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Class Number: 3734 Course Name and Section: ENG 251 000
Maximum Enrollment: 30 Total Enrolled: 25 Number of Evaluation Forms: 22
Class Expected Grade Major
Freshman 7 A ) English
Sophomore 6 A- 13 Invalid/Unreadable
Junior 4 B+ 2
Senior 3 B 1
Graduate B-
Non-Degree 2 C+
Unreported/Unreadaple C
Total 22 C-
D+
Sex D
Male 8 D-
Female 14 F
Unreported/Unreadable s 1
Total 22 u
Unreported,/Unreadable
Percent Classes Missed Jotal 22
0 6
1-5% 12 Reason Taking Course
6-10% 2 College Requirement 4
11-15% Major 10
16-20% Prerequisite
21-25% Interested 11
26-30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
€1-80%
81-99% 1
Unreported/Unreadable 1
Total 22

Evaluation of the Course

*How
How
How
How
How
How
How
How

interested were you in taking this course?

much did you learn from the ccurse?

much did the course challenge and stimulate thinking?
much did the course increase interest in the subject?
well organized were individua®l class sessions?

well organized was the course as a whole?

valuable were the readings?

valuable were the assignments?

Were readings and assignments organized into the course?
«*Relative to other courses, how much work was involved?
*Relative to other courses, how hard was this course?

*How
How
How
How

Weighted Mean Course Evaluation * Omitted from computation

fast was the pace at which toplcs were covered?
fair were the tests?

fair were the assignments?

fair was the instructor's grading?

Evaluation of the instructor

How
Was
Did
How

interested was the instructor in the course material?
instructor concerned with what students were getting?
the instructor's teaching style hold your interest?

clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts?

Were objectives and requirements clearly communicated?

How
How
Did
Was
How
How

willing was the instructor to answer questions?

well did the instructor handle questions?

the instructor encourage students to express ideas?
the instructor accessible for individual discussions?
interested was the instructor in helping individuals?
attentive was the instructor during interactions?

Weightea Mean Instructor Evaluation

Overall Weighted Mean
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor; Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future ko j
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why? Qece o“(ﬁ""
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn

what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved? ) \
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Sporing 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor; Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectationsfor this course”? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved? | 'qc wik; q}},‘j umentd wap ve vy vyebL/, ThHe
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future-, &J;{ UL&] C M.
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why? 22Nl
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?

This Couse CUS FOe SRV & BeYond (Y eivpec tehont,
=4 cam NTo A UoBeN NNy o veGd MO (on Qttatro , feg
T oA QoUW SYNG AN on nASTVY & P WUy 4
QU U Of Amenon Ul ;o O vk @ deefer

LAY AUNA NG 0F vINBA B (NS HD ke A Con



English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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y 2 How could the instructor improve this course?

English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why‘7
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5. What were your expectatlons for this colursé‘7 Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to? L _ - 1 Corr (A
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor; Brian Croxall

1.

What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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How could the instructor improve this course?

How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved? Ay
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Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
“The cource was ven) useful as a survey and the inctrctor’ s
enthucrasny and  carefu{ +ex+ Selectiong were useful ac well.
€ ven bvi lot t .
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?

The wiki was useful because 't is a gveat study quide
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be

improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future

iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?

1% (/.)Cr)@vmmwm {vv Hud LD o doef- met )
QR C”LVJJ whon~ | M,/{ (ot /VO Cr (.A—JYA]L/L 7”%’\/1/*’90 o (/\19/4/é7 /,’,Z_
{ za,yw( S0 fhiw A Sy

/ Wurv(‘:"i/L/

b ) dn lwﬂ'v/vm’
Smratun . Thade: o



English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1.

What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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How could the instructor improve this course?
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How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be V)()Ch/f .
improved?
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Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn

what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?

4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?

Y )
5. What were your éxpectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?



English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009

Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were t/he strengths of this course and this instructor?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be

improved? _ , , : o - ) ’
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should abselutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor; Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?

4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?

5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?



English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?

3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4, Of ever)}/thing we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
1terat10ns of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why‘7
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn

what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future -+ - iy
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?

3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future

iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?

- e00 1

3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely bekept on the syllabus for future

iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met?In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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English Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Year: Spring 2009
Course: English 251 Section: 000

Instructor: Brian Croxall

I. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor? o
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. How useful were the wiki class notes and timelines assignments? How could they be
improved?
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4. Of everything we read, which two texts should absolutely be kept on the syllabus for future
iterations of the course and which two should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you wanted or needed to?
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