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Questions from the FiMU Student Rating Form

Rate the Instructor:

(1-Excellent, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-Poor, 5-Cannot Rate)

11. Insfructor's ability to present material in a clear and understandable manner was:
12. Insiructor’s ability (6 stimulate interest in the subject was:

13. Instructor's ability fo improve understanding of the subject was:

i4. Instructor's knowledge of the subject was:

15. Instructor's ability to encourage critical thinking was:

16. Instructor’s explanation of course assignments was:

17: Overall, the quality of instruction was:

Indicate your satisfaction with the availability of the instructor outside the ¢lassroom

{1-Very Satisfied, 2-Satisfied, 3-Dissatisfied, 4-Very Dissatisfied)

18. (In selecting your rating consider the instructor’s availability via established office hours, appoiniments, and other opportunities for face-to-face interaction as well as via telephene, e-mail, fex, and
other means):

Rate the Course

(1-Excellent, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-Poor, 5-Cannot Rate)

i9. Overall quality of this course as a leaming experience was:

110. Refevance of assignments to the course description:

111. The fextbook and/or other required materials used in this course were:

Rate the Grading System used in the course
{1-Excelient, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-Poor, 5-Cannot Rate)
112. Timeliness on refumed graded materfals was:



