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SCIP course profiles help students,
advisers plan programs for 1980-81

Twin Cities campus students select-
ing courses for the coming year can make
use of detailed course information—the
most extensive available to date through
any single source—provided by the Stu-
dent Course Information Project (SCIP).
Course descriptions and student opinions
have been compiled for more than 750
courses or sections of courses offered
during the past year by 69 departments in
11 colleges of the University.

The project is designed to provide -

information to help students and their
academic advisers with program plan-
ning and course selection. A joint effort
between student government and the Of-
fices of the Vice Presidents for Academic
Affairs and Student Affairs, SCIP was
initiated by action of the University Sen-
ate in 1979. A pilot project gathered data
on 306 courses or course sections offered
in spring 1979. This is the first year in
which information was collected fall,
winter, and spring quarters.

Comprehensive report available

Course information collected
through the project is being distributed to
students and advisers in two ways.

Selected information for each course
included in the project appears in an
abridged format on the following pages
of this report; 80,000 copies are being
printed for distribution at registration
centers and other campus locations in
time for fall, winter, and spring registra-
tions.

More complete information about
particular courses will be found in the

‘‘bluebooks’’ available for perusal in’

participating college and department of-
fices, student unions, libraries, and other
locations (see story below). The books
contain all the information gathered for
each course, displayed in more expan-
sive format than in this report. A sample
page appears on page 2.

Information, opinions gathered

Two kinds of information have been
assembied by SCIP:

® Course descriptions, including
course emphasis, types of learning activ-
ities, number and type of exams, basis of
final grade, cost of required materials
and texts, and amount of expected out-
of-class effort. Faculty members pro-
vided this information midway through
the quarter by means of a questionnaire
known as the Course Information Pro-

(Continued on p. 3)

More complete course info
available at many locations

Bound reports containing full infor-
mation about each course surveyed as
part of the 1979-80 Student Course Infor-
mation Project are available for reference
in dozens of locations on the Twin Cities
campus,

The SCIP ‘‘bluebooks’’ include
one 82 by 11 inch page for each
course. A sample page is shown on
page 2 of this report.

Unlike the abridged course descrip-

. tions included on pages 4-21 of this re-

port, the one-page course description
includes responses to all questions that
appeared on the original questionnaires.
The upper portion of the page contains
information from the Course Information
Profile completed by faculty members;
the lower portion from the Course Opin-
ion Profile completed by students.

In addition, student opinions are dis-
played according to three student charac-
teristics. Thus a student using the report

may look up opinions shared by all stu-
dents in a course, or only those opinions
of students in the same student status
category (lower division, upper division,
or graduate student), reporting similar
cumulative grades, or with similar rea-
sons for taking the course. In short, the
breakdowns allow students to pay most
attention to opinions of students most
like themselves.

Copies of the bound report are
available for reference in offices of
each participating department, in
college offices and most collegiate ad-
vising and registration offices, at in-
formation desks in student unions at
St. Paul, Minneapolis East Bank, and
Minneapolis West Bank, at the booth
outside 248 Williamson Hall, and in
reference rooms at Walter, Wilson,
Biomedical, Engineering, and St. Paul
Campus Libraries.




Course (e.g., GER 1-001): SCIP 3-001 Section(s): 1-3 " Imstructor: I. M.

Facsimile

Course Title:

Advanced Course Description

PURPOSE OF COURSE:

é This course introduces students to theory and research in the field.
i to analyze, synthesize, and evaluate information in a problem-solving approach.

Students are asked

INTENDED STUDENT AUDIENCE: (Rank 4in
prionity onder, 1=§inst prionity)
1 Dept. majors/pre-majors/minors

T2 Majors in related fields

7 Other students, for general education

"~ Other:

COURSE EMPHASIS-Percent on each:
2_: Basic knowledge and principles
20 % Application of knowledge/principles
30 % Analysis, synthesis, evaluation
"% Skill, manipulation, practice
7% Attitudes, values, self-awareness
% Other:

COST OF REQUIRED MATERIALS, TEXT(S):
About § 5 INSTRUCTIONAL AIDS Used Extensively:

{check as many as apply)

METHODS OF INSTRUCTION i [ ] Demonstrations
{x] Films, slides, prints, etc.
INSTRUCTION TIME-Scheduled hours per week { ] Closed-circuit TV
_3 Lecture [ ] Computers
__ Demonstration [ ] Guest Lecturers
‘Lecture/demonstration via closed- [ 1 Other:

circuit TV or film
Recitation/discussion
Lab
Student presentations
Individual student conferences

OUT-OF-CLASS LEARNING ACTIVITIES

REQUIRED READING:
375 Pages-Textbooks
Pages-Library materials
T (books, articles)

CLASS SIZE-Number for each:
20 Lecture/demonstration/discussion
Recitation/discussion section

REQUIRED PAPERS AND REPORTS
Lab section

{number o§ each)

Major research reports/term papers
Brief written reports or papers
Oral reports

RESPONSIBILITY OF TAs, if any:
{check as many as apply}

1] 1

] No TA Problem-solving assignments
] Full course Special projects (e.g., field work)
] Lecture Computer assignments
x] Recitation/discussion section -
] Lab section EXPECTED out-of-class EFFORT:
x] Individual student conferences 6 Hours per week
{x] Correcting papers, reports, exams -
] Assigning grades EXTRA HELP available-Hours per week
x% gx;ra help (e.g., office hours) 6 Scheduled (e.g., office hours)
ther: =

_X Available for unscheduled extra help

Course Opinion Profile

EXAMINATIONS

NUMBER of Exams
1 Final Exam
1 Mid-quarter exam(s)
T Quizzes

TYPE of Final and Mid-Quarter Exams:
(check as many as apply)
{x] Closed-book

{f 1 Open-book

Take-home

Oral

Presentation or performance

Other:

[1
[]
(]
[1]

FORMAT of Exam Questions:
(check as many as apply}
{x] Multiple-option, true/false
[ ] short answer, fill-in-the-blank
x] Short essay
] Long essay
] Problems
] Other:

GRADING

BASIS OF GRADE-Percent of final grade
40 % Final exam
25 % Mid-quarter exam(s)
% Quizzes
% Lab activities or reports
% Problem-solving assignments
35 % Written reports or papers
% Class presentation/performance
% Class participation

___% Other: please specify

nd

1))

Respondents: 38
Second Veek
Enrollnent: 52
_____________________________________________________________________________ 1=Little or None, 2=Some, I=Nuch
ra_3=Good, 4=Very Good, S=Excellent - -4zVery Much, 3=An_Exceptional Anouni_
CLARITY AND TEACHING COURSE
_-IMIERESTED ___ __ORGANIZATION OVERALL OVERALL ____ LEARNED EFFORT
12 3 4 3 2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 1+ 2 3 & 5 1 I 4 5 1 2 3 45
TOTAL
Nunber 0 2 8 18 16 0 2 5 t4 17 0 1 & 15 16 0 2 7 17 12 0 1 46 19 12 t 5 14 14 3
Fercent 0% X 211 477 267 0% S 13X 37X AS% OX  3X 16X I9L 42X 0% 5 18X 45% 327 0X 3IX 167 S0 32X 3IX 14X 38X 381 81
STUDENT STATUS
Lower-Div o 2 S 11 8 o0 2 2 9113 0 1 2 1013 0 2 3 13 8 O v 4 12 9% 1 3 ¢ 10 2
Upper-Div ¢ ¢ 3 7 2 o6 0 3I 5 4 0 O 4 3 3I O O 4 4 4 0 O 2 7 3I O 2 F 4 1
Post-Bacc ¢ 0 ¢ o0 o0 o0 o0 o0 ¢ o O 0 o0 o © o0 o0 0 0 0o 0 O O o o o0 0 0 o
TOTALS 0 2 8 18 10 0 2 5 t4 17 O 1 4 15 16 O 2 7 17 t2 06 1 4 19 12 1 5 t4 14 3
REASONS FOR TAKING THIS COURSE
Required 0 2 6 t3 7 0 2 3 1t 12 0 1 4 12 1t 0 2 4 t4 B8 O 1 4 14 9 1 4 B 12 2
Liberal 4 0 ¢ 2 % t o0 o0 1 3 4 0 0 O 6 2 0 o0 1 2 S o6 0 1 3 4 0 1t 2 35 O
Interest 0 1 4 15 72 0 1 4 10 14 0 1 3 1213 0 1 & 12 10 0 1 4 13 9 0 4 12 t0 2
GRADES PRIOR TO TAKING THIS COURSE
Undergrad:
As L Ss 6 0 2 9 2 0 0 1 & 6 0 1 ¢ & 0 o0 3 7 3 06 0 3 & 4 O 1 5 & O
B/C/Lover 0 2 & 9 8 0 2 4 8 11 ¢ 1 5 9 10 0 2 4 10 ¢ 0 1 3 1T 8 1 4 9 8 3
Post-Bacc:
hs 6 0 0 0 0 0 o0 o0 o0 o0 ¢ 0 o0 o 0 o0 © 0 O0 O 0 O O o0 0 o0 0 0 o0 O
Bs o 0 ¢ 0 o o o0 0 o0 o0 06 0 o o0 O ¢ o0 o0 0 0 o0 o0 0 0 0 O o0 0 o0 0
TOTALS 0 2 8 1B 10 0 2 5 14 172 0 t & 15 16 0 2 72 17 12 0 1 4 1% 2 1 3 14 14 3




Students, administration share costs

(Continued from p. 1)

file. A sample appears as the top half of
the full-page report on page 2.

