Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

COURSE TITLE: Rhetorical Arts INSTRUCTOR: Moekle, Kimberly R
DISCIPLINE, COURSE NUMBER, SECTION: RHET 1000-22 CRN: 41495 COLLEGE: CF - CO”ege Of Communication and Fine Arts
COMPLETED FOR THIS SECTION: 14 ENROLLMENT: 19 DEPARTMENT: CMST SEMESTER AND YEAR: __Fall 2019
S’\/'II'Q;‘F_II_E FREQUENCY OF RESPONSES AVERAGE SCORE FOR THIS STATEMENT FOIiLL —— TUH,\IHSVSEL/;TE\’;A\I/EV'\IISES
5 2 3 2 1 THIS ALL COURSES ALL COURSES UNIVERSITY- PERCENTILE BRACKETS*
‘ _ _ SECTION THIS DEPARTMENT | THIS COLLEGE WIDE
SAgree Agree [Uncertain | Disagree | SDisagree CMST CF (10th - 90th)
1 3 10 1 0 0 414 433 4.38 N/A N/A - N/A
2 4 8 2 0 0 414 4.34 442 N/A N/A - N/A
3 8 6 0 0 0 457 4.60 463 N/A N/A - N/A
4 7 7 0 0 0 450 450 459 N/A N/A - N/A
5 7 4 2 1 0 4.21 4.38 452 N/A N/A - N/A
6 4 7 0 3 0 3.86 417 429 N/A N/A - N/A
7 3 3 3 4 1 3.21 3.73 3.85 N/A N/A - N/A
8 V Good Good Fair Poor V Poor
5 5 4 0 0 4.07 4.24 4.35 N/A N/A - N/A
9 SAgree Agree | Uncertain| Disagree | SDisagree
0 1 0 0 0 4.00 N/A N/A
10 SAgree Agree |[Uncertain | Disagree |(SDisagree
0 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A - N/A
Class Fresh Soph Junior Senior Grad Other
Year 13 1 0 0 0 0
GPA <20 2.0-2.49 2.5-2.99 | 3.0-3.49 3.5-4.0 N/A KEY TO STATEMENTS
0 0 0 1 1 11 1. Learning outcomes were clearly stated 9. Optional question for local usage.
atten- | Always ﬁllvrcg;st Usually S%cnc;l-y Rarely 2. Learning t.)utc.omes e.ffectivc?ly addressed 10. OptiorTaI question for local usage
dance 3. Constructive interactions re: Instr/Student What is your class year?
4 10 0 0 0 4. Instructor accessible for discussion Your LMU Cumulative GPA
Yes No 5. Received feedback that improved learning Your Class Attendance
Major 1 13 6. Challenged me to do best work Was this course in your major department?
Reqg'd 4 10 7. Increased interest in subject matter Was this course required by your major?
Core 14 0 8. Rate overall effectiveness of instruction Are you taking this to fulfill Core Reqts?
Interest SAgree Agree |Uncertain | Disagree |SDisagree | had a strong interest in taking this course.
0 1 4 6 3
Rating Scales for scorable statements 1-10:
SAgree Agree |Uncertain | Disagree | SDisagree NOTES: x Ifthe average score for a particular statement in this course
5 4 3 2 1 section falls BELOW or ABOVE its corresponding 10th or 90th
pe et Drahet vl hen it s = among e LOWEST
5 4 3 2 1 across all courses university-wide.
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU'L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section __ RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
4] 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball pont pen
Gortect Mark  Incorrect Marks 0 A OO
F19-1303
@ & @ 41495101
-~ —
& Freshman & Sophomore < Junior
Major(s): /‘?9 / . Se Class Year-
< Senior O Graduate & Other

LMU Cumulative GPA: ¢ Underzo O 20-249 O 25-299 &P 30-349 O 35-40 ¢ Not Applicable

Your Class Aftendance: @ Aways O Almost Always < Usually O Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? ¢ Yes & No

Was this course required by your major? ¢ Yes O No

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @@ Yes < No

| had a strong interest in taking this course* (& StronglyAgree €@ Agree <O Uncertan O Disagree < Strongly Disagree

\ S
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree
~ )
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated sA @ A O v O O s O
Comments
> <
2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse ss @ » © v © p O o O
Comments
\, <
4 )
3 There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students w® A OO O WO
Comments
\, </
( TN
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. s @ A O v O p O s O
Comments
\ J
4 N
5 I received feedback that improved my learning in this course. A @ A O U O p O = O
Comments
\— _/
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree

~
[6. The course challenged me to do my best work A @ A O UO DO s O
Comments
> S
7. ingb;a:&e;::tﬁ in the course Increased my interest in the AW AO U O O o O w
Comments
\ S
é Very Good  Good Farr Poor Very Poor\
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? g © o o =
Comments
\ J
7 N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sw O A & v O b O s O
Comments
\ <
\
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O p O s O
Comments
N /
g ] ™
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
T fonad  The feelbock el cfrtd :7 aO’]L\ 145 o lass e
60’%!, We were 3:Vfﬂ &/”/O/C time o (»0”’/’@/‘ el
- ~ I}C 47L Uddl/’,; % -
Fooks which helpeh e wide
. J
e R
12. What would have made this course more effective for yml;’/ 0/ Ae A
T / M/Vf b reege 7o < Aoy
T dedl 1his “ 950
- J
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _ Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section _ RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks 1n this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
Gorrect Mark  Incorrect Marks A N R
F19-1303
o D @ 41496102 Y,
4 @ Freshman & Sophomore (-] JUI‘IIOI'\
Major(s): undeciared Class Year:

- > Sentor O Graduste & Other

LMU Cumulative GPA* (O Under20 (O 20-249 O 25-299 ¢ 30-349 (O 35-40 @ NotApplcable

Your Class Attendance: Always < Almost Always > Usually O Occasionally < Rarely
Was this course Iin your major department? (O Yes o No

Was this course required by your major? ¢ Yes & No

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @ Yes O No

| had a strong interest in taking this course: ¢ StronglyAgree ¢ Agree ¢ Uncertan @@ Disagree ¢ Strongly Disagree

Y

Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions

)

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree

T Y

1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated sh @ A O U O O O w
- Comments
7/
; N\
2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in this course sa @ A O v O b O so O
Comments
\ vy
4 N
3 There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students. w® A O vO 0O O
Comments
\, J
e N
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. s @@ A O v O p O s O
Comments
\ J
4 T
5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course w® O 1O O o O
Comments \ y, n NQY(L ; \
RCAME T 2 OMMEO Haiple Wttt vy a0 g ok XS CLOgS-
\- /
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree

/6. The course challenged me to do my best work @ AO UO PO SO
Comments
\. S
7. gn:b?:gte;-:g?tﬁ in the course increased my interest in the DO A0 I PO O D
Comments
\, J
d Very Good  Good Far Poor Very Po?
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? * O o o O
Comments
. <
4 R
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A O UL O 0O w O
Comments
\ <
7 N
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O v O b O s O
Comments
\. /
(11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course? A
e Woy DY Moekle GENGned. enpnpniod W0 COUNES Colikd ¢ (ot of it
V003G QUDWI N S aq on ¥ RONOIGNOUY AN, COOYRR .
N\ /
/12. What would have made this course more effective for you? )
\ QNEOMIY dont W $geeUns and Hex Sl SERS s Bt
\ReR\ A (a8t A Igety e thcused OO WD R (USRS
RN XD YNOUN R do\ng Tpet Dl -
g /
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Titie _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section ___RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks 1n this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or btack or biue ball point pen \
01308 Correct Mark  Incorrect Marks N O R
bt XD @ 41495103 Y,
é T\/\ M ’H\A‘ & Freshman < Sophomore ) Junlorx
Major(s). JN.L9.4 < Class Year:
) < Senior ¢ Graduate O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA O Under20 ¢ 20-249 (O 25-299 (O 30-349 O 35-40 @@ NotApplicable

