University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

17/21 (80.95 %)

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

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
Very Effective (5) 8 47.06% | N 412 4.41 432 4.35
Effective 4) 5 29.41% | N
Moderately Effective (3) 2 11.76% | M
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% [ |
Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 412 1.05 4.00 12157 4.41 0.97 5.00 2604 4.32 1.02 5.00 1039 4.35 1.03 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) 8 47.06% | IS 4.49 4.40 4.42
4.00
Effective (4) 3 17.65% | Il
Moderately Effective (3) 4 23.53% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% | I
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
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
17/21 (80.95%) 4.00 1.12 4.00 12573 4.49 0.88 5.00 2685 4.40 0.94 5.00 1064 4.42 0.95 5.00
3 - 3. The instructor’s use of class time
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
Very Effective (5) 8 47.06% | IS 4.48
Effective 4) 5 29.41% |
Moderately Effective (3) 3 17.65% | W
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.88% [ |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 4.18 0.95 4.00 12573 4.46 0.94 5.00 2686 4.44 0.94 5.00 1067 4.48 0.91 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) 5 29.41% | N 4.32 a7 423
Effective (4) 5 29.41% | N 3.53
Moderately Effective (3) 3 17.65% | W
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% [ |
Ineffective (1) 2 11.76% | M
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.53 1.37 4.00 12545 4.32 1.06 5.00 2679 417 1.15 5.00 1067 4.23 1.15 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

17/21 (80.95 %)

Course:

Instructor:

Response Rate:

5 - 5. The instructor's ability to make clear and understandable presentations
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay
Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means
1 0,
Very Effective (5) 4 23.53% | 4.30 412 417
Effective 4) 8 47.06% | I 3.59
Moderately Effective (3) 2 11.76% | M
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective 1) 3 17.65% | Il
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.59 1.37 4.00 12565 4.30 1.08 5.00 2686 412 1.18 5.00 1068 417 1.20 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
Very Effective (5) 5 29.41% [ ] 4.22
Effective (4) 5 29.41% [ ]
Moderately Effective (3) 4 23.53% |
Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.88% [ |
Ineffective (1) 2 11.76% | M
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.59 1.33 4.00 12573 4.38 1.01 5.00 2684 4.23 1.1 5.00 1065 4.22 1.15 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) 4 2353% | N 4.33 424 4.30
Effective (4) 6 35.29% | NN 3.75
Moderately Effective (3) 4 23.53% | W
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% [ |
Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |
Not Applicable 0) 1 5.88% [ |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.75 1.00 4.00 12553 4.33 1.02 5.00 2681 4.24 1.08 5.00 1064 4.30 1.06 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) 5 29.41% | N 4.51 4.40 4.31
Effective @) 5 2041% | . 2
Moderately Effective 3) 7 41.18% | NN
Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |
Ineffective 1) 0 0.00% ||
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.88 0.86 4.00 12550 4.51 0.90 5.00 2675 4.40 1.00 5.00 1064 4.31 1.09 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *

17/21 (80.95 %)

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

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 6 35.29% | N 4.42 434 434

Effective @) 7 41.18% | — 3.82

Moderately Effective (3) 1 5.88% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.88% [ |

Ineffective (1) 2 11.76% | M

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.82 1.33 4.00 12564 4.42 1.01 5.00 2681 4.34 1.08 5.00 1063 4.34 1.1 5.00

10 - 10 . The instructor's respect for students

Shalmali Bandyopadhyay

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Very Effective (5) 6 35.29% | I 406 455 454

Effective @) 8 47.06% | I '

Moderately Effective 3) 1 5.88% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% | I

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||

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
17/21 (80.95%) 4.06 0.97 4.00 12566 4.60 0.83 5.00 2684 4.55 0.86 5.00 1066 4.54 0.88 5.00

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

Response Option

Weight Frequency

Percent

Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 8 47.06% | I 433 425 430
Effective (4) 4 23.53% [ | o
Moderately Effective (3) 2 11.76% | I
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% | M
Ineffective (1) 1 5.88% [ |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.94 1.30 4.00 12425 4.33 1.05 5.00 2664 4.25 1.12 5.00 1065 4.30 1.09 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) 9 52.94% | N 453 4.46 4.47
Effective (4) 2 11.76% [ | Rl
Moderately Effective 3) 3 17.65% [ ]
Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% [ |
Ineffective (1) 1 5.88% [ |
Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |
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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.94 1.34 5.00 12557 4.53 0.89 5.00 2683 4.46 0.95 5.00 1065 4.47 0.98 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
17/21 (80.95 %)

Course:
Instructor:

Response Rate:

13 - 13 . The information given to students about how they would be graded

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 10 58.82% | N 424 4.45 4.39 4.44

Effective (4) 3 17.65% | W

Moderately Effective 3) 3 17.65% [ ]

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 1 5.88% [ |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% |