® Student opinion concerning the in-
structor’s teaching performance and the
course overall, plus opinions about
amount learned, effort required, instruc-
tor’s clarity and organization, and in-
structor’s ability to generate interest in
the subject. Students were asked their
opinions near the end of the quarter
through the Course Opinion Profile, a
sample of which appears on page 27.

Planners urge cautious use

SCIP information goes beyond what
has previously been compiled to aid in
course selection. Nevertheless, those as-
sociated with SCIP offer several cau-
tions. The profiles describe each course
as it was offered during a particular quar-
ter; most courses change from one offer-
ing to the next, sometimes substantially,
even when taught by the same instructor.

In addition, the student opinions
apply to the performance of an instructor
in a given course in a given quarter. On
another occasion the same instructor,
even if teaching the same course, might
elicit different responses on the student
opinion questionnaire. The instructor
might use a different teaching approach,
for example, or students may have differ-
ent characteristics and expectations.

Those using the information are also
cautioned that the smaller the percentage
of students in a given course responding
to the survey, the more careful one

‘Bluebooks’ give full report

Comprehensive information
about each course surveyed in the
current SCIP project is displayed

. in bound volumes available for re-

* ference in dozens of campus loca-
tions (see story on page 1). At left
is a facsimile illustrating the for-
mat used in the blue-covered
volumes.

should be about assuming that the opin-
ions represent those of the entire class.

Project is cooperative effort

SCIP grew out of study and discus-
sion among students, faculty members,
and University administrators, and was
authorized by the University Senate in
1979. It is believed to be the first such
project in the nation to be conceived and
carried out through active student-
faculty-administration cooperation.

The pilot phase carried out during
spring 1979 was designed and governed
by an ad hoc faculty-student task force
appointed by the Vice President for Aca-
demic Affairs in consultation with stu-
dent government. Chairing the task force
in a non-voting capacity was James H.
Werntz, director of the Center for Educa-
tional Development, who has continued
to oversee the project. Kenneth O.
Doyle, research associate with the Mea-
surement Services Center, has managed
the project, with Gisele Nelson in charge
of day-to-day operations. A new faculty-
student committee is being appointéd to
serve as the advisory and policy-making
body for the continuing project and to
oversee its operations.

Direct costs are shared

The contours of this year’s project -

are a result of recommendations made by
the ad hoc task force and approved by the
Senate Committee on Educational Policy
and the University Senate. Key recom-
mendations included continuation of the
project for 1979-80 on as large a scale as
funding would permit, extension of the
project to the coordinate campuses as
soon as procedures can be developed and
resources assembled, and a continued
decision-making role for participating
departments.

Resources available for 1979-80 con-
sisted of $25,000 contributed by the Of-
fice of the Vice President for Academic
Affairs and $6,000 contributed by stu-
dent government. The funds are ex-
pended for direct costs such as computer
programming, keypunching, and print-
ing. For 1980-81, the project will be con-
ducted on the Twin Cities campus at a
budget not to exceed $50,000; costs will
again be shared between student govern-
ment and Academic Affairs.

3

Expanded participation sought

While participation in SCIP is cur-
rently open to all academic departments
on the Twin Cities campus, the project is
more appropriate to some units than to
others, according to project manager
Ken Doyle. Priority is placed on securing
information about courses for which stu-
dents have a degree of choice in selec-
tion, and courses about which reliable
descriptive and evaluative information is
not readily available. Courses offered at
the 1000 and 3000 levels tend to be those
about which there is both the greatest
need and the greatest lack of informa-
tion, he said.

‘“This year we have at least some
participation in 69 of the 85 to 90 Twin
Cities campus departments for which the
project seems appropriate,”” Doyle said.
‘‘Many of the participating departments
had an excellent rate of coverage, with
all or nearly all of their courses included.
In the future we hope to be able to secure
participation by all the appropriate units
and to expand the coverage wnhm units
in which it is low.’

Each participating department
determines which of its courses are ap-
propriate for inclusion, arranges for
questionnaire distribution, and commu-
nicates with its faculty members about
the project. Under terms of the Senate
authorization, participation in the collec-
tion of student opinions is at the discre-
tion of the faculty member responsible
for the course.

This report is published by
the Student Course Information
Project, a joint project of student
government and the Offices of the
Vice Presidents for Academic Af-
fairs and Student Affairs on the
Twin Cities campus of the Univer-
sity of Minnesota, August 1980.
Nancy A. Peterson, editor. Ad-
dress inquiries to Student Course
Information Project, 3300 Univer-
sity Avenue S.E., Minneapolis,
MN 55414 (campus mail).

The University of Minnesota is an
equal opportunity educator and

employer.




Report features info on courses in 11 colleges

Each coded line on these pages represents
a course or a course section for which infor-
mation was received through the Student
Course Information Project.

When an instructor taught several sec-
tions of the same course during a particular '
quarter, responses for all sections are usually
combined in a single line. When sections of
the same course were taught by different in-
structors, the sections are treated separately.

Because of limited space, only selected
information on each course or section is pre-
sented here; students interested in one or more
of these courses are encouraged to look up the
full report for that course in the bound vol-
umes located at various Twin Cities campus
locations (see page 1).

Information was collected from instruc-

- tors and students during fall 1979 and winter

and spring 1980. As with any survey of this

type, specific information may not necessar-

ily apply to subsequent offerings of the

course. Overall, however, the information
should prove useful in course selection.

In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was

collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIPj and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or
learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:
STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED: Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-
ment. NA means enroliment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.

OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: ‘‘All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from | to 5 (poor,
fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: *All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?”’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.
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In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:
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STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: *‘All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from | to S (poor,

fair, good, very good. excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings | and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: ‘*All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?”’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.
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A STUDENT § way OPINION OPINION
_ 1 & BASIS OF GRADE—*% ~ ABOUT INSTRUCTOR ‘|  ABOUT COURSE
1-303 PULMBR AMDRE S ~ § 51 2525 3515 1369 3313 4 3% 16 1
3-960 JENMESS/BOBE F : 3585 6713 4 7 10 6
5-002 DACLEY STAML W 217 66 34 5355 7.16.. 1414 6 18 18 8
5-025 NELSESTURN/G F 4% 22010 65 5 3275 19732 25 21 33 23 2
5-025 WARNER BUBER W = 4 1 20 5 60 10 4554 171973 1 12 16 3
5-75] WARNER/HUBER F 61 64 33 3 4860 16 12 11 11 17 11
5-751 HOGENKAMP/H/ F . 1 6633 4365 2.:7-20.13 2 17 19 3
5-752 NELSESTUEN G W 25 8 x 67 33 34 90 31123 12 14 18 15
8-225 ANDERSON/JOH F = 2 - 33 67 5681 - 2118 2 11 7
8-260 MUNCK ECKARD. S~ 6. 10 k& 75 3 1 2
8-271 HENDERSON/L/ F NA NA N RA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA S48 4 7 4 2 1 8 4 3
Biology gam), P-180 Kofthoft, Mpls East Bank .
1-102 FUCHS/JAMES 'F 15 5:2 . 40 60 9 4881 1 7 7.2 3 1 5 2
1-106 SCAMID/WILLI P 571 7 54 14 30 5 3088 829 65728 20 50 47 13
1-108 PAK DAVID 2S5 8 2.0 50 50 %09 75 .2:-% 6 71 2 2
3-041 TILMAN G D W 18 62 5 40 40 10 55 60 0 52577 4 11 19 16 11 17 17 3
5-003 SNYDER/L/A - 'F 19 82 50 50 5 53248 6 5 8 1 5 11 4
5-ooamimmw 20 83 4357 15 76713 34 100 10 27 25 3
Botany (Bot), 220 Biological Sciences, SiP E
1009 MORLEY THOMA S 9 42 55139 10 0 30 51 160:32 21100 13 25 27 16
1-012 JONAS HEREER 5 12 23 *k 56 1640 31712713707 16 15 13 S
1-103 CHARVAT INIS S 19 2.4 30 30 10 30 578 210 .44 397 4 29 43 19
5-105 BALL JORN W 'S 2% . 275 30 30 30 10 3941134695 1 5 8 4 1 6 7 3
3/5-131 GUILFOYLE 10 S 2 40 60 50 265712318 7 3 ;3 9 4 10 14 7
5-182 SOULEN TX S 52 3565 60 86 43104782 2 3 9 14 2 6 18 3
Ecology & Behavioral Biology (EBB), 108 Zoology, Mpls East Bank =
3-001 SINIPF DONAL W 1§ 4 2 <44 44 = 42 38 5085 17 31°28 -3 5 43 28 5
3-004 YESTER JOHN W 15 82 50 50 10 7 2462331 6622 35 3612 34 34 30 7
5-129 BIRNEY/ELMER F 18 61 .50 10 20 20 50 1737 .3 59 NA 6 2213 6 20 15
Genetics.‘&‘ceﬂ Bio!ouy\ gy (GCB); 250 Bidlogical Sciences, StP :
3-002 ANDERSON/V/E F 4% 67 33 50 2 5.9434552 7 7 4 4 7 10 4 1
3-008 MCKINNELL/RO F 314 5°1 50 50 40 4¢ 91121688 1 8 2330 16 32 33
3-022 SMUSTAD. DPE S 20 82 . 50 50 55 14 44 1937 6375 13 41 21 10 31 24 14
3/5-011 MCKTMNELL B W 268 6.1 2 30 30 40 205 1723106881 9 7 9 5 9 12 6 3
5-015 JOHNSOR ROSS S ‘32 81 5025 25 701515 2692919107175 1 10 21 13 12 25 8
5-032 HERMAN ROBER S 62 5050 801 5 16 84 42 55396° 1 10 8 <6 12 6 7
5-043 ANDERSON/V/E F 5% 67 33 6015 10 10§ 33671767871 4 6 & 1 3 7 5