Your Class Attendance’ <& Aiways & Almost Always O Usually ¢ Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? O Yes & No
Was this course required by your major? O Yes & No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? g Yes O No
I had a strong interest in taking this course: O StonglyAgree O Agree ¢ Uncertan @ Disagree O Strongly Disagree
\
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree
(
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. sa @ ~ O U O b O WO
Comments .
Tr. Moekle Thoroughly expidins and outtines g cAass.
> <
2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressedinthiscourse sa © r @ v O 1 O© 0 O
Comments ! ’ .
Te =« defree tt ¢ dpendont on Yhe WOV el for+ +re Stydent
\_ % i\n, J
4 N\
3. There were constructive interactions between the AW A IO DO O
instructor and the students
Comments
\ /
4 I
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sA @A O U O o O o O
Comments
. J
4 N
5. l received feedback that improved my learning in this course s @® A O v O O o O
Comments
\_ J
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree

(6. The course challienged me to do my best work A O A @ U O DO SO
Comments
s <
7 My experience in the course increased my interest in the A AO I DO O
subject matter
Comments
\ /
4 Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poor\
8 How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? e © < o ©
Comments
\ <
r N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use. sa O A O u O b O s O
Comments
. 4
4 3
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O o © s O
Comments
. y
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course? )
Tr. Moekle 15 & readly 4098 +ealiwr. SAL readly cape ¢
;»\smﬂwv SIS, and ToptS foy us fo Ab well. | r\wﬂﬂwp
; —h
Ke bhow Chy Shuctuned hoy  oluss
o S
™
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
Mndg
oy e, F e could hame Fie Yo AN mene
on WYL
o J
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU’L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section ___RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks 1n this Area
4] 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
Correct Mark - Incorrect Marks OO O T
F19-1303
o D@ 41495104 Y,
é . 4 Freshman ¢ Sophomore < Junior A
Major(s). _E e prene mdnie Class Year:
Al ' < Senior O Graduate O Other
LMU Cumulative GPA < Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 @ Not Applicable
Your Class Aftendance & Aways & Almost Aiways < Usually O Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? ¢ Yes & No
Was this course required by your major? e Yes O No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @ Yes O No
I had a strong interest in taking this course: & StronglyAgree O Agree O Uncertan @@ Disagree < Strongly Disagree
\, <
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any commentis or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain  Disagree  Disagres
4 \ ‘
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated s O A @ U O b O O
Comments
\, /
\

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in this course sa O A @ u O b O s O

Comments

AN

\
>
3. There were constructive interactions between the

instructor and the students wo o oa ® 1O o0 O o O

Comments

\

A

4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sh O A @ U O O o O

Comments

\,
>

AN

5. | recerved feedback that improved my learning in this course. sAa O A @& U O p O o0 O

Comments

_ J
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree
(6. The course challenged me to do my best work SA O A @ U O DO SO
Comments
s <
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter. shn © A @ v OO b O o O
Comments
> y,
Very Good  Good Far Poor Very Poor\
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the mstruction of this course? O ® O <o O
Comments
\_ S
s N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A @ v O b O o O
Comments
\ Z
4 I
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use e O A O u O b O s O
Comments
N J
g . N
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course? \{mmnﬂ oo mej P‘D)OY\V\Y\LD\\
GR0. pudC Yy
. J
4 N
12. What would have made this course more effective for you? K\\.)p\\[; akuw-ﬂ the NY“W [k
- J

Copynght © RBW (2004) All nghts reserved LMU_8/17_01_Al




Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

{"]_;YOIa Ilvi:[;'rymount |nstructor Moekle, Klmberly R Course/Sectlon RHET 1000'22
1vers
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
4 1 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
Cortect Mark  Incorrect Marks A0
F19-1303 @
® RD @ 41495105 Y,
4 . L‘ . < . ' O Freshman O Sophomore < Junior A
Major(s): _Mel hahi(d ngihel Vihoy Class Year:
’ 4 d <O Senior ¢ Graduate O Other

LMU Cumuiative GPA. ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 > Not Applicable

Your Class Attendance: & Always @& Almost Always O Usually O Occasionally < Rarely
Was this course in your major department? O Yes & No

Was this course required by your major? o Yes & _No

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @@ Yes O No

I had a strong interest in taking this course <O StonglyAgree ¢ Agree O Uncertan (O Disagree @ Strongly Disagree

\, <
C Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include )

any comments or explanations to the following questions

Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree  Uncertan  Disagree Disagree

(.

1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated sa O A @ U O b O O
Comments
S 7
4 N
2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse. sa © 2~ @ U O 1 & o0 O
Comments
\ /
4 N
3. There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students. w® A O VO DO O
Comments !/ Meet WS (e VEy
“ael pfol
\ <
" TN
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sa O A @ U1 O b O s O
Comments
\, J/
4 )
5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course. s O A O v @ b0 O s O
Comments F(uﬂ beck W offtn Yiveh  afig/ e eyt
A o mmt  wps o )
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree
4 ™
6. The course challenged me to do my best work AO A B UO DO s O
Comments
ASSigpmngyg Wl o A g §d Py spaccd ora*
ay (€4
\ Rk <
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter sa O A O U O »@® 9w O
Comments
\ <
4 Very Good  Good Far Poor Very Poor\
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? & O ® - O
. ,
Comments  Jus"tLtlane wiw hot always Clear/ \is+ted
N J
o 3
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A O u O b O sp O
Comments
. J
4 A
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa © A O v O o0 O s O
Comments
. /
@ . . N
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
' ' '
Meefing \sith  wimlM  cor Ceed bac IC.
- /
@ . . N
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
1L thel wag 155 st o emPhasSis g4 seciq]
) oS
\- /
Copynight © RBW (2004) All nghts reserved LMU_8/17_01_Al




Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Thtle _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section ___RHET 1000-22
Unuversity
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks In this Area
4] 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
01308 orreot Merk  Incorrect Maris N OO O A
o & @ 41495106 Y,
4 & Freshman & Sophomore < Junor A
Major(s) _(omputer Suence % ATMS Class Year:
' O Senior O Graduate O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 & Not Applicable

Your Class Attendance: @ Aways O Almost Always < Usually ¢ Occasionally < Rarely
Was this course in your major department? & ves & No

Was this course required by your major? O ves & No

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? g Yes O No

I had a strong interest in taking this course: O StronglyAgree O Agree (O Uncertain O Disagree @@ Strongly Disagree

\
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any commentis or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree
~
(1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. sa O A~ @ U O O s O
L Comments
/
- N\
2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressedinthiscourse sa O A @ v © 1 C© o0 O
Comments
\ /
; )
3 There were constructive interactions between the HO AW UO DO O
instructor and the students
Comments
\ g
) I
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. sa O A~ @ U O 0 O s O
Comments
\, J
r )
5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course. sa O A @® U O b O s O
Comments
- vy
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Eisagree Disagree
(6. The course challenged me to do my hest work A O O AOD UO D@ SO
Comments
\ <
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter. shn O A O U @ 0 O
Comments
S J
4 Very Good  Good Far Poor Very Poor\
8 How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? O ® = o ©
Comments
\ <
4 I
9 OPTIONAL question for facuity or departmental use s O A O u O p O so O
Comments
\ 4
4 I
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O b O s O
Comments
- /
\

11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
T Hownd W benebical  She 'buﬂv\-F vy Strudvee of eSsar )

m b Le o, effechve  1n commw;!ah"‘) opinion_;_

ane g Fzg.oL&)

-

and ha.F.eA

.

