
1 - 1. The instructor’s explanation of course requirements

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 14 60.87%

Effective (4) 6 26.09%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.70%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.30 4.44 4.34 4.47

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.30 1.15 5.00 12394 4.44 0.92 5.00 3009 4.34 0.97 5.00 1129 4.47 0.89 5.00

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

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 13 59.09%

Effective (4) 7 31.82%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.55%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.55%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.45 4.49 4.41 4.50

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
22/29 (75.86%) 4.45 0.80 5.00 12366 4.49 0.87 5.00 3006 4.41 0.89 5.00 1127 4.50 0.83 5.00

3 - 3 . The instructor’s use of class time

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 13 59.09%

Effective (4) 4 18.18%

Moderately Effective (3) 3 13.64%

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 9.09%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.27 4.47 4.45 4.59

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
22/29 (75.86%) 4.27 1.03 5.00 12363 4.47 0.92 5.00 3010 4.45 0.91 5.00 1128 4.59 0.79 5.00

4 - 4 . The instructor’s way of summarizing or emphasizing important points in class

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 14 60.87%

Effective (4) 3 13.04%

Moderately Effective (3) 3 13.04%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.35%

Ineffective (1) 2 8.70%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.13 4.34 4.16 4.37

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.13 1.32 5.00 12344 4.34 1.02 5.00 3008 4.16 1.12 5.00 1130 4.37 0.98 5.00
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5 - 5 . The instructor's ability to make clear and understandable presentations

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 12 54.55%

Effective (4) 5 22.73%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.55%

Somewhat Effective (2) 3 13.64%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.55%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.09 4.34 4.16 4.35

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
22/29 (75.86%) 4.09 1.27 5.00 12363 4.34 1.03 5.00 3009 4.16 1.12 5.00 1129 4.35 1.00 5.00

6 - 6 . The instructor's use of examples or illustrations to clarify course material

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 47.83%

Effective (4) 7 30.43%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 4 17.39%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

3.91
4.40 4.28 4.40

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 3.91 1.47 4.00 12357 4.40 0.97 5.00 3008 4.28 1.04 5.00 1130 4.40 0.99 5.00

7 - 7 . The instructor’s use of challenging questions or problems

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 12 54.55%

Effective (4) 5 22.73%

Moderately Effective (3) 3 13.64%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.55%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.55%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.18 4.37 4.30 4.44

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
22/29 (75.86%) 4.18 1.14 5.00 12366 4.37 0.96 5.00 3008 4.30 0.99 5.00 1129 4.44 0.91 5.00

8 - 8 . The instructor’s enthusiasm for the course material

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 14 60.87%

Effective (4) 6 26.09%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 2 8.70%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.30 4.52 4.41 4.44

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.30 1.18 5.00 12342 4.52 0.89 5.00 3000 4.41 0.95 5.00 1123 4.44 0.94 5.00

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 

MATH251: MATH251_002_SP2026-MATH 251-002Course:

2026 Spring EvaluaƟons
University of Tennessee at MarƟn

23/29 (79.31 %)Response Rate:

Page 2 of 7



9 - 9 . The instructor's helpfulness and responsiveness to students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 18 78.26%

Effective (4) 2 8.70%

Moderately Effective (3) 2 8.70%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.57 4.44 4.33 4.45

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.57 0.99 5.00 12351 4.44 0.99 5.00 3004 4.33 1.05 5.00 1128 4.45 0.97 5.00

10 - 10 . The instructor's respect for students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 17 73.91%

Effective (4) 2 8.70%

Moderately Effective (3) 2 8.70%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.35%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.43 4.59 4.52 4.60

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.43 1.12 5.00 12357 4.59 0.82 5.00 3004 4.52 0.88 5.00 1128 4.60 0.80 5.00

11 - 11. The availability of extra help for this class

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 21 91.30%

Effective (4) 1 4.35%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.35%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.83 4.35 4.22 4.42

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.83 0.65 5.00 12224 4.35 1.02 5.00 2998 4.22 1.09 5.00 1128 4.42 0.94 5.00

12 - 12 . The instructor’s willingness to listen to student questions and opinions

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 18 78.26%

Effective (4) 2 8.70%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.35%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.52 4.54 4.46 4.54

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.52 1.08 5.00 12350 4.54 0.86 5.00 3002 4.46 0.90 5.00 1129 4.54 0.84 5.00

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 
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13 - 13 . The information given to students about how they would be graded

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 14 60.87%

Effective (4) 5 21.74%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 3 13.04%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.17 4.45 4.37 4.50

