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Welcome to your Instructor Report for WashU Course Evaluations. Below you will find response data from your
specified course section. Responses to personalized questions appear at the bottom of the report.

The intention of this report is to provide feedback, and also to prompt improvement in areas that may be lacking. This
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appreciate your dedication to our learning community at Washington University.
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Subsection Evaluation

Past research shows that the students' answers to any one question can be noisy, more prone to biases,
and provide less useful data for evaluating courses and instructors. Since interpreting individual
questions, including their relative highs and lows, can easily lead to inaccurate conclusions due to low
reliability, individual question responses are not available in any standard report.

However, combining students' responses to several questions aimed at measuring the same underlying
attribute can improve the quality of the measures. Therefore, the statistics displayed for each attribute
(mean, median, mode, and standard deviation) are calculated from the grouped responses to all the
questions in each topical block.
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The varied rating scale responses are statistically reliable as individual questions.
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TA Evaluation

Instruction

Question

Material was presented clearly

Questions were answered clearly and concisely
Material was presented at an appropriate pace

The Al was well prepared for section

The Al used time well

The Al effectively led the section

Topics were effectively related to the course lectures

Communicated at a level appropriate for the class

Mean Median

4.50
4.52
4.48
4.64
4.57
4.51
4.63
4.48

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

Score

Response
Count

101
98
98
89
95
88
94
97

Standard
Deviation

0.72
0.66
0.69
0.55
0.58
0.68
0.57
0.79
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Instruction - Breakdown by Frequency

1. Material was presented clearly

1 - strongly disagree (0)
2 -disagree (2) |
3-neutral (7) Il
4 - agree (30) N
5 - strongly agree (62) I

2. Questions were answered clearly and concisely

1 - strongly disagree (0)
2 - disagree (0}
3-neutral (9) Il
4 - agree (29) N
5 - strongly agree (60) N

[Total (101)] [ Total (98)]
] 20 40 G0 a0 0 20 40 G0 20
3. Material was presented at an appropriate pace 4. The Al was well prepared for section
1 - strongly disagree (0) 1 - strongly disagree (0)
2 -disagree (1) || 2 - disagree (0}
3-neutral (3) 1 3 -neutral (3) |
4 -agree (32) NG 4 - agree (26) |
5-strongly agree (57) NG 5 - strongly agree (60) NG
[ Total (98)] [ Total (89)]
] 20 40 G0 0 20 40 G0 20
5. The Al used time well 6. The Al effectively led the section
1 - strongly disagree () 1 - strongly disagree (0)
2 - disagree (0) 2-disagree (1)
3-neutral (4) W 3 -neutral (6) Il
4 - agree (33) NG 4 - agree (23) NG
5-strongly agree (58) G 5 - strongly agree (53} NG
[ Total (95)] [ Total (88)]
] 20 40 G0 0 20 40 G0
7. Topics were effectively related to the course 8. Communicated at a level appropriate for the
lectures class
1 - strongly disagree () 1 - strongly disagree (1) J
2 - disagree (0) 2-disagree (2) ]
3-neutral (4) I 3 -neutral (6) Il
4 -agree (27) 4 - agree (28) |
5-strongly agree (53) NG 5 - strongly agree (60) NG
[ Total (94) ] [ Total (97)]
] 20 40 G0 a0 0 20 40 G0 20
Instruction - Comparison Detail
1. Material was presented clearly
Score 4.50 |
Department (Pol Sci) 4.23 - [
School (Arts & Sciences) .25 - [
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

5/9



. Questions were answered clearly and concisely

Score 452 |

School (At & Sciences) 427

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

. Material was presented at an appropriate pace

Score 4.48 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.24 -
School (Arts & Sciences) 4.30 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

. The Al was well prepared for section

Score 4.64 |

epartment (Pol sci) «34 -
School (Ars & Sciences) 440

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

. The Al used time well

Score 457 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.29 - |
School (Arts & Sciences) 4.35 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

. The Al effectively led the section

Score 4.51 |

epartment (Fol sci) 425
School (Ars & Sciences) 433 [

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

. Topics were effectively related to the course lectures

Score 4.63 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.36 - |
school (Arts & Sciences) 4.39 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00
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8. Communicated at a level appropriate for the class

Score 4.48 |

epartment (Pol sci) «30 -
School (Ars & Sciences) 43¢ [

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

Interaction with Students

Score
Question
Mean Median Response Star?d?rd
Count Deviation
Expectations were clearly explained 4.53 5.00 91 0.64
Grading procedures were fair 4.48 5.00 94 0.73
Al was concerned for students 4.38 5.00 95 0.84
Al was available for consultation outside of section 4.56 5.00 97 0.64
Al maintained positive environment in section 4.53 5.00 89 0.66
Interaction with Students - Breakdown by Frequency
1. Expectations were clearly explained 2. Grading procedures were fair
1 - strongly disagree (0) 1 - strangly disagree (0}
2 - disagree (0) 2-disagree (1)
3 -neutral (7) Il 3 -neutral (10) 1N
4 - agree (29) NG 4 - agree (26) GG
5 - strongly agree (553) NG 5 - strongly agree (57) [N
[ Total (91)] [Total (94)]
0 20 40 60 ] 20 40 60
3. Al was concerned for students 4. Al was available for consultation outside of
) section
1 - strongly disagree (0)
2-disagree (2) 1 1 - strongly disagree (0}
3 -neutral (12) 1N 2 - disagree (0)
4 - agree (24) N 3-neutral (3) Il
5 - strongly agree (55) | 4 - agree (27)
[ Total (95])] 5 - strongly agree (62} |G
0 20 40 60 [Total (97)]
] 20 40 60 a0

5. Al maintained positive environment in section

1 - strongly disagree (0)
2 - disagree (0)
3-neutral (3) 1
4 - agree (26) NG
5 - strongly agree (55) NN
[Total (89)]
0 20 40 60
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Interaction with Students - Comparison Detail

1. Expectations were clearly explained

Score 453 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.29 - |
School (Arts & Sciences) 4.30 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

2. Grading procedures were fair

Score 4.48 |

epartment (Fol sci) <32 -
School (Ars & Sciences) 420 [

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

3. Al was concerned for students

Score 4.38 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.28 -
school (Arts & Sciences) 4.31 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

4. Al was available for consultation outside of section

Score 456 |

Department (Fol Sci) 4.33 -
School (Arts & Sciences) 4.34 -

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

5. Al maintained positive environment in section

Score 453 |

Department (Pol Sci) 4.40 -
school (Arts & Sciences) 4.41 - |

0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00
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Please provide any additional feedback on David Miller that was not covered by the
previous questions.

Comments

He is very knowledgeable about American politics, but | felt that his style of presenting information was a little wordy and
dry.

na

| didn't interact with him, which is a shame, but his lecture was awesome

David Ryan Miller is awesome. He genuinely seems like the nicest guy ever. | hear he bakes treats every Monday for all
of the subsection leaders. What a guy!

David Miller was not in my section/did not lead it, so the questions about section are not applicable.

| never had any interaction with David Miller. He only taught one lesson during the semester, which | thought was well—
taught but was not enough for me to give meaningful feedback.

David Miller was super responsive to emails and questions and was generally a very helpful person. The day he taught
the class on his own, he did an excellent job.

His lecture wasn't as engaging as the other ones.
David Miller was helpful in helping me sort out grading errors on one of my tests.
never met him

I'm not sure which Al wrote the exam questions, but | do wish the Al's had done a better job writing exam questions that
were less confusing.

| don't know who this is.
He was not a section leader.

Great assistant in instruction
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