S
12. What would have made this course more effective for you? )
Posnlolﬂ les \mrv’nc\j omd  Mve claSaoa dAgeusyon / Sowvahe  _Sehauner ~ Tyt
dekres o anqu St
-
J

Copynght © RBW (2004} All nghts reserved

LMU_8/17_01_Al




Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU|LA Course Title _ Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor Moe}(le, Klmberly R Course/Section RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 penalil or black or blue ball point pen \
Fi9-1303 Gorrect Mark Incorrect Marks A O R
® D@ 41495107 Y,
4 i & Freshman & Sophomore (-] Jumor\
Major(s). M 0y lLth ) Class Year:
J < Senior < Graduate ¢ Other
LMU Cumulative GPA ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-298 O 30-349 O 35-40 & NotApplcable
Your Class Attendance’ O Always @ Almost Always < Usually & Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? ¢ Yes @ No
Was this course required by your major? @ ves O No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @ Yes O No
I had a strong interest in taking this course: (O StronglyAgree (O Agree (O Uncertain & Disagree (O Strongly Disagree
\. <
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree
4 A
1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. s O A @ u O p O s O
Comments
\, /
3\

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse. sa © 1 & v O p O s O

Comments

A\

\_
be
3 There were constructive interactions between the

instructer and the students ho oh@® v O 0O o O

Comments

A

N
~

4 The imstructor was accessible for discussions about the course sa O A @® U O b O s O

Comments

\ .
~ O
5 | received feedback that improved my learning in this course sa O A @ v O p O oo O

Comments

N )
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain  [Disagree  Disagree
/6 The course challenged me to do my best work A O AO UO D &S D O
Comments
. <
7. gn:btja:&erl;:z:lttz in the course increased my interest in the DO AO IO P O
Comments
\ /
~ A
Very Good Good Fair Poor Very Poor
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? - @ O o o
Comments
\ /
~ N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O o o O
Comments
\ 4
4 S
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use. sa O A O u O p O s O
Comments
- J
. . N
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
DYOCHCE pyﬁpwgv\? B 91\[\0% SPCLCined
- v
12. What would have made this course more effective for you? h
heing o\ 1o QX,Q ou(i%rcruf topred,
| %O\/ \oomd/s 0% vy FORLC
- /
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU]L A Course Title _Rhetonical Arts Term __Fall2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section ___RHET 1000-22
Unaversity
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen ”“l" I II| I I I I |I|| Il]ll Ill "lll |I" |II|
F19-1303 Correct Mark Incorrect Marks
bt 41495108 Y,
a &» Freshman & Sophomore O Junior )
Major(s): F\(VVL Frechuctian_ Class Year:

- O Senior O Graduate < Other

LMU Cumulative GPA O Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 & Not Applicable

Your Class Attendance: g Aways O Almost Always O Usually < Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? ¢ Yes @& No
Was this course required by your major? O Yes « No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @® Yes O No
I had a strong interest In taking this course. O StronglyAgree O Agree (O Uncertan @@ Disagree (O Strongly Disagree
\,
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opimion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan  Disagree  Disagree
4 N\
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 8 O A & U O b O s O
Comments
\, Y
r N\
2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse. s2a O A @ U O b O o O
Comments
\, /
4 3
3. There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students. o o ® 1O O O
Comments
N <
( N\
4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sh @ A O u O o O o O
Comments
. /
~ 3\
5 I received feedback that improved my learning in this course sa O A @® U O p O O
Comments
. J
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree

[
6. The course challenged me to do my hest work A O A @ U O O O

N

Comments

7. My experience In the course increased my interest in the

A\

subject matter. w O A O U O o @® o O

\
e

Comments
%
Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poor\
8 How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? < o @ o O

Comments |\ jvned Wave aloat MLA %/mmwg thzin Eeﬁm(v»é ko o ponte & cohesve

Ourgpimu,

-

\ /
r ~
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use san O A O 1 O b O O
Comments
\ </
4 I
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O b O s O
Comments
. /
(11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course? )
l l/\e, ﬂblllw 10 MMC Sehecivled uuv‘(—hl/\ﬁ Contevemnced wrtte e
. /
™~

12. What would have made this course more effective for you?

(/ess %/o@ wa/kgu,\,(l \/\Me,g-\'% Lelede. -(’Dkof% RV VN have. eein
? [ weve @ RANT
I I
p{la{e« +p ale wove Avxoj Letter /j/oa(’fwi ol \

o»ﬁmmmw
e\ Pevelend wack e | also Aanle i %m
4
do dave vetey o~ A S““[”J“Jr voter than |5 b&v&v
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _ Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

LOYOIa Mal‘ymount lnstructor Moekle. K|mberly R Course/Section RHET 1000'22
Unuversity
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
CormectMark Incorrect Marks | O 0 TG
Fi9-1303
o 5 D @ 41495109 Y,
~ R
@ Freshman  Sophomore O Junior
Major(s): E_(onemiig Class Year.
< Senior & Graduate O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 @ Not Applicable

Your Class Attendance: O Always & Almost Always ¢ Usually > Occasionally ¢ Rarely
Was this course In your major department? ¢ Yes & No
Was this course required by your major? & Yes & No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? & Yes O No
| had a strong interest in taking this course: O StronglyAgree © Agree (O Uncertain <O Disagree @ Strongly Disagree
\
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree
FI Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. S8 O A @ u O b O s O w
LComments The <Cwoss did help  wark o0 Ty \rtiting SkMg
/
e )
2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse s2 © A O v @ b1 O 0 O
Comments
The Qualy  were  Quhfeved
\ /
e N
3. There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students ®nO B UO DO 2O
Comments
\'\m Wire Naly/ ‘8°°" l{wﬁﬂbr\g
\, vy
o N
4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. ss O A @ v O b O o O
Comments .
L
Gro Temiss  Very simey Fo  enwalig
\, /
\
5 | received feedback that improved my learning In this course. sa O A O U1 O @ s O
Comments
AL M\ o clvelly on QRS oF b covrse

- J
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree
(
6. The course challenged me to do my best work AR O VLO PO SO
Comments
Tke, (Wese WOL  Lhelen afing
. <
7. My experience In the course increased my interest in the
subject matter RO A0 ULO PO W
Comments
L o wor o vy Pergm
\ S
( Very Good Good Far Poor Very Poor\
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? = = ® o O
Comments
ﬂ'\am Were  §awd  ohd bed (13327203
\, <
g A
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sA O A O u O o O s O
Comments
\ %
~ <
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O p O o0 O
Comments
\. J
[ N\
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
I Farnd  the N~ WWiiing ety (o ke bergerenl,
. v
4 ™
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
Wore,  Wwe  For dealiivig 9 prove Y b
A4 g T3
- J
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section __RHET 1000-22

University

MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area

41 49 5 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or biue ball point pen |||I I II|

ComectMar  Incorrect arks IR

F19-1303
. o 2 D @ 41495110

~

J

f
Class Year:

O Senior & Graduate O Other
LMU Cumulative GPA ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 ¢ 30-349 O 35-40 @ NotAppiicable
Your Class Aftendance O Always & Almost Always O Usually O Occastonally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? & Yes & No
Was this course required by your major? & Yes & No

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? 4 Yes O No

| had a strong interest in taking this course. <> StronglyAgree €O Agree @ Uncertan (O Disagres <O Strongly Disagree

Major(s) ;'-I\Vh ?faa(t}cxf’loh—* & Freshman > Sophomore ) Jumor\
ajor(s):

<

\,
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions

)

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Disagree

/’
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated sa O ® v O b O Oﬁ

Comments

\,

2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in this course

Comments

N
>

3 There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students

Comments

\
e

4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comments

\,
Vg

5 lreceived feedback that improved my learning in this course

Comments

-

/
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan [Disagree Disagree
6. The course challenged me to do my best work. A @@ A O UO DO SO A
Comments
s <
7. My experience In the course increased my interest in the
subject matter WO AO U@ 0O WO
Comments
\ Z
é Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poom
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? o b d S O O
Comments
\ /
4 N
9 OPTIONAL question for facuity or departmental use sa O A O v O b O© = O
Comments
\ <
4 N
10 OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A O U O O s O
Comments
- /
e’ i y A
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
Dr M - Sle [ockS—
N y
" N
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
ot PKM;/ 'Fj)’ @ ﬂ«/ Ypmes W
\. /
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section __RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
4 1 49 5 Piease use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
Gorreot Mark  Incorrect Marks 0 A
Fi19-1303
o @D @ 41495111 )
é 4P Freshman & Sophomore < Junior A
Major(s): TInNCR Class Year:
O Semor O Graduate O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA. O Under20 ¢ 20-249 (O 25-299 §30-349 O 35-40 @ NotApplicable

Your Class Aftendance* O Always & Almost Always O Usually ¢ OQccasionally < Rarely
Was this course in your major department? @@ Yes O No
Was this course required by your major? i@ Yes O No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @ Yes O No
I had a strong interest In taking this cowrse (O StonglyAgree O Agree (O Uncertan @@ Disagres (O Strongly Disagree
.
instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree
é ™\
1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated WO A O U@ o O w2 O
Comments
. 7
4 D
2 The learning oufcomes were effectively addressed inthiscourse sa © 2 O 1 @ 10 O 0 O
Comments
\ J
4 p
3 There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students. WO oA®vO O w0
Comments
\. <
<
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. A O A @ v O o O o O
Comments
. J
4 ™
5 | received feedback that improved my learning in this course sa O A O U@ 10O o0 O
Comments
- /
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree Disagree

/6. The course challenged me to do my best work MO A O UDO PE DO

Comments

\,

7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.

