Student evaluations
Instructor Assessment of the ICE Report and Written comments (Chris Johns)

Summary of Instructor Course Evaluation Report on page 2
The course evaluated is Philosophy 209, Environmental Ethics, which I taught in spring semester of 2013. I taught two sections with 20 students in each. The Report shows the results for both sections together; however, only 15 students responded to the online evaluation form. The students represent a cross-section of sophomores, juniors, and seniors, from a variety of majors, but mostly Public Health Sciences. The academic aptitude of the students ranges from excellent to below average. Those in the latter category tend to have weak English skills more than anything else. Most students received the equivalent of a B in the course.

My scores are very positive: 4.5 out of 5 overall. Some of my highest scores were the following:
· The instructor evaluated work using clear grading criteria (4.7)

· The instructor promoted and encouraged analytical / critical thinking (4.7)

· Resources available were adequate (Handouts, textbooks, readings) (4.8)
· The instructor was concerned about students’ progress in the course (4.6)

I am particularly pleased with these scores because they reflect my hard work in the course. I really want students to learn and improve. The lowest scores I received were related to questions about the course as a whole, not so much to the instructor, e.g., “In this course I have learned something that I consider valuable” (3.8). I attribute that score to the fact that many students just do not think Environmental Ethics is very important. Nevertheless, I take this as an indicator that I need to work on getting the message across. 

The Report also shows how my scores compare with, respectively, my Category (other humanities courses), my Faculty (the Faculty of Arts and Sciences) and the University (AUB). For instance, for the question, “the instructor promoted and encouraged analytical / critical thinking” I scored within the 88th percentile for humanities courses, the 90th percentile for the Faculty, and the 90th percentile for the university. My lowest comparative score was for the question, “In this course I have learned something that I consider valuable,” where I scored, respectively, 39th, 42nd, and 39th. Again, I see this as a strong indicator that I need to convey that Environmental Ethics and philosophical method are highly valuable, no matter which major or vocation one takes up.  
Summary of student written comments on page 3

Note that each number represents a different student. Only six students responded. Students enter these comments online, after they have filled out the ICE Report. The AUB staff complies them and sends them to me. They are unedited, except I removed some very negative comments about a different instructor who previously taught the course. The official AUB staff report is available upon request.

I am very pleased with the comments, because the show my main teaching goals are realized, at least according to some: Students find the class intellectually stimulating and fun. They sense that I want them to succeed. I try to keep them busy and interested (although I can’t please everyone). I endeavor to be personable, unbiased, positive, clear, but also devil’s advocate.
While this course turned out very well, I am always looking for ways to improve the materials and the methods. This is the third time I have taught the course, and each time I have changed some of the readings and refined my grading criteria. What seems to have brought the most success is the addition of several games: the Prisoner’s Dilemma (to illustrate the problem of collective action); the Tragedy of the Commons game, to illustrate the problem of egoism and limited resources; and the online “Climate Challenge,” a global political-economic-environmental simulation game. 
Please see the Report and Comments, below.

For reference, as of Spring 2013 my scores for seven semesters (20 courses) at AUB are:

High: 4.6

Low: 2.9 (a course with two students and one responder)

Average: 4.1
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Arts & Sciences INSTRUCTOR: Christopher Low Johns ACADEMIC TERM Spring 2012-13
COURSE PHIL 209 SECTION CATEGORY Humanities ENROLLMENT 40 Response Rate 38%

INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION

The instructor was prepared for the class

The instructor demonstrated knowledge of the subject

The instructor was accessible for feedback

The instructor communicated his/her subject well

The instructor stimulated and maintained my interest in the course
The instructor evaluated work using clear grading criteria

The instructor promoted and encouraged analytical / critical thinking
Overall rating of the instructor's teaching effectiveness

....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4.1....MAXIMUM 4.7....
COURSE EVALUATION

9 Course objectives were clear

10 Course content covered stated objectives.

11 Course was appropriately organized and paced.

12 Resources available were adequate (handouts, textbooks, readings, demonstrations,etc.)
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13 Assessment was appropriate to course content & learning outcomes
14 Rate the overall quality of the course
....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4 .4....MAXIMUM 4.8....
LEARNING OUTCOMES
15 This course increased my interest in the subject.
16 In this course | have learned something that | consider valuable
17 1 would recommend this course to other students
....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 3.8.....MAXIMUM 3.9....
ADDITIONAL ITEMS

18 The instructor kept the balance between discussion and lecture well suited to this type of course.

19 Class discussion contributed positively to learning in this course.
20 The grading system was clearly explained to students.
21 The examination content is representative of course content and objectives.
22 Instructor was concerned about students' progress in the course.
23 Instructor related various topics of the course to each other.
24 The course helped to improve my critical thinking skills.
....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4 .4....MAXIMUM 4.7.....
....POOL SIZE...

https://oiradb.aub.edu.lb/pls/apex/f?p=113:2:169129267157609...

OVERALL SCORE 4.5

Percentiles
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Arts & Sciences            INSTRUCTOR: Christopher Low Johns            ACADEMIC TERM Spring 2012-13 OVERALL SCORE  4.5

COURSE PHIL 209      SECTION           CATEGORY Humanities            ENROLLMENT 40         Response Rate 38%

------------Percentiles------------

    #RESPONSESSAAUDSDAVGCATEGORYFACULTYUNIVERSITY

  INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION                

1The instructor was prepared for the class 15 942004.5 68 71 73

2The instructor demonstrated knowledge of the subject 15 1041004.6 62 67 69

3The instructor was accessible for feedback 15 941104.4 70 72 74

4The instructor communicated his/her subject well 15 1041004.6 76 79 81

5The instructor stimulated and maintained my interest in the course 15 823204.1 57 64 65

6The instructor evaluated work using clear grading criteria 15 1131004.7 92 92 93

7The instructor promoted and encouraged analytical / critical thinking 15 1131004.7 88 90 90

8Overall rating of the instructor's teaching effectiveness 15 951004.5 76 79 80

  ....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4.1.....MAXIMUM 4.7....         4.5 79 82 84

  COURSE EVALUATION                

9Course objectives were clear 15 852004.4 84 84 86

10Course content covered stated objectives. 15 852004.4 83 82 83

11Course was appropriately organized and paced. 15 960004.6 89 91 92

12Resources available were adequate (handouts, textbooks, readings, demonstrations,etc.) 14 1130004.8 92 93 94

13Assessment was appropriate to course content & learning outcomes 14 761004.4 82 84 87

14Rate the overall quality of the course 14 752004.4 74 81 83

  ....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4.4.....MAXIMUM 4.8....         4.5 88 90 91

  LEARNING OUTCOMES                

15This course increased my interest in the subject. 14 723113.9 46 54 53

16In this course I have learned something that I consider valuable 13 541213.8 39 42 39

17I would recommend this course to other students 14 642113.9 45 55 55

  ....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 3.8.....MAXIMUM 3.9....         3.9 49 54 53

  ADDITIONAL ITEMS                

18The instructor kept the balance between discussion and lecture well suited to this type of course. 14 1031004.6 85    

19Class discussion contributed positively to learning in this course. 14 941004.6 84    

20The grading system was clearly explained to students. 14 1121004.7 94    

21The examination content is representative of course content and objectives. 13 931004.6 89    

22Instructor was concerned about students' progress in the course. 14 941004.6 85    

23Instructor related various topics of the course to each other. 14 1040004.7 85    

24The course helped to improve my critical thinking skills. 14 752004.4 84    

  ....SECTION STATISTICS: MINIMUM 4.4.....MAXIMUM 4.7....         4.6 93    

  ...................................POOL SIZE...............................           249 758 1270
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Office Of Institutional Research And Assessment, Instructor Course Evaluation 

Student written comments (complete and unedited)
PHIL 209, Environmental Ethics, Spring 2013 Christopher Johns

Identify Instructor's strengths. 

1. Dr. Chris encourages freedom of speech and is unbiased. Great sense of humor, makes it easier for us students to communicate with. Personable. Unorthodox teaching methods in terms of open discussions as well as assignments (i.e. the climate challenge game) which made understanding key concepts interesting and fun at the same time. Strong counterarguments to students' responses in class discussions, which compels students to view a subject matter from its many different angles. What really impressed me was that although this course is called Environmental Ethics, Dr. Chris raises an environmental ethical concern through not only a nature-oriented agenda, but also in the course of applying other philosophical ideologies, ranging from religion (completely unbiased) and conventional social norms to psychology and ethics as a whole. Charismatic: one doesn't get bored in class especially during debates. He doesn't act superior to his students. Supportive and always present for any help. Overall an excellent teacher, thus an excellent human being.

2. Knowledgeable, passionate, motivating

3. Accessible for feedback

4. Brings a very positive energy to the classroom. Is very direct with requirements. Very fair He wants us to learn, but as well enjoy it and do well.

5. Very devoted and caring Professor. He kept stimulating our minds with nice games and activities in class. Very nice and interesting course. Would love to take another course with the same teacher.

6. He stimulates class discussions and plays the devil's advocate when he needs to, to make a point. And what he says and the way he says it is very clear, and he uses the right choice of words in order to avoid bias or misunderstandings that some people may be prone to having.

Identify Instructor's weaknesses. 

1. I've been in AUB for 4 years now, and I can honestly say that this is the first time I can't really identify any weaknesses.

2. None that I noticed as a teacher

3. None

4. sometimes doesnt have an interetsing subject, but need to talk to fill the hour,,, he becomes boring

5. None.

Identify course's strengths and weaknesses. 

1. Strengths: The course relies on very interesting articles to pinpoint and/or to rise a certain ethical concern. The grading system is flexible and allows for a student to make up for an unsought grade. Open discussions / debates. Diverse topics. The course orients students towards humility and altruism and attempts to eliminate narcissism through broadening one's own horizon. Weaknesses: Well, I can't but identify one that is not really a weakness, but more of a way to further improve this course: including an audio-visual component. 

2. Really interesting

3. Even though i understood everything, i didn't really get the point of knowing all these different views. It's a bit too hypothetical. But it's philosophy after all

4. It is extremely useful, as all philosophy courses, for thinking purposes. It is also useful to understand why you think what you think, what are the reasons behind your beliefs. It's a very interesting class, like all other philosophy classes. No weaknesses, in my opinion.

5. Done

Please provide specific suggestions for improving the course. 

1. I already did that in the prior question since I couldn't find any weaknesses. 

2. Excellent course 5/5 rating.

3. Nothing.

4. more readings
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