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Note:  Throughout the report, results for the Group are compared to the Institution and to the IDEA database.  
Institutional norms are based on courses rated in the previous five years provided at least 400 classes were 
rated during that time.  IDEA norms are based on courses rated in the 1998−1999, 1999−2000, and 
2000−2001 academic years. 

Description of Courses Included in This Report 

Number of Classes Included  
Diagnostic Form 2193 
Short Form 0  
Total  2193 

Number of Excluded Classes 395 

Response Rate 
Classes below 65% Response Rate 1934 
Average Response Rate 35% 

Class Size 
Average Class Size 22 

Number of Classes : The confidence you can have in this 
report increases with the number of classes included.  Classes 
were excluded i f  faculty members neglected to select Important 
and Essential objectives.  If more than 10 percent of the eligible 
classes were excluded, the results may not be representative of 
the Group. 

Response Rate: A 75% response rate is desirable; 65% is the 
minimum for dependable results. 
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The following provides information about the degree to 
which various learning objectives are emphasized in 
courses.  The percent of classes for which each 
objective was chosen helps evaluate whether or not 
program objectives are addressed with appropriate 
frequency. 

In general, i t  is recommended that 3−5 objectives be 
selected as Important or Essential for each class.  When 
more than 5  objectives are chosen, effectiveness 
ratings tend to be adversely affected, perhaps because 
instructors are trying to accomplish too much. 

The information in this section can be used to explore 
such questions as: 

Are the goals of the program being appropriately 
emphasized in course sections? 
Are the objectives emphasized consistent with this 
Group’s 

Are 
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The quality of  instruction in 
this unit  is shown as judged 
by the four overall outcomes. 
"A. Progress on Relevant 
Objectives" is a result of  
student ratings of their 
progress on objectives chosen 
by instructors.  Ratings of 
individual items about the "B. 
Excellence of the Teacher" 
and "C. Excellence of Course" 
are shown next.  "D. Summary 
Evaluation" averages these 
three after double weighting 
the measure of student 
learning (A).  Results for both 
"raw" and "adjusted" scores 
are shown as they compare to 
the IDEA to as 
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Tables in this section compare ratings of progress and 
"relevance" for the 12 objectives for this Group, with ratings 
for other classes at your institution and for all classes in the 
IDEA database.  The tables on the left side of the page report 
averages (raw and adjusted) for the Group and the two 
comparison groups; they also display the number of  classes 
for which the objective was selected as "relevant" (Important 
or Essential).  For each of these groups, progress ratings are 
reported only for "relevant" classes. 

By comparing progress ratings across the 12 learning 
objectives, you can determine i f  there are significant 
differences in how well various objectives were achieved.  
Since students rate their progress higher 





Section V: Teaching Methods and Styles Page 7  

This section is intended to support teaching 
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Part A describes student 



Section VII: Faculty 
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This section provides frequencies, average scores, and standard deviations for Additional Questions that were consistent 
across classes included in this summary report (if requested). 

No additional questions requested. 



Classes Included in this Report:  
Report includes classes with the following 