AN

sh O A U O b O sp O

Comments
\ J/
4 Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poor\
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? o o ® o o
Comments
N /
4 N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A O v O b O s O
Comments
\ <
~ N
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O o QO s O
Comments
\. /
\

11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
lgoind} - speavang Sels.
Crawg  Confdend Woen Sploang Aoy & sde/\

S /
g . )
12 What would have made this course more effective for you?
_ Mo@ goop work ! QEUUSHAONS
- Mo OV OW-0ng WLtmgs Witn e Yrotes<of.
~ J
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMUlL A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section ___RHET 1000-22
Umiversity
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks m this Area
4] 49 5 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen ™
orrect Mark  Incorrect Marks T O A
19-1303

F19 o D@ 41495112 Y,

'

@» Freshman & Sophomore < Junior )
Major(s). Class Year:
O Senior  Graduate O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA, ¢ Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 O 30-349 O 35-40 @ Not Applicable

Your Class Attendance. < Always & Almost Aiways © Usually ¢ Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? (& Ves & No
Was this course required by your major? & Yes @ No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? & Yes < No
I had a strong interest in taking this course (O StronglyAgree O Agree @ Uncertan <O Disagree ¢ Strongly Disagree
N, <
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree  Disagree
(1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated s O A @ U O b O o O w

L Comments
(

J
N
2, The learning outcomes were effectively addressedinthiscourse ss @ 2 O v O 1 © o0 O
Comments
1 S
\
3 There were constructive interactions between the
instructor and the students “w® 2O Lo DO w O
Comments
Mot he (pAA tcadher Twve vty had M soownd of %m/JWIf
\ S
4 N
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course s @@ A O uvu O b O s &
Comments
very Piexib L $avaiiabie wiside of etesss
\ _/
"\
5 lreceived feedback that improved my learning in this course s @ A O U C© 0 O o O
Comments
\ /
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Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree
(6 The course challenged me to do my best work SA D A @ UO PO O
Comments
e fuotwe evenraned e dured redult
. <
7 My experience In the course increased my interest in the
subject matter s @® A O u O O s O
Comments \ )
3 go¥ RN learn avewt gl T'd newer” congidedd $2 Pupy
\ %
4 Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poor\
8 How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? ® O o < O
Comments
\ 4
4 T
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use A O A O U O b O s O
Comments
Dr. Moette 15 9%@1‘_ T4 Vecamrend ter i @renIi B kng,,,
\ %
e N
10 OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sh O A O U © p O so O
Comments
N /
g . ™
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
, : i oy res, drvafy
eoin &QS\ﬂ“Wm’ be ! \/3 boven gy nto resd, Ne
“f feedb
on  dack and hejped s «f AL
Fen Anal . peptys
o~ peery 5 tin pof
- J
(o . )
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
\- /
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU‘L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term _ Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimbery R Course/Section __RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks in this Area
4] 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen ™
10.1303 Cortect Mark  Incorrect Marks N R ARG
o D @ 41495113 y
é . & Freshman < Sophomore < Junior )
Major(s) _ Filen. Produchien Class Year:
O Senior  Graduate (O Other

LMU Cumulative GPA O Under20 O 20-249 (O 25-298 (O 30-340 O 35-40 @ NotApplicable

Your Class Attendance: & Aiways & Almost Always O Usually ¢ Occasionally O Rarely
Was this course in your major department? (O Yes @ No
Was this course required by your major? > Yes & No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? g Yes O No
| had a strong interest in taking this course: O StonglyAgree ¢ Agree @ Uncertan ¢ Disagree ¢ Strongly Disagree
\, <
Instructions Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree
4 )
1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated SO A @ U O v O o0 O
Comments
. /
” A

2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in this course sw O A @ u O b O O

Comments

AN

\,
(
3 There were constructive interactions between the

instructor and the students “w® 42O VO 0O wO

Comments

\ J

4 Y
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sh O A @ v O© o O s O
Comments

L )

4 )
5 1received feedback that improved my learming in this course sh @ A O v O O o O
Comments

\_ J
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/
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?
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OeRAR c“j\/\w«v’(

e

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree  Disagree
(G. The course challenged me to do my hest work, SA O A @ U O O SO
Comments
X <
7. My experience In the course increased my Interest in the
subject matter sn @ A O v O O o O
Comments
- <
Very Good  Good Fair Poor Very Poor
8. How wouid you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? O ® o o =
Comments
\ S
4 N
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use s O A O 1O O O
Comments
\ </
~ 3
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O u O o O s O
Comments
e _J
e I
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course? )
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Loyola Marymount University - Course Evaluation Form

LMU’L A Course Title _Rhetorical Arts Term __ Fall 2019

Loyola Marymount Instructor _Moekle, Kimberly R Course/Section _ RHET 1000-22
University
MARKING INSTRUCTIONS Please make no marks n this Area
41 495 Please use a No 2 pencil or black or blue ball point pen \
Correct Mark  Incorrect Marks 0 0
F19-1303
® D @ 41495114 Y
4 S E{& & Freshman O Sophomore O Junlor\
Major(s): __BY 5 0eSs . Class Year:
© Senor < Graduate & Other

LMU Cumulative GPA O Under20 O 20-249 O 25-299 < 30-349 & 35-40 ¢ Not Applicable

Your Class Aftendancer & Aways @ Aimost Always O Usually < Occastonally < Rarely
Was this course in your major department? ¢ vYes & No
Was this course required by your major? ¢ Yes & No
Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements? @ Yes < No
I had a strong interest in taking this course. O StronglyAgree (O Agree @B Uncertan O Disagree ¢ Strongly Disagres
\,
Instructions Piease MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include
any comments or explanations to the following questions
Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertan Disagree Bisagree
a )
1 Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. sAa O A @ u O O s O
Comments
. /
7~ N

2 The learning outcomes were effectively addressedinthiscourse. sa © + @ u C p O s O

Comments

\, /
4 N
3. There were constructive interactions between the AW AO IO DO m O
instructor and the students.
Comments The {a{hetdor was ewSi-’j alleSible 4 F all tors ad Jue Greod Fecd bela
\ S
\
4 The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course sAa @ A O u O o O sb O

Comments pr maekle Wok ot of K WE Fo e Pt for W, Sk Sped hours on
(arps  OASH oL OFFICE hous i obSide oF hours Clo aeedtd o bt 00 Corfe§ fn prdy 3o help v3

\_ Crafy Ho mosk auolty paeys o P/ Foimecs  we gooid, J
4 - I
5. | received feedback that improved my learning n this course. sa @ A O u O 0o O s O

Comments T'[f; INGhveht Pot n a fod e Wj k&lf#vf tecd balh  on erry Paey,

(M Wi moreSo duig preice hour Y,
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Strongly

Strongly
Agree Agree  Uncertain Disagree Disagree
s O A @& U O b O s O

Ve
6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Joig goor lash ol oy Closs, THY

Comments
’RU)(UHCQUJ’ 4ou ol St b7 v thovk
InShuetol ot fam. 95 umple D?i’o/”n'fj oN Pos bl encamga - Fo o So,
S/
\

\,
>
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the s O

A @ uv O O s0 O

subject matter.
Comments & . J» hade (¢Seorch ad wa'tef reseorch Putws, dov, becavte of my
Yewtlr CN’{ vur R b0 R ’fbeg)“I feel S0 meth bathy  alovt  reseorcbly of &C.Cf/lhy mYy finding s,

Poor Very Poor

\,
4 Very Good  Good Far
8 How would you rate the overall effectiveness of
the instruction of this course? «® () O (- O

Comments p;, mpehle 5 bLkely #le Le$Q-/¢ ot ore  ofF He Gest - w--}‘aﬂ J (ltorcal gif teally ther
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K{’L gll'l/W WUI/(pQ ratir
sa O A O v O o O s O
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) <

/
9. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use.
Comments
\, vy
4 N\
10. OPTIONAL question for faculty or departmental use sa O A O U O 0O o O
Comments
N /
g ] . . ™
11. What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?
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yﬁ’f’,w abot  He fotern, ok Va§ eaSily a ((eS5.5¢, J
4
\

f
12. What would have made this course more effective for you?