In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of leaming but no figures were provided,
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:
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. STUDENT |- L OPINION OPINIO
5%‘! BASIS OF GRADE—% |STATUS—%  ABOUT INSTRUCTOR | ABOUT COURSE
5-134 HERMAN WS W 15 61 6030 10 7525 861425156061 4 & & 3 8 3
5-606 CURNINGHAM/W F 21 66 3 écap 366462197075 212 972 2 17 11 3
5-610 mnnsoxm»msc 4o 5 1520 15 65 5 257520 - 80 67 B 1 3
Accounting {Acct), 588 Business Admitﬂsrratron, Mpis West Bank
3-101 ‘OXENDALE/ROG F .35 132 40 50 " 10 85 719 17% 9 26 111
3-101 VIGELAND/ROB F ‘25 12'2 40 50 10 92 L3 s 13 05 2
3-101 ‘DOMBRQVSKE/W F . 30 11 2~ 40 50 10 84’ 6B X6 4 19 13 1
3-102 ‘PURDY/CHARLE 'F .30 10:2 ' 45 45 5 ° 91 62127 4 10 28 20
5-125 DALY DENNIS S 30 20°1 6 38 28 24 10 93 126 750 727 14 45 45 10
3-002mm7w¢s 28 52 . 3366 i 313025 08 6 22 18 3

Management (Mgm), 737 Business Administration, Mpls West Bank

3-001 MIILER JOHN 'S 37 7°1 6 2515 10 25 371625 1 11 23 9
5-175 WILLIS RAYMO'S 25 7 % 60 30 10 o7 10 10 12 6
Marketing {Midg), 1235 Business Admkrfatratlon Mpls West Bank - . ;

3-000 ‘BERKOWITZ/ER F 20 10.2 33 67 7525 2 7 72136 8 41 128 40
3-000 WALTON JOHR W 18 6 2 0336700000075‘2§000 5 19112 64 8 57 12 17
3-000 WALTON JOHN S 18 10 2 .. 33 67 60 20 20 1 3370 .. 4B:83 75 6 60 93 17
3-010 WALTON JOHN W 24101 .0 2525 0102020 0 0:30 40 30~ o 0 199 0 54 87 :3 2546 30 12 42 40 10
3-010 ‘NELSON JAMES S 25 7} 30 20 1.1 15 457742 2612 7 34 34 16 1

3-020 NELSON JAMES S

30 10.2°3 20 40

25 25 e %

x 41735283 11 4 11 3 13 8 7 2

'OperatmnsManagemm (OM). 737 BUsmess Administration, Mpls West Bm : G e :
3-000 SCHROEDER BO-W .20 91 . 40 30 30 30 30 30 xo' f NA NA NA'NA NA'NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Education, Co!lege Of, 104 Burton, Mpls East Bank

Child Psychology (CPsy), Child Development, 152 Child Development, Mpis Eaat Baﬂk

50 50 801010 6636 29323997 .2 18 9 3 17 9

1-301 SCHORK JR/ED F 15 81 29

1~301 PERLMUTTER/M F 20 53 *k A0 1040 10 NA NANANANANANA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
1~301 YONAS/ALBERT F~ 25 8:1 % 50 30 10 10 602020 . 6138 13325427311 43 4011 14 53 30 9
1-301 LEIMBACH/MIC.F 17 3 1. 60 40 zs_“zo_, - 550 44 632264590 2 673 10 4 4
1-301 LORD CATHERE W 25 52 4515 20 20 602510 56037 33223 45 NA 18 65 .95 42 20 92 87 22
1-301 CHARLESWORTH S “19 1.1 4530 10 15 451035 © 1058 42 26 284761 14 41 56 28 16 54 55 14




STUDENT STATUS.
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course. checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

(**means 100

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage. the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered. how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?"”
Response categories range from | to 5 (poor.

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: **All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?’’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.
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1-301 GUNNAR MEGAN S 19 1 40 40 20 16 199143 14 20 14 3
3-302 SALAPATEK PH 'S 15 4 1 2 40 40 10 - 16 16 % 30 20 14 4
3-304 PERLMUTTER MW 115 3 & *a 25 HA NA NA NA NA
3-311 LORD/CATHERLF 26 x 6020 10 10 26, 1 28 33 19
3/5-303 REATING/DANI F 22 81 - 50 50 9 13 53 59 23
5-310 HARTUP WILLA S 81 30 40 30 .. 75! ok 1 2
5-311 1ORD/CATHERI F 20 % 3520 10 35 63733 12 % 73 .6 2 6 7 &
5-315 TURNURE/JAME F 15 12 1. 30 30 30 NA NA MA NA NA MA NA' NA NA NA NA
5-315 BRUININKS RO S 15 61 65 35 4339 13 47 #* S0 6 11 10
5-319 GROSS SEYMOU W 4 33 67 45104 52 1918 5 19 11
3/5-331 GUNNAR/MEGAN'F 17 61 . 60 40 15 40 14 46 64 1 34 21 17 41 33 8
5-333 MCADAMS/DAN/ F 25 771 40 20 40 14 4611 43 80, 128 3 8 15 2
5-335 MOORE SHIRLE W 15 7 1 60 40 80 2039 6 55NA 1} 17 16 2 13 12 20 1
5-341 YONAS ALBERT W 25 6 1 1 40 40 20 55 45 31 ‘7_41 95 8 4 2 8 7 3
5-343 PICK ANNE D § 1 4030 30 9 45 45 46 9 45 73 8 6 2 5 10 4
5-345 MARATSOS MIC S 1017 55 35 10 850 4239 23 4786 5.4 4 7 11 1
8-605 SROUFE/L/A F 40 8 70 20 10 **28 728 4. 1 5.1 3 3 5
Industrial Education (ind), 125 Pe/k Mpisfast Bank : . . ’
1-600 GOV GEORGE. W 30 20 80 7- 43 sz Lok wn 1 & e 4 7 3
1-602 ‘GOW GEORGE W ‘10 10 30 30 10 10 655 950113992 2 3 6 2 6 3
Music Education (MuEd), 104 Scott, Mpls East Bank o s " o . o o
5-663 JELLISON JUD W 15 2 10 50 30 10 25 25 58227 96479 10 12 2 11 9
Physical Education (PE), 224 Cooke, Mpls East Bank : b s
3-111 ‘STONER LELA S 15 6 - % 33 67 UNA NANANANANANA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
5-120 STONER/LELAJZ'F 14 81 25125 7 735 . 109043 ST 3 4y 3 6 !
5-122 SERPASS/ROBE F 23 5.1 ' 40 40 20 8922 3719 3 % 12 6 3 4 12 7
5-130 JOHNSON/ROBE F 15 6 1. 40 45 5 10 ** 4010508 2 3 2 3 7 2 1
Psycholﬁxl FoundawnsofEducauon(PsyF) Social, Psychological, & Philose jons of Educatz‘an;sao i - g ;¢
Burton - ey ..
3-380 ODEN C'W AND S xz 8. . 44b 2222 11 1731318 NA 7347 11 11 86 38 10 1
5-110 STECKLEIN/JO F 18 82 50 50 917313 148 2 8 1420 3 17 16 8
5-110 TERWILLIGER/ F 18 8 1 4 50 50 x 7464122581 & 215 41 4 11 16 6
5-120 DAVISON MARK S 18 6 1 . 32 27 41 NANANANANA NA NA HA NA NA NA NA WA
5-121 DOYLE ¥EN 'S 123 10 2 60 40 **\}&3 2490 1 312 2 3 4 10 1
5-125 MERWIN JACK S 25 101 ~ 27 13 60 #31 6993 13 6 3 2 1 7 3
5-162 REST/JAMES . F 15 6 1 i 32 32 36 9439164577 3 5 7 2 4 3 8 2
5-163 NOREM-HEBEIS S . 10: 6 1+ 25 15 15 45 8913226575 2.-8 6.2 2 10 5 1
5-173 MARUYAMA G 'S 30 10 60 30 10 8013385083 13 1L 2 271
5-182 BART WILLIAM'S 25 61 .. 25 25 50 7250173395 39172 160 5 9 14 11




In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or
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Problem-solving assignments
 Written reports, papers
Presentations, performances

Lab activities, reports
Class participation

_ Upper division
Post-baccalaureate

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

5-183 JOHNSON PAUL S 30 S
5-570 JOHNSON PAUL S 30 5

50 25
75 25

Psychoeducational Studies (P$yS), 249 Burton, Mpls East Bank

5-110 SPRINTHALL/N.F 10 6
Social & phical |

Educatimm / !
3-090 HARKINS ARTH S 1& 9

Forestry, Coﬂege oi, 110 m StP

1-203 VOGT CARL = S -2 2.
5-240 WHITE/ALAR/S F 25 6
5-248 REEDAS .- S 6§ 5

General College, 108 Mcraison

50 50
60

1-111 JOHNSON ALLE W 90
1-132 DEARDEN/DOUG P 60
1-132 -DEARDEN ‘DOUG W 60
1-132 JEPFERSON NI S 63
1-166 ‘UTHE/RICHARD F 20 30
1-166 UTHE RICHARD S 50

1-171 UTHE/RICHARD F
1-211 HATHAWAY WIL S 1
1-212 SMITH/NATHAN F 1!
1-233 DETZNER/DANL F 12

1-233 HATHAWAY WIL S
1-234 DETZKER/DARL F
1-236 HARRIS/PORRE ,
1-237 BARRIS/FORRE F .
1-251 JONES DAVID S

]

