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PERCENTAGES reported below are based

ASS eSSing COUI’S es and InSU'ucdon on the total number responding, which Is: 6%

t. The instructer’s explanation of course requirements . . . 1lo0

2. The instructor's preparation for each class period . . . . 100

3. Tha instructor’'s command of tha subject matter . . . 100

4. The Instructor's use of class time . . . 100

§. 'Ii'he instructor's way of summarizing or emphasizing 100
mportant points in class . . . i
T &

Overall mean for COURSE ORGANIZATION AND PLANNING Is: 5.004 The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR Institutions |s;: 4.28.

8. The instructor's ability to make clear and 83 17 4 eSS
understandable presentations . . . 00T {
7. The instructor's command of spokan English (or the “f
language used in the course) . . . 33 50 17 2 i
8. The instructor’s use of examples or illustrations to 100 FW ‘"‘;:
clarify course material . . . :
9. The instructor's use of challenging quastions or 83 17 g
problems . . . SRR
10. The Instructor’s enthusiasm for the course material . . . 100 B <
SERE AN
Overall mean for COMMUNICATION is: .77 The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR institutions is: 4.33.

AT I SR

11. The instructor's helpfulness and responsivenass to

students . . .
12. The instructor’'s respect for students . . . 100
13. Tha instructor’s concern for studant prograss . . . 100

14. The availability of extra help for this class (taking 100
into account tha gize of the class) . . .

1S. The instructor’s willingness to listen to student
questions and opinions . . . 100

Overall mean for FACULTY/STUDENT INTERACTION is: 5.00+ The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR Institutions Is: 4.33.

+ This mean is higher than the comparative mean. See page 4.

— This mean is lower than the comparative mean. See page 4, For explanation of flagging (*), sea “Number of Students Responding,” page 4.




16. The information given to students about how thay 100
would be graded . . .

17. The clarity of exam questions . . . 100

18. The exams’ coverage of important aspects of the
course . .,

100

19. The instructor’'s comments on assignments and

exams. .. 100

20. The overall quality of the textbook(s) . . . 83 17

2

pary

. The helpfuinass of assignments in undarstanding 100
course material . . .

Overall mean for ASSIGNMENTS, EXAMS, AND GRADING is: 4.97+ The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR institutions is: 4.13.

ional Methods P
sd as N Vary - .
: . Bffective: | -
22. Problems or quastions prasented by the instructor for 17 67
small group discussions . . .
23. Term paper(s) or projact(s) . . . . 83
24. Laboratory exercises for understanding important 33 50
course concepts . . .
25. Assigned projacts in which students worked 83
together . . .
26. Case studies, simulations, or role playing . . . 50 50
27. Course journals or logs required of students . . . 50 50
28. Instructor’s use of computers as aids In instruction . . 83

Means are not reported (***) for SUPPLEMENTARY INSTRUCTIONAL METHODS.

5 B
. Much Mare
4. Not © | Than Most |
it| Applicable | Coursea |
29. My learning increased in this course . . . a3
30. | made progress toward achieving course
objectives . . . 83
31. My interest in the subject area has increased . . . 67

32. This course helped me to think independently about
the subject matter . . . 67 17 17

33. This course actively involved me in what 1 was 83 17
learning . . .

Overall mean for COURSE OUTCOMES is: 4.63 The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR institutions is: 3.71.

i 5

A Much More
+." ’Not Than Most
-'Applicqble Courses: -

G. Student Effort and Invilvement
- Mark the response that'is closest to your view.

34. | studied and put effort into this course . . . 83

35. 1 was prepared for each class (writing and reading 67
assignments) . . .

36. | was challenged by this course . . . 83 17

Ovarall mean for STUDENT EFFORT AND INVOLVEMENT Is: 4,72+ The comparative mean for FOUR-YEAR iastitutions is: 3.70.

4+ This mean is higher than the comparative mean. See page 4.

— This mean is lower than the comparative mean. See page 4. For explanation of flagging (*), see "Number of Students Responding,” page 4.




The SIR |l is designed to:

o |dentify areas of strength and/or areas for improvement.
e Provide Information on new teaching methods or techniques used In class.
® Provide feedback from students about their courses.