J

LMU_8/17_01_Al

-

Copynght © RBW (2004) All nghts reserved




Loyola

Marymount Spring 2020 Course Evaluation Report for RHET 1000 29

IIScival Rhetorical Arts (Kimberly Moekle)

Project Title: LMU Course Evaluation

Course Audience: 18
Responses Received: 12
Response Ratio: 66.7%

Subject Details

Term Spring 2020
Course Number 71260
|

Report Comments

Course Details: RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts
Instructor: Kimberly Moekle

On March 25, 2020, Provost Poon made an announcement “Message from the Provost on COVID-19 Student-Faculty Options,” which
included the following:
Student Evaluations of Teaching (SET)
Student evaluations of teaching will still be administered this semester through the usual anonymous online survey for each
course (some departments will be using the online SETs for the first time). While faculty are always expected to document their
excellence in teaching, especially those completing faculty service reports or going up for review, faculty can request that spring
2020 SETs not be used or referenced in their FSR or R&T reviews and may choose not to submit them with tenure/promotion
materials.

https://www.Imu.edu/coronavirus/communitymessages/messagefromtheprovostoncovid-19student-facultyoptions/

Creation Date: Monday, June 01, 2020

Porwered by

blue’
e


http://www.lmu.edu/
http://www.explorance.com

LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2020

Major1 Count Percentage
Psychology 3 25.0%
Film, TV, and Media Studies 1 8.3%
Film and Television Production 1 8.3%
Theology 1 8.3%
Health and Human Sciences 1 8.3%
Biology 1 8.3%
Biochemistry 1 8.3%
Civil Engineering 1 8.3%
Entrepreneurship 1 8.3%
Economics 1 8.3%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 12 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 12 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 9 75.0%
Sophomore 3 25.0%
GPA Range Count Percentage
3.50 - 4.00 5 41.7%
3.00 - 3.49 3 25.0%
2.00-2.49 3 25.0%
2.50-2.99 1 8.3%

Your class attendance:

Your class attendance:

Options Count
Always 6
Almost Always
Usually
Occasionally

o O o o

Rarely

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?

Options Count
Yes 0
No 12

RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 2/7



LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2020

Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 2
No 10

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 12
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 1
Agree 4
Uncertain 3
Disagree 4
Strongly Disagree 0

RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle
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LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2020

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 2
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 2
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 11
Agree 1
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Options Count
11
1

Strongly Agree
Agree

Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count
10
0

Strongly Agree
Agree
Uncertain

1
Disagree 1
0

Strongly Disagree

7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the

subject matter.

Options Count
Strongly Agree
Agree
Uncertain

Disagree

o N =~ N

Strongly Disagree

RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle
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LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2020

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

[No Response]

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment
[No Response]

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment
- Dr. Moekle is extremely accessible and easy to communicate with.

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

[No Response]

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL ALL ALL
THIS COURSES COURSES COURSE

: SECTION FOR FOR FOR

QeI DEPARTMENT COLLEGE  SUBJ
(CMST) (CF) (RHET)
Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 4.83 4.67 4.62 4.53
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 4.83 4.61 4.58 4.45
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students. 4.92 4.60 4.62 4.54
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 5.00 4.67 4.64 4.60
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 4.92 4.50 4.53 4.44
The course challenged me to do my best work. 4.58 4.47 4.50 4.36
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 417 4.33 4.40 3.88
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LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2020

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count
Very Good 11
Good 1
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

- She's a really good teacher but she tries to do too much sometimes almost like a high school teacher.

- Best Proff ever!

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL ALL ALL
COURSES COURSES COURSE

THIS FOR FOR FOR

Question SECTION

DEPARTMENT COLLEGE SuBJ
(CMST) (CF) (RHET)

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. 4.92 4.59 4.58 4.52

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

Dr. Moekle gave a lot of great feedback and was really understanding of our situation

I love you. This course was so incredible | would take it again if | could.

A very strong connection to students, going out of her way to connect and interact. This allowed for a relationship that created a
better working environment as well as students being more open to feedback. She also has a strong insight into writing and the
topic in general, encouraging the students to learn.

She truly cares about her students and makes sure we all do our best!
cared so much for each of her students and shared her love for the subject with us.
The sense of community you built in the class and the way you handled the transition to online classes.

Dr. Moekle would have one—om—one meetings with us to look over assignments and to make improvements. | learned a lot in
these meetings.

The feedback and one on one help that | received for all of my assignments helped me progress with my speaking and writing.
Your interactions with students.

Excellent breakdown of new material. Course was very effective in improving my writing and speech skills

She shows she really cares about all her students and that she wants them to succeed.

RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 6/7
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What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

Getting more constructive feedback in the beginning of the semester rather than towards the end.

More Bart <3

self-review was often employed, though guided, | felt that the exercise was less helpful than a simple peer review.
multiple different options for our subjects

A little more focus on speaking, but that was difficult considering we were online for some of the semester.

More, smaller speaking assignments.

Everything about this course was effective for my learning. | have no complaints.

IDK, at least with regard to what you can change.

no mandatory outlines

RHET 1000 29 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 717
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LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2020

Major1 Count Percentage
Business Admin Undeclared 5 41.7%
Management and Leadership 1 8.3%
Studio Arts 1 8.3%
Theatre Arts 1 8.3%
Liberal Arts Non-Degree NX 1 8.3%
Biology 1 8.3%
English 1 8.3%
Film and Television Production 1 8.3%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 12 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 12 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 12 100.0%

GPA Range Count Percentage
Not Available 11 91.7%
0.00 - 1.99 1 8.3%

Your class attendance:

Your class attendance:
Options Count
Always 9
Almost Always
Usually
Occasionally

o O O W

Rarely

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?

Options Count
Yes 0
No 12

Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 3
No 9

RHET 1000 04 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 2/7



LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2020

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 12
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 0
Agree 4
Uncertain 3
Disagree 5)
Strongly Disagree 0

RHET 1000 04 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 3/7



LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2020

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options
Strongly Agree
Agree
Uncertain

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Count
8

o O o »

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 8
Agree 4
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 8 || Strongly Agree 10
Agree 4 || Agree 2
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 0 || Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 9 || Strongly Agree 8
Agree 3 || Agree 4
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 0 || Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 3
Agree 4
Uncertain 3
Disagree 1
Strongly Disagree 0
RHET 1000 04 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 4/7
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

[No Response]

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment
[No Response]

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment
[No Response]

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

[No Response]

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Stangrd Median Mean Stangrd Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.70 0.54 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.68 0.56 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 467 0.49 500 4.71 0.63 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 4.83 0.39 5.00 4.74 0.55 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 4.75 0.45 5.00 4.71 0.60 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.60 0.68 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 3.82 0.98 4.00 4.29 0.98 5.00

RHET 1000 04 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 5/7
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How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course

Options Count
Very Good 9
Good 3
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

- Dr. Moekle was easily the most helpful English teacher I've ever had when it comes to helping my writing!