1-265 RILLEN X' B
1-272 JONES DAVID
1-281 BOROW/HENRY
1-282 WAMBACH = = :
1-283 ‘LATTS/SANDER F - 15

nmmwmE

1-284 SKOVHOLT THO W
1-291 ‘STRINHAUSER/ F
1-294 KILLEK NB -~ S

20 20 10 10 35 5

Mpls East Bank

25

67

*

1515 10 %

6
0
9
3
4

10 20

40 20

(R e | 00 ~tE O W

30 12

15 10
S5

WON &b r
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learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

& 3
| 5 & 2
8% 83

OPINION

ABOUT COURSE

1 & 16 2
2 4 14 8
2 13 17

1 16 9 8
3 18 22 1

3 6 3
6 21 20 3
1 20 47 6l
1 10 42 13
1 9 13 8
14 28 19 6
8 16 21 8
19 23 12 &
-6 9 6 2
5 11 13 4
7 20 22 10
10 9 9 1
1 7 23 26
4 24 17 4
10 9 13 5
2 4 5 1
1 5 1 4
" NA NA NA NA
7 30 25 17
1 6 13 3
5 21 24 7
6 23 9
7 20 31 9
2 4 8 2



STUDENT STATUS. (**means {00
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from 1 to 5 (poor,
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1~311 BYRNE/RICHAR F 15 8 810 30 60 3 6 6
1-311 SIGMUND/CMAR F ‘15. 8 810 30 60 2 16 9 3
1-33] BYRNE/RICHAR F 13 8 4 80 10 10 511 4 3
1-333 SIGMUND CHAR W 15 4 L' 8 50 25 25 2 9 7 3
1-363 COLLINS TERE'S 26 8 2~ 20 40 40 1 12 23 17
1-374 ADAMSON DEL .S 25 7 2 4 25 25 25 25 3 12 16 7
1-375 YAHNKE/ROBER F 82 40 25 6 100 9 1
1-376 YAHNKE ROBER.W 12 6 25 50 25 2 7 10 4
1-383 SICMUND/CHAR F 15 8 1-8.30 20 30 20 1 8 1 2
1-401 KURAK/A F 12" 3 20 80 20 1 6 5 3
1-401 YAHNKE/ROBER F 7 6 10 20 40 20 6 6 5
1-401 YAHNKE ROBER'S '8 6 1% 10 25 50 15 2 4 71 3
1-401 GIDMARK JILL'S -10 6 25 4 4 2
1-402 KURAK Wl 4 410 60 10 20 1 o1 3 2
1-405 KNUTSON/APRL F 1510 '8 25 50 15 10 2 5 13 5
1-405 GIDMARK JILL'S -16 6 x°° 30 30 30 10 1 1 5 1
1-421 HANLEY/HAZEL'F 15 & 8 8 1
1-421 SHAW/MARY/E 'F 11 7 3 8 2370 9 16 11 5
1-421 YAHNKE/ROBER F < '8 8 *k 2 8 9 1
1~42] SHAW MARY E- W 11" 7 -2 8 25 67 6 15 15 1
1-422 GEE/MARY/E -~ 'F 10 8 *h 3 7 4 1
1-422 KNUTSON/APRLF 10 10 85 15 4 6 11 3
1-422 BATTENHAUER S 19 8 9 5 5 90 4 4 6
1-431 ROBERTSON/DOF 12° 8 5. 25 60 15 1 9 18 7
1-442 ZARONI/C/P i F 101 40 40 20 4 9 15 3
1-445 ROBERTSON/DO. F “12 12 & .~ 25 55 20 5 7 11 5°
1-445 RDBERTSON DOW 15 12 4. 33 52 15 1 10 9 3
1-445 DENNY 3 D W12 10 410 12 7 3 2
1~445 UTHE RICBARD:'S 15 10 5 25 60 15 2 4 1
1-445 BARNES SARAB S 12.10 4 -~ 30 60 10 3 01 12 3
1-445 POLICOFF IVA'S (1510 433 50 17 3 4 3 2
1-461 AMRAM/FRED/M F © 6 8 3 25 15 35 25 1 3 7 4
1-461 SOTHMAN LIND 'S 4 40 60 5 10 8
1-464 HANSEN-EVELY W 9 .3 50 20 25 5 1 13 10 9
1-464 AMRAM FRED M S 6 4 2 6 8 4
1-465 SOTHMAN LIND'S 17 7 4 45 25 30 5 6 9 9
1-471 AMRAM/FRED/M F 8 & 0 25 20 15 117 21 14
1-481 THOMPSON SHA S 25 7 30 2030 20 2 5 12 3
1-483 SIGMUND CRARW 15 6 x ~ 50 25 25 1 72
1-484 BALFOUR COMR W *x 12 26 6% ! 1 6- 6
1-484 YAHNKE ROBER.S 10 8 *k 1038528 1 2 5 &4
1-511 NELSON MARY W 18 7 433 33 33 60 20 20 . 25 33 43 ¢ 11 31 1s

11

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings | and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: ‘‘All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?’’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.




In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

learning activity.- (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided:
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided:
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:
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125 25 50 428284353 2 A 16 4 4 10 9 3
30 70 o 32631459 1 3 17 121 5 18 9
30 60 5 5 329255285 . . 9 738 1 18 16
4030 10 10 10 ' ] 9286175571 .°5 % 6 5 2 i2 5 3
*x : 823265 18 5 - 1 7 3 1
.30 50 10 10 DAL 2 5B S 4 913 1
303 5 15 20 o A1 a5 y4 L -8 10 16 8 14 13
33 30 20 209010 2RS0T 6 4 L 4 4 1 1
50 25 25 10408911 937 %NA 3 17 8 10 14 4
25 25 25 25 92 8 5306549 . 5 18 19 7 10 21 15 3
50 25 25 ‘1z3s3NA 15 6 3 8 1
30 30 30 10 15 5.17 28 .55 NA- 8 21 13° 1 10 23 8
30 30 30 1621 6463 3 16 W 7. 2 16 14 9
30 30 30 432638692 5 14 9 1 12 11 6
50 25 25 22334569 37 18 8 2 7 13 13
35 35 B8 1 7
gg 2(7) 10 !;: Hg l;i NA NA NA litg !zfg NA NA NA NA
2 8l 418 6 20 16
33 33 33 254139 -2 5 11 7 6 7 8 3
30 30 30 36204481 5 I 14 B 4 16 11 8
30 10 10 30 4222368 15 1 117 7 3
25 25 50 2643338 & & o1 s 12 8 7
50 30 825674513 3% 11t n 5 3 1
b 5321 2691 Foay 2 6 2
30 30 30 15731 2445 96 4 8 W 6 9 11
30 70 32 13 55 57 5 W1 6 13 1
3 30 30 20 20 1041 21 38 NA- 3-8 16 -4 1 12 16 2
33 33 88 33 36254058 93 6. .11 3 3 10 7 3
2525 15 25 20°42 28 30 66 8 8 6 2 5 71 8
35 25 20 20 37194653 2 4 7 3 2 5 6 3
35 30 30 950153583 10 13 11 12 12 9 2
15 45 40 35234267 3 9 6 4 2
45 25 15 104025 35 71 253 3 4 3
50 25 25 29 29 43 65 3 5 3 5 3 3
30 30 30 138 36 56 58 9 7 6 -1+ 8 1 7
4 40 20 315325386 1 6 19 11 9 20 9
75 25 73011 L b 5 6 5 6

al, StP

30 20

f, 32 McNeal, StP

20 30 20 20 20 20 20 80 20

12

922 36 42

11424785 & 11 22 &4 3 17 17 3




STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course. checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the pereent cannot be calculated. ) The smaller
the percentage. the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered. how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?””
Response categories range from 1 to 5 (poor.

COURSE NUMBER

Final exam
Midquarter exams
Quizzes

Problem-solving assignments
Presentations, performances

Lab activities, reports
Written reports, papers
Class participation
Upper division
Post-baccalaureate

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

25

1-602 HRISEY FRAN W 30 3
5-661 EICHER JOANN W 15 6'1 33 33

(W 13

Afro-An Afra), 214 Socigl Sciences, Mpls West Bank

1-022 ¥ W 8 5113333 33

1-025 3 : 50 25 25

1-102 30 40 30

! 5

5
3-012 12020
3~072 § 1 40 20
3-082 1 .50 25
3-102 3 1 3030
3-108 BY 20

¥

3-340 | x 2525
3-401 12525

6.1 3030
4 174030

. 225:‘£.ind, Mpls East Bank
s 95 9 40

3-910
5=401

NA NA NA NA NA NA

3 25 25

; Iege of, 215 Johnston, Mpis East Bank

25 25 25

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings | and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: **All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?””
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.

