Student Evaluation Revamp ask Force
10/9/07 Meeting
Noon, Braithwaite Center 204
Agenda
1. Introductions
Wayne Roberts, Chair, Marketing
Jeff Elison, Psychology

Julie Simon, English

Kevin Stein, Communication

David Tufte, School of Business

2. Task force charge/history behind task force:
Revamp the student evaluation forms
Deadline: March

3. Comments:
From  Christine Frezza, Senate President:

When the Deans decided to bump this back to the Senate they added several requests which I tried to take down. Here they are: 

Get rid of repetitive questions

Don’t use GPA questions

Questions should be online-oriented

Should be answered before the final exam

Include a blank for number of classes attended

Have a question geared toward team-taught classes

From David Tufte:

Two other things this student evaluation task force could look at are:

1) Giving some information to chairs and deans, culled from a sample, of how wide the variation can be across classes done by a single professor using the same format.

2) Do some sort of sorting of information that is fed to the deans, based on whether the class is mostly majors or some such, to get a grip on the idea that students who have self-selected into a major are more likely to give better scores in that major. 

3) Do some sort of grouping of classes done by multiple sessions: we do a lot of comparing of apples to oranges, but if we could feed them information about how everyone did in, say, principles, that would be better than comparing professors with little overlap.

From David Rees: 

I'm glad to hear that the student evaluation form is to be revisited.  Since I've been asked to help establish a graduate school, and since I've been receiving comments across campus that deal with the lack of quality in graduate programs, I request that a couple of questions be put on the questionnaire dealing with quality of graduate programs.  One of the policies/procedures I want to enact is a review of graduate programs and student responses to such questions would help identify those programs that may be most lacking in quality.
4. Committee Charge:  What, specifically, should be the goal of the committee?
a. Why do we have student evaluations? 

i. What is the research purpose, and what research questions are we trying to answer? 

ii. Who is (are) the target audience(s), and how are they used? How should they be used? 

5. Other items:

6. Action items:

a. Who should do what between now and our next meeting?

b. When and where should we meet next? 