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

THIS SECTION

Question
Mean Starllda.ard Median Mean Star?da.rd Median
Deviation Deviation

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

4.75 0.45 5.00 4.72 0.60 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

Enthusiastic professor who made an effort to care about everyone.

Dr. Moekle was very passionate about the class and made students want to do well. She also tried hard to make the course more
effective for students by going into her own time to help those of us with questions/concerns.

My professor did a great job guiding me through all of the assignments when | had questions, and was very willing to work with the
students. She really cared about her class and it was a very welcoming environment.

learning how to become more poise when giving presentations.
Just how encouraging and helpful she was with our writing.

Dr. Moekle obviously cares immensely about her students and ensures they have everything they need to succeed. She was always
present and catering to any issues and met individually with students several times throughout the semester to guarantee everyone
was on the right track. It was helpful to me personally to have such individualized notes that we could discuss — person to person —
that were useful in improving my skills and understanding.

She truly cares about her students and it shows through her teaching.

Lessons and instruction that improved our transition from brainstorming to then actually writing information.

What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

Zoom was tough. | would say that for online learning figuring out a better way to play video over zoom would be ideal. Otherwise,
very good course!

| think the course could be done in under an hour per class.

It was perfect for me, | have nothing to complain about.

Having in person class because it was difficult to communicate as effectively through a computer screen
If | chose a better topic to work on, so it was my own fault.

| only wish we were in person!

N/A

RHET 1000 04 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 6/7
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LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2020

Major1 Count Percentage
Journalism 2 13.3%
Physics 1 6.7%
Mechanical Engineering 1 6.7%
Political Science 1 6.7%
Women's and Gender Studies 1 6.7%
Theatre Arts 1 6.7%
Psychology 1 6.7%
Marketing 1 6.7%
Business Admin Undeclared 1 6.7%
African-American Studies 1 6.7%
Accounting 1 6.7%
Liberal Studies 1 6.7%
Finance 1 6.7%
Film and Television Production 1 6.7%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 15 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 15 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 15 100.0%
GPA Range Count Percentage
Not Available 12 80.0%
3.50 - 4.00 2 13.3%
2.50 - 2.99 1 6.7%

Your class attendance:
Options Count
Always 12
Almost Always 8
Usually 0
Occasionally 0
Rarely 0

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?
Options Count
Yes 0
No 15

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 2/7
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Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 1
No 14

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 15
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 5
Agree 3
Uncertain 5
Disagree 1
Strongly Disagree 1

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 14
Agree 1
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 13
Agree 2
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 13
Agree 2
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 15
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Options Count
14
1

Strongly Agree
Agree

Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count
13
1

Strongly Agree
Agree
Uncertain

1
Disagree 0
0

Strongly Disagree

7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the

subject matter.

Count
13

Options
Strongly Agree
Agree
Uncertain
Disagree

- O O

Strongly Disagree

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

[No Response]

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment
- Dr. Moekle was AMAZING at connecting with her students, and giving good, constructive feedback

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment
[No Response]

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

[No Response]

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Stangrd Median Mean Stangrd Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 4.93 0.26 5.00 4.70 0.54 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 4.87 0.35 5.00 4.68 0.56 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 487 0.35 500 4.71 0.63 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.74 0.55 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 4.93 0.26 5.00 4.71 0.60 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 4.80 0.56 5.00 4.60 0.68 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 4.67 1.05 5.00 4.29 0.98 5.00

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 5/7
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How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count
Very Good 15
Good 0
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

- Teacher outlined objectives in a straightforward way and helped students to meet these objectives.

- best teacher in the world
- The best professor out of all my professors this semester.

- Amazing!

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

THIS SECTION

Question
Mean Stangrd Median Mean Stangrd Median
Deviation Deviation

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

5.00 0.00 5.00 4.72 0.60 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

The partitioning of the semester—long project, which allowed for feedback between each segment, and the in class discussion.

Really learned a lot, could see a significant difference in my work from the beginning of the semester to the end. Prof was amazing
and encouraging, went above and beyond in cultivating a caring classroom environment even virtually

EVERYTHING!! Dr. Moekle was beyond amazing. All her assignments were extremely relevant and informative. She was SO helpful
and understanding of students' time, mental health, and energy. She always made herself available to help students no matter
what.

Professor Moekle really cared about us as students and that made the course fun and made it so everyone was motivated by her
great energy.

One—on-one meetings with the professor, feedback on major assignments

Dr. Moekle had our best interest at heart and that was very obvious through her teaching. She made class feel like a safe space and
it is really the only class | am not afraid to raise my hand or talk in.

Professor Moekle's guidance

Dr. Moekle is one of the kindest and most caring teachers | have ever had. She is a personal role model and | wish she could teach
all my English/writing classes.

Office hours and accessibility
She is always there if you needed anything. She cared so we, the students, cared.

She was extremely clear, and extremely open to new ideas. She treated her students like family, allowing us to vent when we
needed to vent and respected our time

The way Dr. Moekle structured her assignments kept us on track and allowed us to succeed in the course while still learning.

Clear explanation of assignment and always wanting to help you do the best. She really cares about the students and their well—
being outside of class.

public speaking experience

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 6/7
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What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

Being in person, | suppose. Brightspace is a little irritating, but that is independent from this class and more of a school-wide
problem. | would prefer Canvas.

not much!

Nothing :) 10/10

n/a

N/A

The only thing that would make this class better was if her comments on papers/projects reflected the grade she gave a little bit
more accurately. A couple times her comments or conferences made me think she gave me a much higher grade than she actually
did.

More writing activities

Shorter class blocks

Nothing she was perfect.

Nothing much.

NA

Honestly, it was super effective for me. There's nothing | would change.

Literally nothing. She was so clear and wants everyone to the absolute best work they can.

n/a

RHET 1000 49 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 717
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LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2021

Major1 Count Percentage
Entrepreneurship 2 18.2%
Screenwriting 1 9.1%
Mechanical Engineering 1 9.1%
Theatre Arts 1 9.1%
Studio Arts 1 9.1%
Liberal Arts Undeclared 1 9.1%
Finance 1 9.1%
Business Admin Undeclared 1 9.1%
Humanities 1 9.1%
Health and Human Sciences 1 9.1%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 10 90.9%
Dance 1 9.1%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 11 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 8 72.7%
Junior 1 9.1%
Sophomore 2 18.2%
GPA Range Count Percentage
3.50-4.00 7 63.6%
3.00 - 3.49 3 27.3%
Not Available 1 9.1%

Your class attendance:
Options Count
Always 4
Almost Always 7
Usually 0
Occasionally 0
Rarely 0

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?
Options Count
Yes 1
No 10

RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 2/7
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Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 2
No 9

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 11
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 5
Agree 1
Uncertain 3
Disagree 2
Strongly Disagree 0

RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle

317
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 11
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 11
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 11
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 11
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 11 || Strongly Agree 11
Agree 0 || Agree 0
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 0 || Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 1
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0
RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 4/7
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

[No Response]

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment
[No Response]

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment
[No Response]

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

- Dr. M gave so much good feedback and thoroughly went over it with us, she is a superhero!!!

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Stangrd Median Mean Stangrd Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.58 0.70 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.54 0.70 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 500 0.00 500 453 0.85 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.61 0.74 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.52 0.80 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.34 0.94 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 4.82 0.60 5.00 3.99 1.18 4.00

RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 5/7
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How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count
Very Good 11
Good 0
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

- The absolute best professor | have ever come across

- Dr. Moekle overcame the challenges of teaching a rhetoric and speaking class online and created a welcoming atmosphere
where we all felt safe to take risks and grow.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

Mean Star?de'lrd Median Mean Star?dgrd Median
Deviation Deviation

THIS SECTION

Question

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

5.00 0.00 5.00 4.52 0.82 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

THE STRUCTURE!!!! You can tell Dr. M put her whole heart and effort into doing this, keeping her students in mind. She paced the
work so well that it was impossible to fall behind. Also, having so many opportunities to improve our work and take things slowly
made for a really stress—free class.

