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than those of our concurrent faculty (3.22). The historical range of these scores has been
fairly consistent with adjuncts recording lower grades than GTAs and concurrents
recording the highest grades. The fall course grade was a 2.34 for courses taught by
GTAs (up from the previous year), 2.38 for instructors (down from the previous year’s
3.02), and 3.22 (statistically equivalent to the 3.29 the previous year) for concurrent
faculty. The average grade of 2.52 is consistent with the exit exam grade equivalent of a
C and is within range of the prior year’s 2.49. The diagnostic average for GTA courses
was 2.0, demonstrating good progress over the semester Adjunct 1nstructor d1agnost1cs
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Concurrents did not provide date even after repeated attempts to solicit cooperation.
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year and an investment in Turning Point Clicker technology to try to address sentence-
level concerns. We have maintained the same modes-based progression, though, and will
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Frequencies

English 101 Student Exit Survey - FA2010 Science

Statistics

N

Valid

Missing

Median

Std. Deviation

0
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Instructors overall effectiveness
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Understands correct punctuation

_ Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent |
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Valid Missing Mean Median Sid. Deviation
| Recognize weak points 121 0 248 3.00 .549
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Valid | Adequate 13.2 R
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Effectively revise drafts
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Consider assignments through discussions
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. Availability outside of class
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Can effectively structure essays
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Frequencies
Statistics
—

Valid Missing Mean Median Sid. Deviation
3.00 333

Recognize weak points 9 0 289
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Instructors ability to communicate
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rao effertivelv struciure gssavs

Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 3 333 375 ] 375
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Develop effective logic strategies

Cumuiative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree -3 6.4 6.4 6.4
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Recognize weak points

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Disagree 20 8.4 8.4 8.4
Agree 121 50.6 51.1 58.5
Strongly Agree 96 40.2 40.5 100.0
Total 237 99.2 100.0
Missing  System 2 8







Instructors overall effectiveness

: Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 14 . 59 59 59
Adequate 70 | 203 29.7 35.6
Good to Excelient 152 63.6 64.4 100.0
Total 236 98.7 100.0
Missing 4 ° 1 4
System 8
Total 1.3
Total 239 100.0
Instructors management skills
1 Cumulative
. Freguency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Poor 8 3.3 3.4 3.4
Adequate 80 335 339 37.3
Good to Excellent 148 61.9 62.7 100.0
Total 236 98.7 100.0
Missing 4 1 4
System .8
Total 1.3
Total 239 100.0
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Understand senfence strﬁctu‘re
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Can effectively structure essays

Cumutative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
| valid Disagree 22 9.2 9.4 0.4
Agree 128 b3.6 : 545 83.8
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Opportunity to work with instructor

) Cumulative
~ Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent -
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Memorandum

To: All Professors Instructors and GTAs teaching ENGL 101/102 Fall 2010

Date: November 23, 2010
Re: Finals Gmding

I again wanted to send along a consistent grade breakdown giving appropriate
equivalencies for our 1-5 scale now that we are using the plus/minus system. Also, if you
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SPTE Scale Summary

Perceived Quality Index

* L‘!‘ - oo 'd
lE ig
| O O OO0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOooooOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOooooo“fpoooooooooooOoOoOoOoO0O0O0OoOoOoOoOooo—pDMDo.
L= ol v 1

v [




<

&

\

: l
£ - .

- j
A

=
i

| i

|

.

-,. |

5 |

j |

4

f A
o

’ﬁ —

= -

e —"

=

- 1

" E

: \

-—_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

e
- :
=
4
’ ———
: 4
,;—
- — — —— — —
- a :
;
: |
A e
+
,

= Wichita State University ID Numberi: 736

epartment: English University: D e ber: 16750

~pIrcas 101 : College/Division; ¥ Humanities -



- SPTE Scale Summ'dry

~ Perceived Quality Index




nns.nf Teachings Effectiveness i |

Spring 2011 Resulis
epartment: English ' University: = Wichita State Umversrty ID Number: 699
ourse: 102 7 College/Division: v Humanities Section Number: 25692
| A - _ v
smpared with 31770 Inferp retative Proﬁle  Compared with 7630
LS.U. Classes o Humanities Classes
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* SPTE Scale Summary
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SPTE Scale Summary

Perceived @udlify Index
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