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Fndns OF Analysis |1 Print Date: 23-My-11
Mat hemat i cs Enrol | ment: 30
Col | ege of Science Forns processed: 25

1. The course objectives were clearly stated. 25 4.0% |0.0% |0.0% |4.0% |12.0%|80.0%|5.60 |5.16
2. The course objectives were net. 25 4.0% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |16.0%|80.0%|5.64 |5.10
3. The course content was well organized. 25 4.0% |0.0% [0.0% |4.0% ([16.0%|76.0%]|5.56 (5.04
4. The course materials were helpful in neeting course objectives. 25 8.0% [8.0% |4.0% [20.0%|8.0% |52.0%(4.68 |4.94
5. Assignnents and exans reflected what was covered in the course. 25 8.0% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |12.0%|80.0%|5.48 |5.08
6. | learned a great deal in this course. 25 8.0% |0.0% |0.0% |8.0% [20.0%|64.0%]|5.24 (4.96
7. Overall, this was an effective course. 25 4.0% |4.0% (8.0% (8.0% |12.0%|64.0%(5.12 [4.94
Conmposite score: 5.33 Subj ect conposite score: 5.03

1. The instructor was organi zed. 24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |95.8%|5.79 |5.11
2. The instructor denonstrated thorough know edge of the subject. 24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |95.8%|5.79 |5.32
3. The instructor presented course content effectively. 24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |4.2% |91.7%|5.75 |4.92

4. The instructor created/ supported a classroom environment that was |24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |4.2% |91.7%|5.75 |5.19
respectful .

5. As appropriate, the instructor encouraged questions and opinions. 24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |8.3% |87.5%|5.71 |5.14

6. The instructor was available for consultation with students. 24 4.2% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% ([4.2% |91.7%]|5.75 [5.18

7. Overall, this was an effective instructor. 24 4.2% |0.0% [0.0% |4.2% [0.0% |91.7%]|5.71 (5.03

Conposite score: 5.75 Subj ect conposite score: 5.13

1. Quantitative Intensive - The course: Built on prior quantitative 24 4.2% |0.0% [0.0% |0.0% [29.2%]|66.7%]|5.50
know edge and skills.

2. Quantitative Intensive - The course: Applied quantitative analytic 24 4.2% |0.0% [0.0% |0.0% [29.2%]|66.7%]|5.50
nmet hods (e.g., data analysis, conputational techniques, mathematics, graph
theory, or formal logic).

3. Quantitative Intensive - The course: Required substantial problem 23 4.3% |0.0% [0.0% |0.0% [21.7%]|73.9%]|5.57
sol vi ng.
4. Quantitative Intensive - The course: | took this course to neet a General |24 8.3% (8.3% |4.2% [0.0% |25.0%|54.2%|4.88

Education or Bachel or Degree requirenent.

N = nunber of responses

SD = Strongly Disagree (response val ue 1)
D = Di sagree (response val ue 2)

MD = MIdly Disagree (response val ue 3)



MA = MIldly Agree (response val ue 4)

A = Agree (response val ue 5)

SA = Strongly Agree (response val ue 6)

S. Avg = Subject-wi de Average for this item

DI SCLAI MER: Subj ect conposite scores are current as of the date of this report, but may
be revised if additional feedback forns are processed.

Li st two things about the course content, materials or design that were effective for your |earning, or neke constructive
suggestions for inprovenent.

Cour se needs a new book with better exanples.

Pl ease get rid of this textbook. There are so many typos and errors, bad exanples and problenms that don't relate to the text.
This topic is difficult as it is but this book nakes it worse. Wthout our instructor | don't know | would have ever understood
anyt hi ng.

The book wasn't very good. | realize that we got it for free, but | would prefer to pay sone noney for a better book.

I thought the way the course was presented by the professor was |ogical and cogent

The book is the biggest down fall of the course. Sone of it is good, but other parts are confusing. The instructor helped the
course go snoot hly!

He i s upbeat and know edgeable. It is great that he interacts with his class on the internet and in person. He is the only
teacher |'ve ever had that seems to understand that it is 2011 and people don't want to interact face to face unless they have
to. Rather its easier to ask what could potentially be a stupid question under the guise of sone silly internet alias without
fear of enbarrassnent.

TH'S WAS A VERY CHALLENG NG AND EFFECTI VE COURSE; JUST AS | T SHOULD BE.

It was straightforward fromthe book

Rob is AWESOME!

I do wish that there was a better book for this class.

EASTON, ROBERT W LLIAM List two things about this instructor that were effective for your |earning, or nake constructive
suggestions for inprovenent.

Rob is the best math teacher | have had at this university by far.

Very patient and willing to work through problenms with students. Didn't |eave students to fend for thenselves with a poor
book.

If you could reference the Theorens, Definitions and Exanpl es whenever you use them (even when you rewite them) so we can
conpare what you say versus what the book says.
Best teacher ever!! Makes everything sinple and easy to understand.

He was energetic and very know edgeabl e about the subject.

He brought the class along with himthroughout the lecture.

Rob hel ped ne whenever | needed it. He also was available on the web and though e-mail so he could always help you. He seened
concerned that we really learn what was inportant to take away fromthe course.

ROBERT EASTON IS ONE OF, |F NOT THE BEST MATH PROFESSOR | HAVE HAD AT THE UNIVERSITY. HE IS WELL ORGANI ZED, FAIR, AND HAS
I NSI GHTFUL, CLEAR | NSTRUCTI ONAL TECHNI QUES.

He had a | ot of energy and was interesting to listen to. He was also a good teacher

He made the | essons interesting and was very know edgeabl e

It is to bad that prof. Easton is leaving. | think future students would have benefited from have Prof. Easton as a professor
for this class.

Keep hi m here!