The feedback we received for pretty much all of our work was very helpful.

Professor Moekle is the sweetest teacher ever! She knows when you are struggling and is always there to help you or give you an
extension if needed!

She helped us to do our best in this course.

The many breakout rooms brought the class together very closely. Dr. Moekle's style of teaching made the class consistently
interesting and she herself made the class come together more.

The amount of guidance we received from Dr. M in rubrics, drafts, and conferences. Also, the ability to create real friendships in the
course and support one another's growth in the class.

| think the conferences for the research paper and research proposal were very helpful because we got to talk more in—depth about
what was good and what | could change about these essays. | also liked how the class was paced and how we had small
assignments each week to keep us from procrastinating when the final assignment was due.

Everything was beneficial about the course; we learned speaking and writing skills. These skills can help a lot in our daily lives.
learning about environmental racism in many situations around the world

| found the writing and speaking resources very helpful and I've been using them in my other classes. Also, | learned a lot from
collaborating with my classmates in the workshops, and from Dr. Moekle's feedback and advice on individual assignments.

RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 6/7
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What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

| wish this class was in person because | learn best that way, but that couldn't be helped this time around.
no time difference.

Not much!

Nothing can make something perfect like this class better.

Doing it in person would have made this class so much better. That's all.

| think this class would have been much better in person. We would have practiced speaking in front of a real audience and
controlling our nerves in a crowd.

| think that having another conference for the persuasive speech to discuss what is working and what isn't could also be helpful.

Less breakout rooms; a lot of my breakout rooms included people not doing the work they were supposed to do. | would say more
independent work.

Nothing that | can think of on Dr. Moekle's part — she's awesome and made RHET 1000 an enjoyable and effective learning
experience for me.

RHET 1000 49 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 717
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LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2021

Major1 Count Percentage
Marketing 3 30.0%
Psychology 2 20.0%
Liberal Arts Undeclared 1 10.0%
Biology 1 10.0%
Business Admin Undeclared 1 10.0%
Entrepreneurship 1 10.0%
Environmental Studies 1 10.0%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 10 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 10 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 10 100.0%

GPA Range Count Percentage
Not Available 9 90.0%

2.00 -2.49 1 10.0%

Your class attendance:

Your class attendance:

Options Count
Always 9
Almost Always 1
Usually 0
Occasionally 0
Rarely 0

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?

Options Count
Yes 0
No 10

Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 0
No 10

RHET 1000 13 RA:Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 2/6
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Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 10
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 3
Agree 4
Uncertain 2
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 1

RHET 1000 13 RA:Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 3/6
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 10 || Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0 || Agree 0
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 0 || Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 0
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

[No Response]

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment
[No Response]

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment
[No Response]

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

[No Response]

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Stangrd Median Mean Stangrd Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.60 0.65 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.61 0.64 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 500 0.00 500 467 0.66 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.70 0.60 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.65 0.66 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.55 0.70 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 5.00 0.00 5.00 4.31 0.95 5.00
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How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count
Very Good 8
Good 1
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

[No Response]

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

THIS SECTION

Question = -
Mean tarllde.ard Median Mean tar?da.rd Median
Deviation Deviation

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

4.89 0.33 5.00 4.67 0.63 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

she made it very clear what she expected from us and made the work load extremely manageable

Dr. M made herself absolutely available to her students and felt very personable. a wonderful professor
The teacher's enthusiasm about the course.

Dr. Moekle's attentiveness and genuine care for students make the course very effective. She's willing to give step—by—step
instructions if needed. Learning how to cite and format essays were very helpful.

the way the assignments were earlier than other classes. So our workload wasn't as bad as close to the semester.
The instructor was the best professor | have ever had.
Everything

Dr. Moekle sets up all the assignments to help with the next one so by the end of the semester, we are well prepared and not
stressed with work for her class.

What would have made this course more effective for you?

When conferencing about papers | didn’'t get much negative feedback but still got Bs on most of my papers

n/a
Practicing public speaking more before our big speeches, so we could get helpful feedback before large assignments
| have no suggestions. This course was very effective.
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LMU Course Evaluations Fall 2021

Major1 Count Percentage
Psychology 2 14.3%
Liberal Arts Non-Degree NX 1 7.1%
International Relations 1 71%
Management and Leadership 1 7.1%
Screenwriting 1 71%
Political Science 1 71%
Health and Human Sciences 1 71%
Entrepreneurship 1 71%
Economics 1 7.1%
Business Admin Undeclared 1 7.1%
Finance 1 71%
Film, TV, and Media Studies 1 7.1%
Film and Television Production 1 7.1%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 14 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 14 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 14 100.0%
GPA Range Count Percentage
Not Available 13 92.9%
3.50 - 4.00 1 71%

Your class attendance:

Your class attendance:

Options Count
Always 8
Almost Always
Usually
Occasionally

o O o o

Rarely

Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?

Options Count
Yes 2
No 12

RHET 1000 51 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle 2/7
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Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 2
No 12

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 14
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 2
Agree 7
Uncertain 4
Disagree 1
Strongly Disagree 0

RHET 1000 51 RA: Spking/Wrtng for Socl Jstc - Kimberly Moekle
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 8
Agree 6
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

2. The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 3
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 10
Agree 8
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 2
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 12 || Strongly Agree 11
Agree 2 || Agree 3
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 0 || Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 9
Agree 4
Uncertain 1
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions. (Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

- The syllabus provided clear information about the semester, and we went over the document as a class, in case there were any
questions.

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment

- Everyone excelled at the subject matter with Dr. Moekle's help.

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment

- I met with Dr. Moekle several times to work on assignments. She also scheduled meetings with every student one—on—one over
Zoom to help them with outlines, papers, and speeches.

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment

- Dr. M was available after class and during office hours for help.

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment

- Dr. M worked with me once a day for four weeks to edit my annotated bibliography submissions to support me in my
understanding of the content.

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment

- | was driven to do my best work in this class and produced a final research paper that | am proud of.

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

Comment
- Dr. Moekle actually inspired me to explore a minor in Environmental Studies.

- After learning more about environmental racism | am determined to continue exploring this issue.

Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Star?da_ard Median Mean Star?dzlard Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 4.57 0.51 5.00 4.60 0.65 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 4.77 0.44 5.00 4.61 0.64 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 477 0.44 500 467 0.66 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 4.86 0.36 5.00 4.70 0.60 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 4.86 0.36 5.00 4.65 0.66 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 4.79 0.43 5.00 4.55 0.70 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 4.57 0.65 5.00 4.31 0.95 5.00
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How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count
Very Good 11
Good 2
Fair 0
Poor 0
Very Poor 0

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course. (Comments)

- This class has helped to greatly improve my writing.

- Dr. M was supportive and knew we could all be successful in her class. She pushed us to do our best because she knew we
could.

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

Mean Star?de'\rd Median Mean Star?dgrd Median
Deviation Deviation

THIS SECTION

Question

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

4.85 0.38 5.00 4.67 0.63 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

| enjoyed the drafts with feedback required before the final papers.
| liked how everything was broken up, made it easier to write effectively

The way every assignment prepared us for the final assignment and the professor hosted one—on—one writing conferences before
big due dates.

Dr. Moekle wanted to see you succeed. She was very patient and willing to work with you one on one to work through any
frustrations or setbacks for our assignments.

Was incredibly approachable and truly wanted the best for her students and was always willing to help to see you succeed.

Going into this course, | was not a fan of rhetorical arts, but everything in this class was so beneficial that | have gained a new love
for rhetorical analysis, writing, and speaking. | found the class time to be very fun, while also provoking learning. Dr. Moekle
spreading out the assignments was very beneficial to me as it allowed me to stay organized, stay on top of my work, and took away
a lot of stress. | also thought the pacing of this class was very helpful.