& 3 .
5 _ 58 &
S & P 3
g 8 £ &
OPINION
ABOLIT COURSE
14 11 27 7
3 7 7 6
1 4 11 8
2 21 29
1 10 23 20
NA NA NA WA
2 4 2 4
1 2 15 3
36
412 12
2 3

50
33
30 30 10

7 05 1

16 7 6

4 2 1

0 1 4 2
1 2 8

1 2 5 3
0o 1 6 5
1 3 4 1
1 5 6
o 1 3 1
0O 0 2 2
1 7 11 13
2 7 11

0 1 1 4
1 2

6 6

2 4 3




In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR arc followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instrictor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
cstimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

COURSE NUMBER

Midquarter exams

3

Lab activities, reports
Problem-solving assignments
Written reports, papers
Presentations, performances

Upper division
Post-baccalaureate

BASIS OF GRADE—%

Anthr 8

1-101 40 40
1-102 0 40
1-102 50 25 25
3-201 25

5=102

5-118 _

Arts, S East Bank
1-801 110 10
3-810 £ 20

Classics K
60 40
60 20

60 20
60 20

| Sciences, Mpls West Bank

Lind, Mpls East Bank
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

lish, 207 Lind, Mpls East Bank i

80 10 10

X X X Xx

1-019 X x x
1-019 33 67 :
1-020 30 5 3025 10
3-111 . 40 25 25 10 :
3-112 40 20 20 20
3-241 33 67 v
3-251 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA\
3-410 33
3-411 - 40 60
3-412 0 40
3-413 50 50
3-718 25 50 1015
3-910 33 67
5-651 30 20 50
5-851

¢ 14

lcarning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided:
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

Very good

Excellent

Poor or fair
Good

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING

OPINION
ABOUT COURSE

0 2 11 9
1 0 4 6
2 3 6 9
2 7 8 4
5 5 4 1
6 13 15 6
8 13 16 7
1 4 5 8
7 3% 21 8
5 12 31 20
9 23 29 6
3 23 35 9
6 28 20 3
6 14 1 2
o 3 10 6
0 2 7 18
5 10 8 1



STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from | to 5 (poor,

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings | and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: ‘*All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?”’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.

218 , 4 g
) 9|z e . BF ‘
8 2l | 2 58 E |8 % T
2 uém £EZ2835 _|&8 2% oly sl %
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1<l =) - 35:%2 § ale . 4 5 ggg - = s = 3
38|z ga2s82:5 833 %ﬁ 53&-5’33'3355 18 8 § 3
g - e & s
% - . COURSE STUDENT I WY e OPINIO!
= BASIS OF GRADE—% _ EMPHASIS—%  |STATUS—%/ENROLLED~%| | ABOUT INSTRUCTOR | ABOUT COURSE
talian, 200 Folwell, Mpis East Bank : L 3
22210 15 20 20 40 20 2020 202020 NA NA NA'NA'NA NANA WA NA 'NA BA NA NA NA Na
22510716 25 25 25 25 20 30 1030 10'NA NA NA NA NA ANA. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
101520 20 25 10 254%0°30 30 NA NANANANANANA RA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
100 420 40 2020 25252525 "NANANANANANANA NA NA NA HA NA NA NA NA
236 10 »a 20 40 20 2025252525 NANMANANANANANA WA NA. NA NA NA NA NA WA
INI/MAR S 6 B fs 60 20204030 20104343 1426185682 9 3 2 3 6 4 1
14 932 20 4010102535 50°° 3358 840 608 f r 6 3 1 1 8 2
3-016 m;m%ms 15 33 25 15 20 25 25 25 25 73 18 9.33 661 69 5.3 ° 3% 2 4 4 1
3-017 WALDAUER/J10S L6 80 2025252525 15691543 55293 3 4 & 1 1 6 3
3-104 mmses}m F 1020 80 20 12 1375 2773 3¥174379 3 8 1 6 4
3-269 smim,ga S 46151 2525 301010 10205 5151975 645104589 1 1 7 7 9 5
' 1210 % 33 33 34204030 JONANANANANANANA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
25 15 50 40 1040 30 . 302573 222562261 11 21 22 5 21 22 13 2
Geogracalz&yc w Soeld Sciences, Mpls West Bank . n .
W20 81 40 40 20 *x o 7228 O 15 4B 3774 2838 65 16 35 49 58 5
10 422 4020 40 40203072031 69 01435518 2 838 30 3 19 32 23
20 61 5050 . 2675 1 9405138 112 37 28 3 12 30 23
A5 61 4545 10 80 20 36 64 9424958 4 17 51 38 9 29 43 28
12 82 3565 60 30 101781 220493170 5 10 23. 9 7 15 22 3
15 61 60 40 502515 55 595 018273583 2 1 11 6 1 7 9 3
16 7 350 50 25 2525252591779 42231478 1 S 10 8 1 6 8 8
20 81 20 20 48 12 x B0 40 20 - 0663440 9818 21} 8 8 5 9 10 5
2010 1.20 25 20 40 7 740 60 14454117176685 1 3 10 9 3 7 11 1
20.10 1 20 25 20 40 7 740 60 46 54 3372980 .2 4 71t 6 9 9
20 10 1 20 25 20 40 7 740 6050 46 4. 32.3039NA . 513 06 2 7 12 3
8 921015151510 10 52530301020 1056 42 276733 41 87 14 13 1B 6 14 18 17 3
56 .30 30 20 20 10 20 50 20 78 746144170 2 .2 8 2 2 4 3 5
1510 20 40 40 20 40 20 85833121871 % 0 0 3 9 0 0 9 3
F 2015 70 30 20 30 50 83 17 2112 67 86 2 4 3 3
3-401 WAKEFIBLD/RA F 30 6 840 30 30 701515 88 1364 9 27 89 2.2 4 3 4 1
3-424 JORRES/RUTH-F 15 51 . 40 30 30 0 40 Ak 507 &3 Rk g e ) 303
3-601 Wmn{mxv 25 5 840 60 *% 1783 20602166 1 2 21 42 2 19 31 13
3-603nmasmuss 36 71 6040 40 40 202278 17552767 4 2536 8 14 21 26 S
3-604 PLUMMER/T F 23 61 - 33 33 33 50 50 990 1204733 NA 6. 19 26 16 6 19 32 12
3-610 WEISS csms 15 8 1 60 30 10 25 25 50 148 24552179 1 3 1221 2 5 20 10
s-as3mnr 15 20 40 20 50 50 ** 28 116175 .0 0 5 L. 1 4 3 4
15




. In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

}

dollars).

FORT (hours per week).

format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

COURSE NUMBER

ARTER DATA COLLECTED

3-834 maﬂ
3-835 MURPHY -

3-837 SM AL

3-851. Wi!{ .
3-852 | RRRMAN #

5-474 msam. m W

- 1-811 SHAPTRO/ALAN F
1/3-711 LAYTON/EDWIN F

3-844 CREEN GRORCE. &

3-892 ARSENAULT/RA F 30
3-901 ‘MOBELL/JOHM . F - 25
3902 MODELL JOAN W 78

5-137 smml‘rabxa F 20
5-143 SAMAHA JOEL W' BA
5~212 BAMFORD PAUL S .10
5-349 CHAMBERS/CLA-F -0 5
3/5-467 FARMER/EDWAR F 25

3/5-468 FARMER EDVAR W 25

3/5-471 MARSHALL/BYR F: 18
5-473 MARSHALL BYR S 20

Final exam

Problem-solving assignments

Presentations, performances

Midquarter exams

Lab activities, reports
Written reports, papers
Class participation

Quizzes

BASIS OF GRADE—%

History of Science & ‘Tschnobgy (HS¢i}. 428 Physics, Mpls East Bank

30 30 |

30 20
40
70
40
0 10
10
25
25
25
5
40
60 :
38 5 40
25 35
25 35 :
35 10 15
50 50
80 20
30 20 10; 5
25 15 10 0
18 36 10 5
2020 1
20 30 2
90 10 0
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA. 0
4
25 15 0
10 40 10 0
40 10 50 3
.50 40 10 4
055 25 20 7
2 060 40 0
40 20 40
81 34020 20

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam

Post-baccalaureate

learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of leaming.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of leamning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

K] 3
s g %
2 5 5%
OPINION
ABOUT COURSE

1 1 1

5 49 77 12
2 12 22 7
3 16 9 0
1 15 25 47
8 7 3 O
1 2 11 3
1 3 5 0
2 2 20 15
0 1 12 18
2 11 18

0 6 7 O
0 6 9 3
6 2 11 6
o 0 7 2
6 18 53 38
2 4 17 21
0 2 19 31
3 12 23 4
4 7 10 8
0 6 4 &
0 7 10 3
o 9 12 7
0 1 10 9
o 5 3 1
0 2 11 &
0 1 5 2
0 2 5 8
1 7 10 7
1 4 9 15
2 4 6 3
o 9 8 7
1 12 4
3 3

0 3 9 2
7 13 17 1
3 16 33 3

"