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.17 1.37 5.00 12246 4.45 0.92 5.00 3004 4.37 0.97 5.00 1131 4.50 0.89 5.00

14 - 14 . The clarity of exam questions

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 47.83%

Effective (4) 6 26.09%

Moderately Effective (3) 3 13.04%

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.70%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.04 4.32 4.12 4.41

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.04 1.19 4.00 12228 4.32 1.03 5.00 2997 4.12 1.13 5.00 1127 4.41 0.94 5.00

15 - 15 . The exam’s coverage of important aspects of the course

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 13 56.52%

Effective (4) 7 30.43%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 4.35%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.30 4.44 4.34 4.52

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.30 1.06 5.00 12230 4.44 0.90 5.00 2999 4.34 0.96 5.00 1127 4.52 0.81 5.00

16 - 16 . The instructor’s comments on assignments and exams

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 9 39.13%

Effective (4) 4 17.39%

Moderately Effective (3) 5 21.74%

Somewhat Effective (2) 3 13.04%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 1 4.35%

3.77
4.29 4.10 4.29

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 3.77 1.27 4.00 12229 4.29 1.08 5.00 2999 4.10 1.16 5.00 1127 4.29 1.05 5.00

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 
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17 - 17 . The helpfulness of assignments in understanding course material

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 47.83%

Effective (4) 6 26.09%

Moderately Effective (3) 2 8.70%

Somewhat Effective (2) 3 13.04%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.00
4.32 4.18 4.37

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.00 1.24 4.00 12223 4.32 1.04 5.00 2997 4.18 1.13 5.00 1129 4.37 1.00 5.00

18 - 18. Rate the quality of instruction in this course as it contributed to your learning

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 16 69.57%

Effective (4) 3 13.04%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 4.35%

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 8.70%

Ineffective (1) 1 4.35%

4.35 4.38 4.23 4.41

 0           25           50           100 Question UT Martin College Department

Response Rate Mean STD Median UT Martin Mean STD Median College Mean STD Median Department Mean STD Median
23/29 (79.31%) 4.35 1.19 5.00 12217 4.38 1.00 5.00 3000 4.23 1.09 5.00 1127 4.41 0.96 5.00

19 - 19. What did you like most about this course?
Response Rate 22/29 (75.86%)

• The teacher was fun and energetic

• I really liked the instructors teaching style and how she interacted with students.

• Very good pacing for teaching and letting us take photos of the notes on screen if we take too long. So we don’t slow the class down

• The instructor is genuinely helpful and I've felt that I've learned a lot from the beginning of the semester.

• I liked that we reviewed before quizzes and the reviews were always based on a quiz for the chapter where students got to fill out what they found challenging.

• The math

• We were given a lot of problems to take home and practice.

• Prof. Shalmali had ample materials and resources for the homework and exams.

• The professor and hw

• trying problems in class on our own

• How she gave us many tools to help succeed on exams. Some examples are: formula sheet, big notecard to bring into exam, and her telling us what will most likely to be on exam.

• How she help us study before each exam

• Dr. Shalmali is very concerned with our understanding of the subjects and offers plenty of opportunities to earn additional credit.

• One of the things that I enjoyed about this course was Dr.Shalmali engaging the material throughout the course and helping understand the material. Including the extra credit opportunities.

• the way assignments were grades

• N/A

• I liked the beginning of the class as the instructor seemed nice, and motivated to help us.

• She makes the work easily digestible

• Just how great of a professor I was able to get. She just helped out so much with understanding the material and being a great person to talk too aswell.

• I truly appreciated Dr. Shalmali's willingness to sit down with us during her office hours. I appreciate her willingness to give us a lot of homework assignments so that our exam grades wouldn't
completely tank our grades. I hope she continues to give out the plethora of homework assignments, because it makes a difference for students and our grades. I appreciate that her exams
stemmed from the homework packets and in-class work. I am not a fan of surprises on exams and I struggle with going to exams not knowing exactly will be on there.

• 1.) Extremely Organized 2.) Administering Grades quickly & fair grader. 3.) Clearly well-educated in the subject she teaches & is good at explaining; it seems as though teaching is their calling—
patient, understanding, and available. 4.) Provides an opportunity to better your grade. 5.) Consistent Dates, communicates well with the class.