Very fun class :D

The overall theme of this course (social justice with a focus in climate injustice and environmental racism) was taught through the
assignments we had, which was not only beneficial to writing and speaking exercises/projects, but also allowed all students to be
able to learn something new along the way that held our interest and allowed us to feel empowered in what we were doing the
class work for. Also, Dr. Moekle cares a lot about her students, and | feel like | speak for most in that it is extremely heartwarming to
have a professor call and know you by name.

Helped me improve my writing and public speaking abilities, lots of peer editing time
The most beneficial part about this course was the one—on—one conferences we had before our proposals and our final paper.
This was a very good course, Great professor!

The way the assignments were spread out over the semester; we would work on one aspect of our research project every week so
that by the end, all we had to do was piece it together.

Her care towards us made our life easier
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What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

If attendance wasn't graded that would be great because my reoccurring sickness has completely changed my grade.
Nothing! Dr. Moekle was great and so helpful, as were my classmates.
N/A

If assignment descriptions and explanations or expectations for minor assignments were available on Brightspace, not just given
orally during class.

N/a

Nothing. | enjoyed every part of the class. The class atmosphere, amount of work, and subject matter were all great.

Everything "!

It's clear that Dr. Moekle is well-versed in teaching this course, but also in the theme of climate injustice, environmental racism, and
so on. The only thing that would've made this course more effective would have been just a bit more time dedicated towards public
speaking (I believe we spent some time on it, a few class periods and a few chapter readings), but | feel like the main focus was on
the writing. That was still great, but | think it increased anxieties and lessened knowing how to prepare for a speech in general. It
was clear to all of us that every assignment had prepared us fully to complete everything well, but learning how to prepare for a
speech in general would have also helped prepare us for other classes and professors asking for speech projects, in which they
may not structure their curriculum as well as Dr. Moekle, making preparing for a speech in their class much more daunting and

unknown. So, learning how to prepare for a speech and prepare it in general would be beneficial outside just Dr. Moekle's
classroom too.

More of a focus on writing

| loved this course. Everything we did in this class was effective for me.
Nothing great professor!

None
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Major1 Count Percentage
Health and Human Sciences 4 22.2%
Civil Engineering 2 11.1%
Mechanical Engineering 2 11.1%
Management and Leadership 1 5.6%
Political Science 1 5.6%
Studio Arts 1 5.6%
Screenwriting 1 5.6%
Liberal Arts Undeclared 1 5.6%
Communication Studies 1 5.6%
Business Admin Undeclared 1 5.6%
English 1 5.6%
Applied Mathematics 1 5.6%
Film and Television Production 1 5.6%
Major2 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 18 100.0%
Major3 Count Percentage
Not Applicable 18 100.0%
Class Year Count Percentage
Freshman 16 88.9%
Sophomore 2 11.1%
GPA Range Count Percentage
3.50 - 4.00 8 44.4%
3.00 - 3.49 4 22.2%
0.00 - 1.99 3 16.7%
2.50 - 2.99 2 11.1%
2.00-2.49 1 5.6%

Your class attendance:

Your class attendance:

Options Count
Always 7
Almost Always
Usually
Occasionally

o O -~ ©

Rarely
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Was this course in your major department?

Was this course in your major department?

Options Count
Yes 1
No 17

Was this course required by your major?

Was this course required by your major?

Options Count
Yes 3
No 15

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Are you taking this course to fulfill Core requirements?

Options Count
Yes 18
No 0

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

| had a strong interest in taking this course:

Options Count
Strongly Agree 1
Agree 6
Uncertain 8
Disagree 1
Strongly Disagree 2
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Please MARK the response which MOST ACCURATELY reflects your opinion and include any
comments or explanations to the following questions.

(Counts)

1. Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 6
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

course.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 6
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

3. There were constructive interactions between the instructor
and the students.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 6
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

4. The instructor was accessible for discussions about the
course.

Options Count
Strongly Agree 12
Agree 6
Uncertain 0
Disagree 0
Strongly Disagree 0

5. | received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

6. The course challenged me to do my best work.

Options Count || Options Count
Strongly Agree 11 || Strongly Agree 10
Agree 5 || Agree 7
Uncertain 0 || Uncertain 0
Disagree 2 || Disagree 1
Strongly Disagree 0 || Strongly Disagree 0
7. My experience in the course increased my interest in the
subject matter.
Options Count
Strongly Agree 7
Agree 7
Uncertain 1
Disagree 2
Strongly Disagree 0
RHET 1000 34 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 4/7




LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2022 TEST

(Comments)

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated.

Comment
- The prompts were always explained and worded well

The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course.

Comment
[No Response]

There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the students.

Comment

[No Response]

The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course.

Comment

- | liked how we had conferences to discuss each of our speeches and papers

| received feedback that improved my learning in this course.

Comment
[No Response]

The course challenged me to do my best work.

Comment
[No Response]

My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter.

[No Response]

(Comparator Data)

ALL COURSES FOR

: THIS SECTION SUBJECT (RHET)

Question

Mean Starlldgrd Median Mean Star?dellrd Median

Deviation Deviation

Learning outcomes for the course were clearly stated. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.53 0.76 5.00
The learning outcomes were effectively addressed in the course. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.54 0.74 5.00
There were constructive interactions between the instructor and the 467 0.49 500 457 0.76 500
students.
The instructor was accessible for discussions about the course. 4.67 0.49 5.00 4.63 0.63 5.00
| received feedback that improved my learning in this course. 4.39 0.98 5.00 4.53 0.78 5.00
The course challenged me to do my best work. 4.44 0.78 5.00 4.43 0.78 5.00
My experience in the course increased my interest in the subject matter. 4.12 0.99 4.00 4.15 1.04 4.00

RHET 1000 34 Rhetorical Arts - Kimberly Moekle 5/7



LMU Course Evaluations Spring 2022 TEST

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

(Counts)

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this course.

Options Count

Very Good 11

Good 5)

Fair 0

Poor 0

Very Poor 0
(Comments)

- Excellent teacher. | felt like she cared about me as her student and cared about the course and what we were doing in class

(Comparator Data)

ALL COURSES FOR
SUBJECT (RHET)

THIS SECTION

Question Ee— ——
Mean tar.‘ gr Median Mean tar? gr Median
Deviation Deviation

How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the instruction in this
course.

4.69 0.48 5.00 4.53 0.82 5.00

What did you find to be most beneficial about the course?

Comments

| thought that this course was really good for finding a topic and doing research on it all year. Since we had to pick a topic that we
were actually interesting, | really liked that we got to really dive deep into something that is not boring.

All the assignments were spaced out which made it easier to balance our workload. Instructions for each assignment were also
clearly stated which left no room for confusion.

having readings already given to us that we could use for our research.

Learning how to write and present a speech

The extensive amount of research and final paper that was the culmination of our course.
the public speaking

| liked the challenges to speak in public as | have never been very comfortable with that

The communication between the professor and student was very helpful, especially one—on—one meetings we had to discuss
papers. | didn't love the amount of assignments we had to do throughout the semester, but it made each big assignment more
bearable to do in steps.

I liked the detail given on how to give speeches and ways to improve with them.

Great instruction and fun classes

All the time she spent really going over every assignment and all the handouts she took the time to make to help us out!
Doing everything ahead of time! | do not have to worry about this class during finals week!!!! Amazinggggg

The structure was very nice.

Communication and constructive criticism:)
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What would have made this course more effective for you?

Comments

| thought that | did not receive much feedback thought this course. | also felt like the time we were present in class most of the time
was unnecessary. We should have filled that time more with completion of assignments rather than going over rubrics, etc.

Discussing our readings in class.

More revising over written assignments

NA

having an instructor who was very clear in what was expected in the class

| think the way we wrote papers and made sure everything was perfect before submitting.

| think the course was taught well. Personally, | didn't enjoy having a big assignment due every class period but | understand why it
was done that way.

Possibly a little more writing lessons but those were still helpful.

Nothing

Nothing | think it was as effective as it gets, maybe more time between assignments

I would have liked that when we signed up for this specific class, it let you know that it was specifically about the environment.
Having more options for the required annotated bibliography sources would have been beneficial.
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