 4.69% 5.0 0.58 139
0.3 0.5 2.5 14.5 80.5 1.6 COL/SCHL/ INST 4.77 5.0 0.54 4,427
Q.6 D.B 4.0 17.3 4.3 3.0 UMIVERSITY 4.69 5.0 Q.65 15,24%
B. The exams reflected what g.0 4.2 8.3 7.5 45.8 4.2 CLASS 4.30 4.0 0.83 24
was covered in the course 1.8 3.6 6.5 25.3 60.1 2.7 DEFT/ FROGRAM 4.43 5.0 0.91 338
0.5 1.4 3.3 15.7 66.3 12.2 COL/SCHL/ INST 4.66 5.0 0.69 4,350
1.0 2.1 5.5 16.7 57.3 17.4 UNIVERSITY 4.54 5.0 0.483 15,052
9, The as'mnts helped me 4.0 o.o 2a.0 2a.0 az.o 12.4 CLASS 4.05 4.0 0.85 25
learn the material 1.5 1.2 13.8 25.3 52.1 6.2 DEPT/PROGRAM 4.34 5.0 0.38 340
1.0 1.9 7T-B 20.6 66,6 2.2 COL/SCHL,/IMST 4.53 5.0 .80 4,414
1.6 2.8 8.6 22.4 61.1 3.5 UNIVERSITY 4.44 5.0 0.89 15,222
10. Readinga helped me understca 0.0 D.o 21.7 47.8 30.4 0.0 CLASS 4.09 4.0 0.74 23
the course topic 0.9 3.6 15.4 31.7 47.6 0.9 DEPT/PROGRAM 4.23 4.0 0.%0 338
1.1 2.4 9.3 21.7 64.1 1.5 COL/SCHL/ INST 4.4B 5.0 0.84 4,378
1.7 3.1 11.0 24.1 56.6 3.3 UNIVERSITY 4.36 5.0 0.%93 15,122



SEMESTER: SUMMEE 2007 GEORGE MARSON UNIVERSITY Bugust 22, 27047
STUDENT INSTRUCTIOMAL RATING SYSTEM REPORT 42004250
STUDENTS EMROLLED IM THIS CLASS: 35 COMPLETED FORMS: 25
INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION RESPONSE KEY
MAME: Briggeman,Jascn J B. STRONGLY AGREE, 15
COLLEGE: Humanities & Social Sciences R Sl i 14l
DEFT: Eccnomics .13}
COURSE: ECON 311 . Bw e w mw aw A3
SECTION: C21 0. . .STRONGLY DISAGREE. {1l
HA ,NOT APPLICABLE | - 18}
FERCENTAGES
1) 12} (Y (4] (5] (03] #
ITEMES 1] 8 MA ARER HEAH MEDIAH gD Resp
11, Ass'‘mnts and exams were 0.4 0.4 0.0 24.0 6.0 0.0 CLASS 4. .76 5.4 0.4& 25
returned propecly 0.3 1.2 2.7 8.0 7.9 0.0 DEFT/FROGRAM 4.72 5.0 .60 339
0.7 1.t 4.8 17.0 4.7 1.8 COLSSCHLS TNST 4 .66 5.0 a.70 4,347
1.4 2.1 6.0 18.4 66,5 5.0 UNIVERSITY 4,55 5.0 0.84 15,048
12. The ins'tr covered the im'p 0.9 0.9 B.Q 2.0 0.0 0.0 CLASS 4,52 £.0 0.85 25
aspact of the course 0.6 1.5 4,7 26.49 66,2 0.3 DEFT/FROGRAM 4,57 5.0 a.71 343
0.4 0.8 3.9 17.4 7.4 0.1 COL/SCHL/ INST 4,71 5.0 .62 4,423
o.7 1.5 5.4 0.4 1.2 0.3 UNIVERSITY 4,61 £.4 a.73 15,2397
13. The ins'tr made the class 0.0 0.9 4.0 44.0 52.0 0.4 CLASS 4.48 £.0 0.58 25
intellectually stimulating 1.8 iz i0.8 15,5 54.4 0.0 DEPT/FROGRAM 4,31 5.0 Q.93 342
1.5 2.3 7.4 15.1 9.6 0.0 COL/ SCHL/ INST 4,53 .0 .85 4,392
2.3 i.4 9.6 21.7 §2.5 0.3 UNIVERSITY 4,39 £.0 .96 15,131
14, The ins'tr encouraged 0.a 0.9 1Z.9 44.0 44.0 0.0 CLASS 4.32 4.0 0.68 25
the students to ke inwvolwved 1.8 3.3 l6.1 24.1 53.6 1.2 DEPT/FROGRAM 4,26 5.0 Q.37 336
0.4 1.6 5.% 16.0 75.4 0.3 COL/ SCHL/ INST 4. B4 5.0 0.74 4,374
1.4 2.4 B.5 18.19 7.4 0.9 UNIVERSITY 4.4%9 5.4 0.8% 15,148
OVERALL RATING OF INSTRUCTION AND COURSE
FERCENTAGES
1) 2y {3 14} (5] (8] i
ITEMS POOR (24 EX'"L HA ARER MEAN MEDIAN 5.0 Resp
15. My cverall rating of the 0.4 4,3 20.8 3T.5 478 0.q CLASS 4.08 4.9 .86 24
teaching 3,1 2.3 13.8 29,3 52.5 0.q DEPT/ FROGRAM 4.28 5.9 q9.93 341
1.0 1.4 7.9 19.% 9.8 0.q COL/SCHL/ IHST 4.56 5.9 4.76 4,375
1.5 2.6 10.5 22.8 82.8 0.9 UMIVERSITY 4,42 5.0 gd.8% 15,0386
16. My cwerall rating af this o.a 0.0 36.0 36.40 28.0 o.g CLASS 3.92 4.0 .82 25
COUTSa 1.5 2.4 19.2 36.4 40.5 0.0 DEPT/ PROGRAM 4.12 4.0 d.30 338
1.0 2.3 1z.4 26.7 57.6 o.o COLSSCHL,S INST 4.38 5.0 .86 4,299
1.9 3.6 15.1 2T.% 51.6 o.o UNIVERSITY 4.24 5.0 .96 14,833

Median is the middlemeost of the ranked scores.
mearn.
deviation would be 0.

5.D [(5tandard

Deviaticn) 1s & measure of the dispersion of scores from the
For example, if all students agree that Prof. X ls excellently prepared, the mean would be 5, and the astandard
NA responses and non-respondents are represented in percentages, buk not in other calculationa.