NUMBER OF STUBENTS RESPONDING

The number of students responding can affect the results when the class is very small (fewer than 10
students are enroiled), or when fewer than two-thirds of the students enrolled in the class actually respond.
For this reason, a Class Report will not be produced when fewer than five students responded, that is, fewer
than five completed answer sheets were recelved for a class.

The degree of accuracy for each item mean increases as the number of students responding increases. For
example, the estimated rellability for the Overall Evaluation item is .85 if 15 students respond and .80 if

25 students respond. (A full discussion of the reliability of student evaluation items can be found in SIR
Report No. 3.) To call attention to possible rellability concerns, a report will be flagged (*) for one or more
of the following.

= The number responding wiil be fiagged when: 10 or fewer students responded or less than 60 percent
of the class responded (this calculation i3 based on information from the Instructor's Cover Sheet).

= An item mean will not be reported wheh: 50 percent or more of the students did not respond, or marked
an item “Not Applicable,” or fewer than five students responded to an item.

= An overall mean is not reported when one or more item means are not reported.

PRELIMINARY COMPARATIVE DATA

The comparative means used throughout this report are based on user data from a sample of two and four
year colleges and universities that participated in the 1895-86 SIR || pilot administration. The comparative
means for 4-year institutions were obtained by averaging the mean ratings for more than 4,800 classes from
19 4-yeer Institutions. The comparative means for 2-year institutions were obtalned by averaging the mean
ratings for approximately 2,700 classes from five 2-year institutions. These means will be updated periodically.
An institution Is identifled by type -- two-year or four-year -- on the Processing Request Form that Is

returned with the questionnaires for scoring. Either two-year or four-year comparative data are used,

based on that identification. However, the selected comparison group is not necessarily the most appropriate
comparison group for a particular class or institution. For example, mean ratings within each institution

type may vary depending upon class characteristics such as class size, level, and subject area. The
Comparative Data Guides for two-year and four-year colleges contain class means and percentile distributions
for different class slzes, levels, types of class (e.g., lecture, discussion, lab), and for several different

subject areas. A copy of the appropriate Guide is sent to institutionat coordinators with the SIR Il reports.

Lecal Comparative Data: Equally important and useful are an institution’s own comparative data. Such local
comparative data — e.g., an Institutional Summary, departmental summaries, program summaries — are
available to any user institution. Forms for ordering these reports are included in the Institutional
Coordinator's Manual.

Understanding Mean Ratings

Ratings can vary by class size and discipline. The Comparative Data Guldes provide data by various
categories to assist users in interpreting the SIR |l reports. Please refer to the Guide and to the SIR Il
Guidelines for further information. Since student ratings typically tend to be favorable, it Is important to
have comparative data to interpret a report fully. For example, while a 3.6 is numerically above average
ona 5-posin|§ ?Icale. it may be average or even slightly below average in comparison to other means for
items in SIR IL

What Makes a Score Difference Significant?

The mean scores on all of the items and scales in this report have been compared against the scores
obtained by all of the classes in one of the appropriate comparative data groups (two-year or four-year
institutions). Specifically, the scores have been compared against the score values corresponding to the
10th percentile and 90th percentile in the comparative group. If the results indicate a score is sufficlently
rellable and is below the 10th percentile or above the S0th percentile, it will be flagged in the report

as follows: + This class mean Is reliably at or above the 80th percentile.

= This class mean is reliably at or below the 10th percentile.

Scores above the S0th percentile or below the 10th percentile are flagged when there is appropriate
statistical confidence that the “true scores” (i.e., the scares that would be obtained if there were no
measurement error) fall within these ranges. If a score is flagged with a +, there is less than one
chance in 20 that the "true score” is below the S0th percentile; if a score is flagged with a —, there is
less than one chance in 20 that the "true score” Is above the 10th percentile. (One chance in 20 is the
commonly accepted measurement standard for a 85% confidence level.)

Because measurement error varies from class to class, instructors with identical means on the SIR ||
items may not have the same items flagged. In particular, measurement error tends to be larger when
the number of respondents is low and when disagreement among the respondents Is high. For
example, instructors in small classes are likely to have fewer items flagged than those in large classes
because there is less confidence of the reliability of means in small classes.
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