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

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 9 64.29%

Effective (4) 3 21.43%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.43 4.44 4.31 4.39

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.43 0.94 5.00 13844 4.44 0.91 5.00 3275 4.31 1.00 5.00 1419 4.39 0.97 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) 11 78.57%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.71 4.50 4.41 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.71 0.61 5.00 13805 4.50 0.86 5.00 3280 4.41 0.93 5.00 1418 4.47 0.88 5.00

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

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 9 69.23%

Effective (4) 4 30.77%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.48 4.44 4.57

 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
13/14 (92.86%) 4.69 0.48 5.00 13773 4.48 0.90 5.00 3280 4.44 0.93 5.00 1419 4.57 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) 9 64.29%

Effective (4) 3 21.43%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.43 4.34 4.16 4.28

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.43 0.94 5.00 13762 4.34 1.01 5.00 3274 4.16 1.13 5.00 1414 4.28 1.07 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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 1 7.14%

4.62 4.33 4.12 4.24

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.62 0.87 5.00 13754 4.33 1.03 5.00 3275 4.12 1.16 5.00 1416 4.24 1.11 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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 1 7.14%

Moderately Effective (3) 2 14.29%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.43 4.40 4.25 4.31

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.43 1.02 5.00 13748 4.40 0.96 5.00 3274 4.25 1.08 5.00 1416 4.31 1.04 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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.50 4.36 4.25 4.33

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.50 0.94 5.00 13743 4.36 0.96 5.00 3276 4.25 1.05 5.00 1416 4.33 0.98 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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 1 7.14%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 14.29%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.36 4.52 4.38 4.39

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.36 1.15 5.00 13739 4.52 0.87 5.00 3273 4.38 0.99 5.00 1415 4.39 0.98 5.00
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9 - 9 . The instructor's helpfulness and responsiveness to students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 78.57%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.14%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.57 4.45 4.32 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.57 1.09 5.00 13746 4.45 0.97 5.00 3273 4.32 1.08 5.00 1416 4.44 0.99 5.00

10 - 10 . The instructor's respect for students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.14%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.43 4.60 4.51 4.58

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.43 1.16 5.00 13752 4.60 0.82 5.00 3273 4.51 0.91 5.00 1413 4.58 0.83 5.00

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

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 78.57%

Effective (4) 1 7.14%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.14%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.50 4.35 4.25 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.50 1.16 5.00 13324 4.35 1.00 5.00 3231 4.25 1.09 5.00 1414 4.41 0.97 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) 10 76.92%

Effective (4) 1 7.69%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.69%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.69%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.38 4.55 4.43 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
13/14 (92.86%) 4.38 1.33 5.00 13736 4.55 0.85 5.00 3265 4.43 0.96 5.00 1412 4.52 0.90 5.00
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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) 10 76.92%

Effective (4) 1 7.69%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.69%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.69%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.46 4.46 4.38 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
13/14 (92.86%) 4.46 1.20 5.00 13337 4.46 0.91 5.00 3226 4.38 0.96 5.00 1414 4.50 0.87 5.00

14 - 14 . The clarity of exam questions

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 11 78.57%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.14%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.57 4.32 4.17 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.57 1.09 5.00 13331 4.32 1.01 5.00 3236 4.17 1.11 5.00 1417 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) 11 78.57%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.64 4.45 4.34 4.48

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.64 0.84 5.00 13324 4.45 0.90 5.00 3232 4.34 0.96 5.00 1413 4.48 0.86 5.00

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

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 0 0.00%

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00%

Ineffective (1) 1 7.14%

Not Applicable (0) 1 7.14%

4.54 4.31 4.12 4.27

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.54 1.13 5.00 13317 4.31 1.05 5.00 3227 4.12 1.16 5.00 1412 4.27 1.06 5.00
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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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00%

4.50 4.32 4.17 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.50 0.94 5.00 13308 4.32 1.03 5.00 3228 4.17 1.14 5.00 1413 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) 10 71.43%

Effective (4) 2 14.29%

Moderately Effective (3) 1 7.14%

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 7.14%

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00%

4.50 4.38 4.24 4.36

 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
14/14 (100.00%) 4.50 0.94 5.00 13315 4.38 0.99 5.00 3229 4.24 1.08 5.00 1411 4.36 1.02 5.00

19 - 19. What did you like most about this course?
Response Rate 13/14 (92.86%)

• The teacher might be the best math teacher I’ve had

• I liked how my professor brought personality to the classroom making for an entertaining environment to learn.

