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Instructor Name

1-In wha!vnya did this Inslmctof challenge you to learn? (For example, invited you to ask quesﬁons recognize complexities, see new possibilities, seek

>

Each bullet
denotes one
response

ghtful inquiry. Other ples?). Which activities chall d you to learn the most? How did they challenge you to learn?

* There was a lot of forum posting that was required and Irying fo actively participate on a daily basis can be hard if one is living a busy life while doing online dasses.

+ In comparison to the last onfine class | took. Professor Rogers does a much befter job of getting the students to engage seriously with each othes, mhlswmmmammlmm
for this, such as subject (English instead of Music) and level (300 instead of 100). Still, | Sink $1at he did a good job of ging y engag:
students wath the material covered from the readings, thus g of o

* There was a lot of werk in a condensad time and, combining that with the different genres, the class felt more ke a work space (reslistic).
« online, it was a challenging work load and it really challenged me 1o learn by cramming a lot of info in a short period of time.

* The peer review challenge me 1o understand other people's workd and it is very good for getting to know ofher students. But the most challenged part was revising my own work according 1o teacher’s
and peer's theses give me different parspective | never seen and naed me 1o rethink and revise, which is not easy.

certain abs¥ract or difficult 1o understand conoepts.

* The website is very well structured (fiough the pocket lessons make a given lesson much longer than it appears from the surface), and it is easy 1o navigate and find out what has to be dene. The
syllabus is particularly helpful, sinoe it has a checklist of all the assignments. He often delivers content in at least two different ways, such as paraphrasing readings o posting YouTube videos that
often have a writlen version in the lesson.

+ By providing several medias of communicasion: videos, writlen lessons, links 1o arfickes, elc.
* He posied a lot of videos offering instruction that made him very clear in what he expected of us.
* Giving videos about comments and reviews is a very good way. Plus, te professor almost re-organize our idea afler every small assignment. That can be good for students 1o create writing structure.

2- ln\vhmwuylwulhehslmctovdfoctlvoInmmunbﬂtﬁlg?(Formplo.chmymm il design, I ing objectives and

expectations, organization and delivery of K and other activities; use of and d and responded
to students.)

I

* The instructor effectively made tons of videos 1o provide F i and guis g the class entirely. In addition the use of visual aids proved to be quile helpful when conveying

3- ln vllutwayu dld mo mu'ucwr uwwa commitment to your | ing? (For ple, ani and respectful learning environment, utilized
ive to your learning.)

* The instructor ¥ruly demonstrated a commitment to my leaming by not only providing 10 minule long videos about each students respective paper they slso took initative 1o engage with students
whom were strugghing in the course.

Mmlmspremadmm‘uema.w:hmlex&m-mages and diagrams. Professor Rogers was very accommodating with allowing me to continue posting assigr asl|
em, and a9 emailed

* Provided ample feedback lnmass'gman st was specific to the studen(s response.

* He responded o emails quickly and was always available.

Hepomedomevuymﬂmﬁesmdmmmnmm This was great commitment as | think there were so maryy comments. It made me wonder how much time he has o spend in
arder to fully and make

™~

Open Ended Text
Response Question

[+~ This instructor chatienged me toleam Single Selection Question

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses
I

Agree (2) 2 40%  E—

Neutral (3) 0 0%

Disagree (4) 0 0% 1.40

Strongly Disagree ) 0 0% - Summary: Return
0 25 50 75 100 nstrucior

58 (83.33%) 1.40 0.55 1.00 <
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