STUDENT STATUS. (**mcans 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course. checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enroliment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enroliment not reported. so
the percent cannot be calculated. ) The smaller
the percentage. the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: ** All things considered. how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?™”
Response categories range from | to S (poor.,

fair. good. very good. excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in cach category. Ratings | and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: “*All things con-
sidered. how would you rate this course?”
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.
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° BIBK: 3§85 » s 5 5| E B Bl B |3 5 & &
1 EEEERERE 5558282838 5 Bi8Fo¢E:
o L et 7 T
& e : :
SN _ ] srupent | why . OPIMON OPINION
*) BASIS OF GRADE—% {STATUS—%{ENROLLED—%) | ABOUT INSTRUGTOR |  ABOUT COURSE
1/3-712 { 5543 2 7474545 3 19 15 19 4 19 26 7
1/3-713 68 32 2465261 0 71818 0 3 19 16
1/3-812 6335 3 9434860 6 7 215 7 12 17 3
1/3-813 | 5147 210 64 4564 3 11533 29 5 10 22 8
Humani » : -
1-001 19 15622363 7 23 35 4 18 30 19 3
1-001 20 16°47 31 80 -0 231825 4 10 13 18
1-002 37 9563575 5 10 10 & 5 13 10 |
1-002 30 134740092 1 8 25 11 2 21 19 2
1-002 33 14483860 3 4 15 5 6 8 11 2
1-011 541929204970 2 10 9 6 3 13 6 6
1-011 25 2435556 1 6 9 12 2 8 13 5
1-012 / 62 351468 210 9 5 10 6
1-101 30 1346 40 78 21540 11 24 21
1-101° 16 41 43 %* 116710 1 6 12 8
3-004 13 87 9464758 1 3 145 1 3 18 1
3-061 | 33165132 4 10 3 4 1 0 3
3-101 2 94942 % .9 23 21 B 12 28 16 5
3-201 2 27 26 46 86 121713 18 15 10
3-301 412414678 1 1327 30 8 15 30 17
10 86 319255645 3 7 818 4 5 10 10
40 30 30 A 3317S50% 0 03 1 0 0 4 0
3-303 . 40 30 30 *%  342046:88 0 .1 2 4 0 1 5 1
Journal , 111 Murphy, Mpis East Bank i ‘
1-001 70 30 30 340213846 10 .36-47.019 35 41 32 5
1-001 : 24 1:37:2837:61 17 40 °60 23 42 55 36 5
1-101 82 6511438 4 9 3 1 3 9 4 2
1-201 | 38 233183069 7 21 26 11 8 26 20 1l
3-121 92 8412448 3 3 7 3 6 4
623872 2881 2 35 3 2 4 2 5
10 30 30 15 15 78 2267 3382 4 & 1 4 3 2
2070 10 92 836 95557 7.5 1 5 6
7761753153286 3 816715 2 11 17 12
48 85017339 "2 11 26 3% 2 15 32 24
534742 94985 3 S 6 3 3 7 6 1
3169291086276 1. 6 3.3 6 3 4
‘S1 11 37 NA 2 3 7 100 1




In the lines below. COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Optnion Protile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (cxcluding
final). (X means instructor uses this cxam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on cach type of cxam, assignment, or

-
2
o ¢ 8
e SE) o E , §
] @ 2l & v & % E
5 : GEigle | . 8iig
2 = I 2 s =
B g g2 : § g 3§ ¢ g §
a z T2 (Sis 1 E & £ % 8 2 s
S ;asggz‘ggsgzg s s
SIn(Clgls &8 53 £ 8 $ 8
3§§_‘85§83§;& s s
' %@,F‘? BASIS OF GRADE—%
5-274 THOMPSON WIL W .7 8.1 40 20 25
5-274 THOMPSON WIL'S 9 12 1 = 40 20 25 15
5-531 WACKMAN. DANI W 15 7 x40 30 2515 25 35
5-559 THOMPSON WIL W x 50 30 x 20 25.50 28
5-721 ISMACH/ARNOL F 20 S'1 = 25 25 50
5-777 GILLMOR/DONA F “1% 1 70 30 x
5-777 GILLMOR DONA S .19 51 30 30 40
8-001 WACKMAN/DANI F “13 5 - 50 50
Latin (Lat}, Classics, 309 Folwsil, Mpls East Bank
1-122 ERICKSON GER W 7 15 15 40 40 20
3-052 ERICKSON GER' W -7 15 15 40 40 20
Linguistics {Ling). 142 Klaeber Court, Mpis East Bank o
3-001 DOWNING/BRUC F 210 9 2 1 40 40 16 4751010 541 57
3-811 DOWNING/BRUC.S .1} 8 40 40 10 10 404010 10 13 63
3/5-001 HUTCHINSON/L F 1 40 40 20 A0 10 20 6 9
5-003 SHELDON/AMY 'F 10 10 % ¢ 25 25 653 .- 5
5-006 HOULIHAN/KAT F 20 10 50 50 3333 33 AN
5-206 SANDERS/GERA F 25 10 1 15 7015 15303520
3/5-301 HOULIHAN/KAT F 108 25 25 3515 50
5-302 SANDERS'GERA W -7 71 .. 40 30 30 30401020
5-303 HOULIHAN/KAT S 30 6 50 50 4020 40
3/5-601 MIRANDA ROCK W 12 91~ 50 30 20 40 20:20 20
5-701 STENSON/NANC S 1015 1 25 40 10 404020
5-711 STENSON/NANC'F .2 5 80 2050 50
5-721 TARONE ELAIN'W 25 51 = 2520 30 15 15 50 30
5-722 TARONE/ELAINF 10 8 20 60 20 - 30
5-723 TARONE ELAIN W 10 3 70 30 Lo
8-500 SANDERS/GERA F 25 10 70 20 10 10 4040 10
8-510 MIRANDA/ROCK F 6 50 S0 10402525
Music (Mus), 106 Sco, Mpis East Bank e
1~051 HILLEY MARTH W '3 315 40 30 . 30
1-052 HILLEY MARTH W =3 3.1 'S . 403 30
1-052 HILLEY MARTH W 3 31 3 . 3w
1-052 HILLEY MARTH W -3 3715 403030
1-152 HILLEY MARTH'W 5 31 & 40 30 30
3-021 SUTTON - W 18 82 40 40 20 40 30 15 10 5 12 88
5-635 MCCLARY SHSA W 6 7515 10 30 35 3% 27
18

lcarning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
cmphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of icarning but no figures were provided;
**means 1(X) percent.)

COP information includes the following:

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING

5
= B =
5 a 5
I
OPINION
ABOUT COURSE
3 9 10 2
5 9 13 O
2 6 12
4 4 7 3
NA NA NA NA
& 9 6
0o 3 7 5
6 9. 7 3
1 2
1 3 6
21 18 10
0 1 4 3
3 10 15 7
2 7 10
NA NA NA NA
2 2 1
£ 1l 4
3 05 3 1
0o 1 2 2
3 7 5 1
0 3 7 o0
3 2 1
2 4 147
3 2 1
4 2
i 2 1
3
1 5 3 11
1 9 10
2 6 6
3 4 5
1 2 18 17
16 17 22 3
1 1 5 4



STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED: Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from [ to 5 (poor,

COURSE NUMBER

Midquarter exams

Quizzes

Lab activities, reports
Problem-solving assignments
Written reports, papers
Presentations, performances
Class participation

Post-baccalaureate

Upper division

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
/I, Mpis East Bank

NA

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: **All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?”’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.

5 s
5 g i
5 = B
2§ 5 3
OPINION

ABOUT COURSE

1 7 22 15
1 9 0 1
15 18 20 2
17 28 20 7
% 17 9 7
15 18 9 1
19 23 23 10

[P
WU O NW
[PUN LRV B ¥

8 5 8 5
4 8 9 2
11 7 5 ¢
11 11 19 4
10 13 11 4

- 0O OO



In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam. assignment, or

COURSE NUMBER

Final exam
Midquarter exams
Quizzes

Problem-solving assignments
Presentations, performances

Lab activities, reports
Written reports, papers
Class participation
Post-baccalaureate

Lower division

Upper division

EXPECTED QUT-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

STUDENT

1/3-034 ZABAVY/
3-101 ROSS/ROBERT,
1/5-001 TAPP/ROBERT

30
45 20

40 20 15

40 20 15
30 20

60 40

ank.

40 40
50 18
40 40
50 25

Theatre: Ars . {?ﬁ) m.'tdidwf"ook . Mpls West Bank

1-504 caxm.ml(zsxik F §5 8 20 20 10
3-513 JOSAL-uaxga& F 3& 10 20

nguages, 253 Elliott, Mpls East

15 75 10
35
35

10 15
10 15 &
35 133

30 40

15 75
40
30

75
20

20
15
20
25

50
40 30 10

20

learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided:
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided:
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

Poor or fair

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING
Exceltent

OPINION
ABOUT COURSE

0 4 13 3
2 3 3 0
NA NA NA NA
0o 0 5 5
2 9 6 2
o 3 5 2
0o 2 9 6
1 0 4 2

29 2919 2

8 10
1 3 13 4
32 38 38 10
2 8 2
4 7 &
2 5 9 3
5 12 4
5 10 5 1
P o1
20 24 7
26 19 7 1
26 16 2 1
34 61 46 14
13 27 14 3
9 13 10 2




STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100  ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
percent.) the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller  bers given here are the numbers of students
WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated  the percentage, the more cautious the reader responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
their reasons for taking the course, checking should be about assuming that the opinions (poor and fair) have been combined to save

more than one response if appropriate. represent those of the entire class. space.
PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND- OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR. OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students

ING. The number of students responding to  Students were asked to respond to this ques-  responded to the question: “All things con-
COP s expressed as a percent of second-week  tion: **All things considered, how would you  sidered, how wopld you rate this course?"
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-  rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’ Response categories are the same as for opin-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-  Response categories range from 1 to 5 (poor, ion about instructor. :
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Pharmacy, Coljege Of, 115 Aopleby, Mpis East Bank S
51976 80

3-000 CLOUSE-SCOTT F 15 6 x . 40 35 25 2 10 4
P UbllG b{eaﬂh, School of, 1360 Mayo, Mpis East Bank

[ 5-603 BROWN JUDITH W 100 1 50 30 6 15 4
5-604 'FLEMING PHYL S 200 271° /50 50 3 6 10 3
5~610 TEM msWn Fo6 3, ,5 50 50 5 10 18 20
Technology, Institute of, 105 Lind, Mois East Bank
Architeature {Arch), ‘I}Q Arcfﬂacture, Mpis East Bank
1-002 LA VINE LANC W 61 . 50 20 30 9 9

>
L
-
[=]
&
F -
~w

1-021 WINTEROWD GE W 35 8 .1 =55 45
1-023 wmmum S 10 1766 33
Astronomy (Ast) 356 Pﬂys:cs, Mpls East Bank

