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Teachers College Course Evaluation

2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

SA A N D SD N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q1 When I didn’t understand something, I asked questions in class 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q2 I completed assignments on time 2 4 1 0 0 7 4.1 4 4 .64

Q3 I completed assignments thoughtfully and did my best work 3 4 0 0 0 7 4.4 4 4 .49

Q4 I made an effort to communicate with the course instructor during office hours 2 4 0 0 0 6 4.3 4 4 .47

Q5 I shared my opinions, answered questions, and generally participated in class sessions 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q6 I made a conscious effort to link the class content to my own interests 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q7 Course objectives were clearly stated and aligned with course content 5 2 0 0 0 7 4.7 5 5 .45

Q8 Course requirements were clearly defined 4 3 0 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .49

Q9 Course materials included multiple viewpoints and perspectives 4 3 0 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .49

Q10 C lass size was appropriate for this course 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q11 C lass sessions were well organized 4 2 1 0 0 7 4.4 5 5 .73

Q12 Subject matter was presented effectively 5 1 1 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .73

Q13 Instructor adhered to, and was consistent with, class meeting times 5 2 0 0 0 7 4.7 5 5 .45

Q14 Reading assignments contributed to my understanding of the subject 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q15 Instructor was responsive to students' questions and/or comments 5 2 0 0 0 7 4.7 5 5 .45

Q16 Instructor treated all students with respect 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q17 Instructor was accessible to students outside of class 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q18 Course assignments were valuable learning experiences 4 2 1 0 0 7 4.4 5 5 .73

Q19 I would recommend the course to other students 4 2 1 0 0 7 4.4 5 5 .73

Q20 I would recommend this instructor to other students 6 0 1 0 0 7 4.7 5 5 .70

Q21 I learned a lot in this course 6 1 0 0 0 7 4.9 5 5 .35

Q22 Evaluations reflected course objectives 5 1 1 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .73

Q23 Evaluation/grading criteria were clearly defined 5 0 2 0 0 7 4.4 5 5 .90

Q24 Sufficient number of opportunities to evaluate my learning 5 1 1 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .73

Q25 Instructor provides helpful feedback on assignments 5 0 2 0 0 7 4.4 5 5 .90

Responses: [SA] Strongly agree=5 [A] Agree=4 [N] Neutral=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly disagree=1 



Category Instructions:  Items in this section are optional: feel free to not respond to any items below if you are concerned with issues of anonymity

Teachers College Course Evaluation
2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

N M D N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q26 My degree program is: 0 7 0 7 2.0 2 2 0

Responses: [N] Non-degree=1 [M] Master’s=2 [D] Doctoral=3 

Category Instructions:  Items in this section are optional: feel free to not respond to any items below if you are concerned with issues of anonymity

Teachers College Course Evaluation

2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

TC OSO OC N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q27 I am enrolled at: 7 0 0 7 1.0 1 1 0

Responses: [TC] Teachers College=1 [OSO] Other school of Columbia University=2 [OC] Other college/university=3 

Category Instructions:  Items in this section are optional: feel free to not respond to any items below if you are concerned with issues of anonymity

Teachers College Course Evaluation

2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

RFM OOI SAT N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q28 This course is: 1 1 5 7 2.6 3 3 .73

Responses: [RFM] required for my degree=1 [OOI] one option in a list of courses that satisfy my requirements=2 [SAT] selected and taken voluntarily=3 

Category Instructions:  Items in this section are optional: feel free to not respond to any items below if you are concerned with issues of anonymity

Teachers College Course Evaluation

2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

LT2 2H 4H 6H MT8 N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q29 The average number of hours I put into this class per week is: 1 0 4 1 1 7 3.1 3 3 1.12

Responses: [LT2] Less than 2 hours=1 [2H] 2-4 hours=2 [4H] 4-6 hours=3 [6H] 6-8 hours=4 [MT8] More than 8 hours=5 

Teachers College Course Evaluation

2014-09-MSTU5606.001

Responses Course

SA A N D SD N Mean Med. Mode Std
Dev

Q30 C lassroom space / facilities were adequate for the needs of the class 4 3 0 0 0 7 4.6 5 5 .49

Q31 Equipment and technology support by the College were adequate 3 4 0 0 0 7 4.4 4 4 .49

Responses: [SA] Strongly agree=5 [A] Agree=4 [N] Neutral=3 [D] Disagree=2 [SD] Strongly disagree=1 
 

Question: Please comment on those aspects of the course (activities, materials, etc.) that you found MOST valuable.



Response Rate: 71.43%   (5 of 7)

1

The readings were wide-ranging despite the specific focus of the course. Although I didn't always manage to complete my weekly reflections, they are
extremely helpful and force you to engage with the material. I also liked the in-class presentations from fellow students. The assignment itself forced us to
be accountable for the material in a slightly different way from our weekly writing assignments. I also particularly found the instructor's comments helpful---
they were both clarifying and provocative.