• everything about this course was great i learned a lot

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 

MATH251: MATH251_002_SP2026-MATH 251-002Course:

2026 Spring EvaluaƟons
University of Tennessee at MarƟn

23/29 (79.31 %)Response Rate:

Page 5 of 7



20 - 20. What did you like least about this course?
Response Rate 21/29 (72.41%)

• N/A

• Nothing.

• Very little visual examples on how things work together

• The daily work I feel was a bit much at times. The homeworks also felt extremely long for no reason with many repeating questions.

• I do not like the fact that you must go to the math learning center for a quiz grade because some students do not need the extra help like other do

• Nothing

• Would be dishonest about aspects on the exam. She would only do a couple problems in class and the rest was up to us. Rarely spent time explaining concepts. Reviews before exams became
pointless because it would be problems we’ve already done in class and rushed. She did not care or rarely interact with the girls, her main focus were the guys in the classroom. There was definitely
bias or leniency with the guys.

• A better way of rewarding good students for showing up to every class, doing the homework and such is necessary. Random extra credit for students who come on certain Fridays is not a very
effective incentive.

• The slo quizzes

• the amount of work

• The amount of homework that was sometimes harder than the exam.

• Doing homework every day and it was due on the same night

• The amount of online chapter homework and steps during lectures that are skipped and fast paced.

• felt too fast paced at times

• N/A

• Towards the middle of the semester it just seemed like teaching us the material was a hassle to the instructor. I didn’t feel like my time and money was valued in this class. I felt as if everything was
a joke, even when concerns were brought up, they were thrown to the side as jokes. I do not feel like I got what I paid for in this class. The exams did not match up with the curriculum taught in the
classroom. When asked about the material not being what she expressed would be on the exam, it was a joke. It was a response of “now you know what it feels like to be lied to”.

• No online resources

• N/A

• I didn't like the fact that through 75% of the course, we had to submit our homework the night of. I would have work, class, and homework from other classes as well. It was extremely difficult to
make time to not only complete the homework, but understand what I was doing on my homework. Therefore, oftentimes I was completing my homework with the mindset of just trying to get it done,
opposed to completing and learning the concepts better. There were nights where I would have 4 assignments due by 11:59 and I missed assignments in other to prioritize completing my calc
homework. It was pretty frustrating. It didn't help me learn either, which set me back when preparing for exams. I like to be able to struggle. That's how I learn. I cannot rush my learning process
when doing homework and too often I so focused on just getting it done instead of actually learning.

• The professor is not teaching Calculus II.

• potentially more summaries at the end of notes

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 
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21 - 21. What suggestions do you have for improving this course?
Response Rate 19/29 (65.52%)

• N/A

• Nothing.

• Add more visual examples like videos explaining things visually and giving us a reference on how to solve problems. Also a way to explain each problem in steps rather than a blob of math

• I wouldn't change most things. Maybe restructure the daily work to mainly focus on in class work but that's it.

• I would suggest giving students some questions similar to the ones on the SLO quizzes because the last two SLO quizzes where much more difficult than those that we practiced in class.

• None

• Be honest. Quit rushing and actually do the problems that are meant to do in class. Not everything will be able to be reviewed in class, therefore take what we say in the reflection quiz and do the
ones that were majority. In Shamali’s own words, she says she is lazy. Quit being lazy then.

• Put less weight on the visiting during office hours. For instance, I am making a 95 or so in the grade overall so why should I get a bad grade for not needing help. It’s not that I don’t want to talk to
my professor it’s just some students need more help than others and punishing those who are doing well in the class is not right. Overall though Prof Shalmali is a great professor and I have learned
a lot from her class and I truly enjoyed it

• Clarity on the slo quiz

• Nothing really since I really enjoyed the class and I feel as though I’m fully prepared to head into Calculus 2 with what she has taught us.

• It’s fine to give out homework but don’t make it due that very night

• At this time, I have no suggestions!

• N/A

• Give examples that are useful for the exam. Give help in class when added, don’t blow everything off as if you don’t have time. What’s the point of teaching something if you’re flying through it and
not taking the time to actually teach it.

• Online resources to better understand what we need to do

• N/A

• Making the daily homework due by the next class period, opposed to by the night at 11:59 pm. I would also suggest that for the in-class notes, outline the students the steps in how to solve the
problems. For example, "step 1, step 2, step 3". That gives students a clear roadmap in how to complete a problem and understand a concept.

• N/A

• not much at all honestly

Mean of Means Calculations Mean

A - Course Organization and Planning 4.29

B - Communication 4.12

C - Faculty/Student Interactions 4.59

D - Assignments, Exams, and Grading 4.06

Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay * 
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