1-011 BUMPHREYS/R/ F “14 12.2 - 50 SO
1-011 Jmmslmss F 18 42 . 50 50

10 35 50 19

1-011 DAVIDSON/K : 82 6733 . 6 23 46 14
1-011 JOXES/MAR(F 15 592 50 50 154936 55 26 36 45 30 3
1-011 ‘BURTONW'B W ‘18 8.2 50 50 17473679 W 27 45 65 17
1-011 VAN DER BULS W 18 82 = 50 50 14533365 %8 44 111 47 6
1-011 KEY E P ‘W' 18 81 50 50 546 46 7 m 4545 38 11 19 22 15
1-021 RUDNICK/L.  F 7200 8°1 . 67 33 76 24 szs 67 76 1 6 21 10 4

Chemical Engineering (ChEh). Chemical Engineering & Materials Scienc Mpls East Bank:

5-104 RANZ/WILLIAM F 27 73 28 42 30 "~ 393 380 19 13 1
5-701 ISBIN/H/S . F 15 5 ' 80 2039 92 821 13 2 6 4
5-751 KELLER/RK/H = F 62. 5030 20 31310 1 5 7
Civil Engineering (CE), Civil and Mineral Engineering, 112 Mines & Metallus .
3-100 JOBRSON/GERA F 1235 63 ' 3045 1015 892 069 32871 7 17 24 4
3-100 PANT-JESSE E S 25 62 4040 10 10 3169 6523375 nm 27 23 3
3-200 HUBER/MATTHE F -°25 102 50 50 9 86 583 21581 16 18 8 1
v 3-200 -HUBBR MATTHE S 25 102 50 50 16 82 2781 71 84 16 29 15 2
3-300 VARDOULAXIS S 9 61 = 3433 33 8- 20 20 8 1

(fﬁ 19 3070 84 1’6‘_""86‘1;3:

31 18 5 1

; 3-400 SILBERMAN/ED F 21 12 0 340 40 20
i 12 18 13

3-400 FARELL CESAR S 20 2. 4282 16




In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in learning activity. (X means some weight is
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-  dollars). given but no numbers were provided;
cation of which QUARTER the data was EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF- **means 100 percent.)
collected. Nextis a group of descriptive items  FORT (hours per week). COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
taken from the Course Information Profile NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding has indicated with percentages the degree of
(CIP) and finally student information taken  final). (X means instructor uses this exam emphasis placed on various types of learning.
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP). format but provided no numbers.) (X means some emphasis is placed on this

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has  type of learning but no figures were provided;
estimated what percent of the final grade is **means 100 percent.)

CIP information includes the following:  based on each type of exam, assignment, or COP information includes the following:
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3-400 STEFAN H S 25 8 335 3530 Giem 13 14 1
3-500 HOFFMAN/MICH'F 200 2 0 40 40 20 77 s 59 34
3-600 CERNY/LADISL F 40 83 3404015 5 2 5 21 30 11
3-700 STERLING RAY W 20 31 40 40 15 15 5 NANA NA NA NA
5~002 HUBER/MATTHE F 51 27 17 12 3
5-002 HURER MATTHE S 5 i 5 25 31 17 3
5-212 STEPHAWEDES: S . 2 12 55 10 ¥ 3.3 4 1
5-401 -BOWERS/C/E. ' F » 20 20 L0 10 30 17
5-405 BOWERS C EDW S ~ 20 20 18 18 30 9
5-410 ‘SONG/CBARLES F 10 2a 6 7 3
5-420 SILBERMAN E .S 30 35 LS oA 19 12
5-501 HOFFMANN MI1C S 25 30 10 17 3
5-510 PERKET € S 20 9.5 7 6 2
5-600 CHEONG-SIAT~ S 30 6 13 12 413 12 17 5
5-601 BESKGS DE s 120 8 40 15 A NA NA NA NA
Computer Science (I:&:i) 138 Lind, East Bank
3-101 MOHER/THOMAS F 20 16 12 1
3-104 HEVNER ALAN W 20 50 19 23 4
3-105 mows‘ X W 20 40 23 6 2
3-106 MALY K. 20 60 36 19
5-101: SCHNEIDER/! 20 60 36 30 7
5-101 PRANKDWSKI. K W 20 40 8 8 4 1
5-102 “SCHNEIDER & W 20 50 39 % 29 28 7
5-105 . MURRO - UIMA W 22 33 21 9 11 4

W 25 40 22 13 27 6

A W 2 3 29.1 30 13 4
5-502 BRUBLL STEVE W 15 40 60 16 15 4
5-504 KALY K . A 35 65 16 14 3
Electncal'Ewr{é (EE), 139 Eleciieal Engineering, Mpls East Bank
3-001 FROYD 'ng?m'w 20. 7 3518 20 10 21 17 2
3-011 .KUMAR K S’P W35 52 )); 50 40 10 58 40 7
Geo-Engineering. (GeoE) Civil & Mlm Engmeenng, 112 Mines & Metalk
1-001 .CHERNICOFF/S F . .- 3 2 30 40 30 54 102 50
1-001 BANERJER/SUB F 16 8 z 30 40 30 23 17 7
1-001 O°CONNOR/ = F 16 4.2 = 30 40 30 34 51 16
1-001 .SHAPIRD: J W30 82 3040 30 54 49 11
1-001 CHERNICOFF-S W .23 5:2. 30 40 30 48 93 42
1-001 “JORNSON. T € S 82 -330 40 30 91 116 25
1-002 SLOAN- ROBERT W 20 3°%1. 2 50 25 25 110 i2 15 10 12 5
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STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enroliment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated.) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: ‘‘All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from 1 to 5 (poor,

COURSE NUMBER

Final exam
Midquarter exams
Quizzes

Lab activities, reports
Problem-solving assignments
Written reports, papers
Presentations, performances
Class participation

Lower division

Upper division
Post-baccalaureate

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

| STUDENT
STATUS—%

450 25
60 40
50 25

—

[ YRV ]

25 40
50 25
50 40
35 35
60 20

e T s 5
w
(=]

w
"

8% 12020
Vincent, Mpls East Bank

10 2. 50 50

0-009 101 440 12 48
0~009 , :
0-009 11 2712 40 40
0~009 40 20
0~009 40 10
0-009 40

45 15

25

50
50

82 20
. 8 40
4 33
6 40
5 30

MA NA ¥ NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

'NA N NA'NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA |

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

4 25 25
NA
NA
14, 40 10
-8 50 17

25
25

30 5
25
10
25
20

30 30

15 5

25

20
20
17
20
20

10

NA NA NA NA NA
25
33

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: ‘‘All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?’’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.

Poor or fair
Good

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING

OPINION
ABOUT COURSE

1 5 5 2
4 21 23 4

6 4 & 5

4 15 22 2
2 8 12 3
25 16 7 2
1 10 5

7 10 14 10

1P 7 3 0
6 10 5 0
5 25 71 3
5 11 5 1
6 11 4
1 5 7 3
6 12 8 3
4 10 10
1 3 1
19 16 1 O
10 12 3 0O
4 9 & 0
15 8 2 0
4 10 4
1 3 1

35 43 13 0

2237 21 1

30 33 18 O
14 19 11 3
17 26 12 2

44 73 29

—
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w
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In the lines below, COURSE NUMBER
and INSTRUCTOR are followed by an indi-
cation of which QUARTER the data was
collected. Next is a group of descriptive items
taken from the Course Information Profile
(CIP) and finally student information taken
from the Course Opinion Profile (COP).

CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE., The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or

COURSE NUMBER

Final exam
Midquarter exams

Lab activities, reports
Problem-solving assignments
Written reports, papers
Presentations, performances
Class participation
Post-baccalaureate

Upper division

EXPECTED OUTY-OF-CLASS EFFORT (HRS/WK)

BASIS OF GRADE—%

3-221 SPEISER/ROB
3-221 WED

COOOW POWNN UNImmN NNNFN

NA NA NA NA NA A 63
63

24

WWw O~

learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means- 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.
(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

Poor or fair
Very good

Excelient

Good

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING

OPINION
ABOUT COURSE

41 45 4
37 24 6
10 12 1
35 19 4
8 21 &4
33 35 11
15 11 2
36 24 3
50 10 2
38 23 8
34 27 5
35 28 8
46 26 5
38 24 2
65 45 7
61 25 5
58 21 4
42 25 6
51 37 &4
37 15 2
45 20 2
32 9 4
13 4 1
12 9 1
3 10 7
100 7 5
4 5 2
5 8 0
6 7 1
10 12 2
17 7 0
11 12 6
45 22 3
9 8 2
6 5 0
10 1 0
10 9 3
15 4 2
12 7 1
11 12 2
16 14 3




STUDENT STATUS.
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enrollment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-

(**means 100

ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated. ) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader
should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.
OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?”’
Response categories range from | to S (poor,
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Quizzes

Lab activities, reports
Prablem-solving assignments
Wiritten reports, papers
Presentations, performances
Class participation

Lower division

Upper division
Post-baccalaureate

BASIS OF GRADE—% ~

STUDENT

5-262 . nmmm
5-263 W

5-573 m wsaxr s 15 5 40 40
5-601 nmmnm F xeA NA NA NA NA NA
5=601. BRA{ISR GEORG W iS 0 50 40
5-602 G1L DE LAM@ w 22 15 40 40
5-612 LOUB/W/S 9 40 40
5-679 FRISTEDT B ,S" 9 40 52
5-682 23‘3&)&1‘& JONN W 22 6 33
5-683 mazms JOBK S 24 9 50

5-701: SATTINCER/DA F .25 10 1 20 20
S=-701 HARPER LAURE S

5-702 HARPER LAURE W NA NA u m NA NA NA
8-246 VWS m'm WoNA NA x RA NA NA NA

20
12525

 3.§59

9 25 35
25 60 2010 10 13
NA NA NA NA NA'NA NA NA NA NA O
20 40 40" 20
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 29
10 20200305017
10 107030 0
20 60 20 20 5
8 25451515 7
67 333334 0
50 333334
60 50 : ,;540 )
mmmmmmmm&wo
NA NA NA NA RA M RAW& -0
*k 2-5~25 0
70 10:60 40 0
65 90 10

50 70730 .
25

fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
responded to the question: ‘‘All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?’’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.