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
17/21 (80.95%) 4.24 1.15 5.00 12418 4.45 0.94 5.00 2663 4.39 0.97 5.00 1064 4.44 0.94 5.00

14 - 14 . The clarity of exam questions

Percent Percent Responses

Weight Frequency

Response Option

Very Effective (5) 7 41.18% [ ] 4.29 415 4.33

Effective () 4 2353% | M 376

Moderately Effective 3) 3 17.65% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 1 5.88% [ |

Ineffective (1) 2 11.76% | M

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.76 1.39 4.00 12419 4.29 1.07 5.00 2661 4.15 1.13 5.00 1061 4.33 1.03 5.00

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

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 9 52.94% | I 412 4.42 433 4.44

Effective (4) 3 17.65% | A

Moderately Effective 3) 4 23.53% [ |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 1 5.88% [ |

Not Applicable 0) 0 0.00% ||

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
17/21 (80.95%) 412 1.17 5.00 12407 4.42 0.96 5.00 2665 4.33 1.02 5.00 1065 4.44 0.95 5.00

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

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 4 23.53% | Il 427 414 422

Effective (4) 5 29.41% | 3.53

Moderately Effective (3) 6 35.29% | N

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective 1) 2 11.76% | M

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% ||

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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.53 1.23 4.00 12411 4.27 1.1 5.00 2666 4.14 1.16 5.00 1066 4.22 1.16 5.00
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

Course: MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 17/21 (80.95 %)

17 - 17 . The helpfulness of assignments in understanding course material

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses

Very Effective (5) 5 29.41% | N 4.27 413 4.04

Effective (4) 6 35.29% | N 3.71

Moderately Effective (3) 4 23.53% |

Somewhat Effective (2) 0 0.00% |

Ineffective (1) 2 11.76% | M

Not Applicable (0) 0 0.00% |

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
17/21 (80.95%) 3.71 1.26 4.00 12391 4.27 1.1 5.00 2662 4.13 1.19 5.00 1061 4.24 1.13 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

Very Effective (5) 7 41.18% | N 4.06 4.35 4.24 4.30

Effective (4) 6 35.29% | N

Moderately Effective 3) 2 11.76% | M

Somewhat Effective (2) 2 11.76% | M

Ineffective (1) 0 0.00% |

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
17/21 (80.95%) 4.06 1.03 4.00 12377 4.35 1.03 5.00 2659 4.24 1.10 5.00 1062 4.30 1.09 5.00

19 - 19. What did you like most about this course?
Response Rate [ 12121 (57.14%)

« | like the teacher the most, the way she explains the course is helpful and she is also very nice.

* That | had already taken some of this math in high school.

« | liked the clarity and convenience of our assignments most of all.

« | like the homeworks for extra practice.

« the teacher

« | love how much Dr. Shalmali enjoys what she teaches. The fire in her is prominent from the joy and excitement she has for math.
* The course had a good pace to it. Mrs Shalmali thoroughly explains the concepts of each module we do. She is also easygoing and will reasonably accommodate to her students as needed.
* | don’t know

* Nothing

* The grading scale for the course

» How down to earth the teacher was and remember students names.

* The people in the class

20 - 20. What did you like least about this course?
Response Rate | 10/21 (47.62%)

« | dislike the complexity of one section of the course but the Professor helped me through it.

* N/A

« | liked the course overall, but | did not like the time is was offered. This is not a big deal at all, however.

« | felt as if the lectures posted on canvas were not helpful.

« The only thing i disliked about the course was that it was too early in the morning for me personally.

* The content, | don’t enjoy math.

* Most things

« The homework is too complex. The questions were a lot more complex than the examples we did in class
* Nothing | didn't like

* The constant work
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University of Tennessee at Martin
2024 Fall Evaluations

Course: MATH140: MATH140_003_FA2024-MATH 140-003
Instructor: Shalmali Bandyopadhyay *
Response Rate: 17/21 (80.95 %)

21 - 21. What suggestions do you have for improving this course?

Response Rate | 11/21 (52.38%)

* | have no suggestions for improving the course.

homework due the next day, then immediately moves on to the next topic.

* N/A

« Slower lectures and posting better material.

« | think the course is great as is. | cannot think of any that would improve the course
» Not much, shalmali teaches the course pretty effectively.

* More focus on exam material

» Not as many questions on homework and not such complex problems.

» Change hw to canvis like the quizzes were

» Work hard

« | think this professor is a knowledgeable and educated woman who does a great teaching job. | only wish there was more time to review topics instead of the current schedule of learning a topic,

» Maybe during the lectures, more difficult and challenging questions could be asked to prepare for the homework and quizzes.

Mean of Means Calculations Mean

A - Course Organization and Planning 3.96
B - Communication 3.70
C - Faculty/Student Interactions 3.94
D - Assignments, Exams, and Grading 3.87
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