2 Although I found it somewhat challenging, I must say the most effective aspect of this course was the mandatory weekly blog posts. It helped keep the
topics fresh in my mind throughout the week when we weren't meeting in class.

3

The creation of the twitter account was very interesting. I think the idea pairs well with the objective of the class (to speak revolution into happening).

The readings progressed very well. C lear structure. The readings were very interesting as well.

Discussions were informed by the material (in content and in style).

4

I found the readings to be extremely valuable and also appreciated having to write responses to them. I found that writing the responses allowed/forced me
to think through what I had read to a different level.

I also appreciated the assignment of starting class/leading the discussion.

I also found Dave's distillations of the reading very helpful, not that I feel any of us needed him to dumb it down for us, but he was far more familiar with the
texts than we were, so it was useful and interesting to get his take on them.

5 Discussion was open and valuable to all of class content. After class sessions were available to continue class thinking and conversation.

 

Question: Please comment on those aspects of the course (activities, materials, etc.) that you found LEAST valuable. How could they be
improved?

Response Rate: 71.43%   (5 of 7)

1 N/A.

2 Although an interesting experiment, I felt the weekly tweets didn't do much to add to the overall value of the class. I felt our focus on the blog posts alone
would be sufficient.

3 The blog I think is a strange thing. I wonder if a shared google doc, in which we can all post, would be better at getting people to write. I felt like my writing
was not really read by other members of the course, and I didn't really spend a lot of time reading the writing of others. So I felt adrift without an audience.

4

While I appreciated the thought that doing the responses encouraged, I had some qualms with them. I wondered why they has to be on a public blog. The
format of the responses seemed too focused on the readings for it to make sense for it to be on a public blog. To anyone not in our class, I imagine the blog
posts would have made little to no sense, since they were expected to be more like close-reading and less like explanation/connection/exploration of the
articles. I also sometimes felt that I wasn't giving the reading fully the time it deserved since I knew I had to get to my blog post by Sunday night, which I
knew would take me a long time since it was 800-1000 words, not just five or six hundred. I also felt that with all the reading, the blog posts, and my work
from other classes (no fault of Dave's) I rarely had time to engage with the blog posts of my peers. I admit I sometimes found myself wondering what the
point of them was, maybe having a class conversation would have helped

5 At times I suppose the class could be more organized, but then again the openness allowed for the freedom to take conversation wherever felt natural.

 
Question: In what ways was the instructor MOST effective? Please give examples.

Response Rate: 71.43%   (5 of 7)

1 His presentations of the material were extremely helpful in providing clarification on the very difficult material. He also was very open to student comments
and points of view and encouraged substantive discussion.

2 Given the nature of the class, Prof. Backer was most effective practicing 'discussion' tactics. I had some of the most memorable real discussions while sitting
in class.

3
Great leader of conversation. Could even make more explicit the deliberate style of the course.

Very well informed. Good listener.

4

Dave's teaching is wonderful because it is a constant process, one that he's open about sharing his ideas and qualms of with students. To be honest, I hoped
far more teachers at TC  would be willing to engage in conversations with students about how their class should be taught, to not just assume there's one best
way and not ever question it. I also appreciate the kind of goals Dave set for the class. Whether the class was a success wasn't attached to some test or
evaluation, Dave seemed genuinely interested in expanding our knowledge, having discussions to see what we could come up with together, thinking
genuinely about the betterment of the world.

Dave was also very flexible and accessible and open to discussing the assignments or requirements for the class, I appreciated that very much. He let us as
students guide the course to a degree, which made us feel empowered and respected, I think.

I also very much appreciated the midterm survey he gave us.

5 Dave was a great instructor, allowing for constant feedback from students, adjusting the reading or content when students were confused or had differing
interests. 

 
Question: In what ways was the instructor LEAST effective? Please give examples.

Response Rate: 71.43%   (5 of 7)

1 N/A.

2 This was such an outstanding class and Prof. David Backer is a phenomenal instructor and an exceptional discussion facilitator.

3 I think I do look to the professor for a final round up of a discussion. At least a quick overview of the material. This is helpeful.

4 The explanation for the blog posts could have been revisited and, perhaps, honed at some point part way through the semester.

5 Dave's style is very democratic which leads to most of his strengths as an instructor, however some times he shouldn't be afraid to make executive
decisions.

 
Question: Is there anything else you wish to share about this course?

Response Rate: 57.14%   (4 of 7)

1 This was a fantastic learning experience I will take with me into the future.

2
I would take it again, and would recommend it highly.



3 I wish it had been longer than an hour and fifty minutes, sometimes I felt like we were just starting to get going by the time class ended.

4 Great class, helpful readings, instructor is a great asset to Teacher's College.