Poor or fair
Very good

Excetlent

Good

““PERCENT STUDENTS RESPONDING

OPINION
ABOUT COURSE
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CIP information includes the following:

COST OF MATERIALS, TEXTS (in
dollars).

EXPECTED OUT-OF-CLASS EF-
FORT (hours per week).

NUMBER OF EXAMS (excluding
final). (X means instructor uses this exam
format but provided no numbers.)

BASIS OF GRADE. The instructor has
estimated what percent of the final grade is
based on each type of exam, assignment, or
learning activity. (X means some weight is
given but no numbers were provided;
**means 100 percent.)

COURSE EMPHASIS. The instructor
has indicated with percentages the degree of
emphasis placed on various types of learning.

(X means some emphasis is placed on this
type of learning but no figures were provided:;
**means 100 percent.)

COP information includes the following:

STUDENT STATUS. (**means 100
percent.)

WHY ENROLLED. Students indicated
their reasons for taking the course, checking’
more than one response if appropriate.

PERCENT STUDENTS RESPOND-
ING. The number of students responding to
COP is expressed as a percent of second-week
enroliment in the course. (**means 100 per-
cent or more of reported second-week enroll-
ment. NA means enrollment not reported, so
the percent cannot be calculated. ) The smaller
the percentage, the more cautious the reader

should be about assuming that the opinions
represent those of the entire class.

OPINION ABOUT INSTRUCTOR.
Students were asked to respond to this ques-
tion: **All things considered, how would you
rate the instructor’s teaching in this course?’’
Response categories range from 1 to S (poor,
fair, good, very good, excellent). The num-
bers given here are the numbers of students
responding in each category. Ratings 1 and 2
(poor and fair) have been combined to save
space.

OPINION ABOUT COURSE. Students
résponded to the question: ‘‘All things con-
sidered, how would you rate this course?’’
Response categories are the same as for opin-
ion about instructor.
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& No. 5 COURSE .| STUDENT OPINION OPINION
& k&"é BASIS OF GRADE—*% . ENPHASIS-%. | STATUS—% mmum—% ABOUT INSTRUCTOR ||  ABOUT COURSE
Mechaw enu!ueemq (ME), 125 Mschamca/ Engineering, Mpls East Bank _
3-303 MOMURRY PETE S 25 10 350 33 17 5050 ' 98 266 . 3455 0 2 26 13 1 15 22 3
5-288 DONATH MAL .S ‘ 207910216993 1 &4 “4°°5 0 5 3 6
8—352gummas 101" 40 20 15 25 30303010 1111788 0 2 5 8 0 0 7 8

Metalluwm Science {MatS), Chemical Engineering & Materials Sc:me 151 Amundson Mpls East Bank

5-011 mafmmsfs F:i2% 42 40 10

10 492 476

1.23:83.:28 46 .31 18- 33 52 24 15

Mineral W‘hg (MlnE) Civil & Mineral Engineering, 112 Mines & Meml!wgy Mpis East Bank
5-611 \Wﬂ?iﬁ F 20 5:1 760 30 10 45 30 20 5.488 87202870 0 3112 2 5 16 3
5~700 Swml?& S.25%10:}.:4 25 25 30 20 303020 ZQ 17 75 8 80 -7:13'92 1 2 6 4

Resewe ms Tramlng COl’pS Armory, Mpls East Bank' '
Aerospaa& m {Air}, 3 Armory, Mpis East Bank

1-104 Wﬂﬁﬁi 'F 2142520 5 20 15 10 8% Y Rk 30 21.50.78 4 22 18 -4 5 26 11 5
1-105 m&ﬂ MICH W 3.1.320 30 5 30 5 5 8% 10 5'NA NA NA NA NA'NA'NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
106%&3 MICH S 3°F+5 25 25 5 20 10 10 85 10.:595 5 41 3} 27 .85 5 24 8 1 12 17 8 0
1-206 W?SW F 2.1 50 25 5 10 Lo o) 50 ddd 40 20 40 ** 2 1 1 2
1-205 mmn sm W 21 50 25 20 50 50 NA NA NA'NA'NANA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
1-206 mwm STE? S 21 50 25 20 3 A : " 50 50 50 50 *% 0 0 2.0 0 1 1 0
3-301 M/RQW F 4 1 30 20 25 15 10 20° 50 30 5 95 51 2623 ** 2 8 5 5 6 11 4
3-302 m ROBERT W 15 3 1 40 20 40 50 30 20°NA NA NA NA NA'NA'NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3-303 HENKE ROBERT S 3 55 35 10 30.30 16.30 92 8 50 23-27 86 1 6 5.0 2 4 6 0
3-303 BENKE mw)g S 3 55 35 10 30 30 1030 *k 60 1030 67 0 1 4 i 0 3 3 0
| 3-401 BINISB/ROBER F 6 1 15 15 30 20 20 15 530 50 *% 55 16729 ** 7 7 3 1 8 7 1
3-402 ‘BINISH ROBER W 2 60 40 204030 10 NANANANANANANA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3-403 mmm& S 9.1 60 40 30 30 20 % 35 17 4872 0 3 1 30 4 7 2
Military Science (M), 108 Amnory, Mpls East Bank :
1-022 m.sm JAM W 4} 40 40 10 10 30 60 10 'NA NA NA NA NANA'NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
1-023 MILLER KENT S 41 40 40 10 10 B0 5 5.5 576 24 33 23.44 .89 1 4 7 3 2 6 5 4
5-132 3m xzcm W 2 314 352510 10 20 30 .49:10°:5 .5 .71 29 31 11:57:72 1 6. 1417 3 4 18 13
5~133 m MICHAER S 2133530 510 5 5 10 50255 20 68 32 4312 45°73 1 6 15 16 2 7 17 12
5-143 ESTERGREN ER S 2 50 20 10 20 5020 2010 7 87 7°47°17 37 NA 1 3 6 4 1 3 7 4
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A summary of this evaluation, along with a detailed course description provided by
the instructor, will be made available to students and advisers for use in program

Student

C planning and course selection. Please be thoughtful, frank, and complete, so your
ourse responses will be most useful to other students. Thank you for your cooperation.
i [ ]

[’ Infonnation Course Number (e.g., GER 1-003): Section Number

Instructor's Name: Quarter § Year

l l COURSE OPINION. PROFILE

Project
1. How would you rate the instructor on GETTING YOU INTERESTED in the subject matter of this course? (circle one)

1 2 3 4 S
Poor Fair Good Very Good Excellent

2. How would you rate the instructor's CLARITY AND ORGANIZATION in teaching this course? (circle one)

1 2 3 4 5
Poor Fair Good Very Good Fxcellent

3. All things considered, how would you rate the INSTRUCTOR'S TEACHING in this course? {circle one)

1 2 3 4 S
Poor Fair Good Very Good FExcellent

4. All things considered, how would you rate this COURSE? (circle one)

1 2 3 4 ’ 5
Poor Fair Good Very Good Fxcellent

S. How much have you LEARNED in this course thus far? (circle one)
1 2 3 4 5
Little Some Much Very Much An Exceptional

or None Amount

6. How much EFFORT have you put into this course thus far? {circfe one)

1 2 3 4
Little Some Much Very Much An Exceptional
or None Amount

7. What is your current STUDENT STATUS? {check one)

Lower division undergraduate (fewer than 90 quarter credits completed)
Upper division undergraduate (90 or more quarter credits completed)
Post-baccalaureate (gi'aduate, professional, adult special)
8A. If you are an UNDERGRADUATE student, which of the following best describes your typical grades?
(Check one. Finst quarter freshmen, please omit this question and go on to question 9; Post-
baceafauneate students, please omit thdis question and go on to question §B.)
Mostly A's and B's
Mostly B's and C's or lower
8B. If you are a POST-BACCALAUREATE student, which of the following best describes your typical
- post-baccalaureate grades? (Check one, Finst quanter graduate students and all undergraduate
students, please omit this question and go on to question 9.)
Mostly A's
Mostly B's or lower

9. What were your REASONS for taking this course? (For each statement, check "yes" {f it was one
0§ your reasons forn taking this counse, check "no" if it was not.)

Yes No

a. This course is among those required by my major or minor program(s) or by my adviser.
b. This course will help me fulfill a liberal education distribution requirement.

c. I was especially interested in the subject matter or instructor.

\ Copyright @ 1979 Universdity of Minnesota

Questionnaires used

L Two forms were used to collect information for the

3 tor’s performance. COP also asked students to report their

- 1979-80 Student Course Information Project. The Course current student status, cumulative grades, and reasons for
Information Profile (CIP) asked instructors to describe taking the course. Opinion responses are displayed by
their courses as offered during fall, winter, or spring three types of student category in the full-page course

) quarter. A completed facsimile appears at the top of p. 2 information *‘bluebooks’’ available on campus so that .

of this report. The Course Opinion Profile (COP), above,
sought student opinion about the course and the instruc-
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students may seek out the opinions of students most like
themselves..

’
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