• We are given reviews about some important lower level math concepts.

• How willing she was to teach and how she was able to help students whenever they are struggling with something.

• I like how prepared she is for each session of every single week. She'd always a packet for every single section of the course for us at the begining of that new topic. She explains difficult topics so
well, by simplying and chopping it up into bite size steps. She prepares us so well for the exam as well.

• Dr. Shamali spent plenty of time explaining specific errors during office hours and very well prepared us for exams.

• As a math minor, this class has really helped me understand differential equations and learning how to solve them.

• I liked that we were given the materials and had the opportunity to ask for help after an exam. For example, when we were given our tests back, we would ask her during office hours what
happened and she would give tips on how to fix that

• I liked Dr. Shalmali's teaching style because she gave us many opportunities to learn and understand the material.

• She made sure that everyone understood what was going on and benefited from learning from our mistakes.

• I like that she goes over a lot of questions.

• How she treats us like students instead of treating us like professionals that should already be perfect.

• I liked that the instructor, Dr. Shamali, would make genuine attempts to keep the class engaging. She would joke with the students and such to where we weren’t dying from the exhausting
mathematical experiences we were going through.
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20 - 20. What did you like least about this course?
Response Rate 13/14 (92.86%)

• Nothing, class is perfect

• The amount of homework at the beginning of the semester took a huge amount of time for me to complete.

• There was nothing wrong with the course.

• All the homework

• Just the amount of work that we have to do. It's not bad, it just takes a lot of time.

• NA

• Shamali tends to go back on what she says in class. There was one time we were taking an exam that was too long for the class time. After we ran out of time, she told us we could take a question
home and complete it. On Sunday, she graded said exam and did not accept the questions she told us we could take home to complete. This overall affected my grade and left me scrambling to
bring it up before the end of the semester. Shamali has done this multiple times and has even threatened to give us 0’s on exams if we don’t do good on a quiz. As a student taking over 17 hours…
working almost full time to pay for college, staying up until the next day studying material after work to make a good grade… this hurts. I work hard for this class and my grade, Shamali can definitely
do better and not go back on her word in class.

• What I least liked about the course was the fact when we did our homework, we would just get an A for turning it in because if we were struggling on it, it wouldn't be noticed until we studied the
homework for the test.

• I least liked the homework that was not under assignments in class, being assigned as homework because there was no way to check it and make sure we did it right before class.

• nothing

• I liked this course.

• There was a lot of stuff to turn in and it got extremely confusing when stuff was meant to be turned in

• The work, but that is not the instructor’s fault. The course is that way and it’s a requiremrnt

21 - 21. What suggestions do you have for improving this course?
Response Rate 13/14 (92.86%)

• No reflection quizzes

• I think she could help slowly walk through ideas rather than quickly run through them.

• I have nothing else to say.

• A study guide with two questions of each section on it

• This course is perfect as it is. We didn't need to rush anything; the materials flowed nicely without getting off track.

• NA

• Curtis Kunkel should be the professor for this class and DE2, I have multiple peers who have recommended going to him for help instead of my actual professor. He seems more enthusiastic about
the course and I believe that students would 100% do better.

• I would suggest when we were doing the homework, we should have been graded on our understanding and not just completion.

• I have no suggestions! Thank you!

• Don't change anything.

• I don't have any suggestions. I like this class how it is.

• Put due dates on assignments and make it easier to figure out what’s meant to be turned in

• Nothing, Dr. Shamali did very well with what she was required to teach.

Mean of Means Calculations Mean

A - Course Organization and Planning 4.57

B - Communication 4.48

C - Faculty/Student Interactions 4.47

D - Assignments, Exams, and Grading 4.54
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