
University of Texas-
Arlington

Name: Timothy Morris

Evaluation Session: Fall 2017 Regular

Comprehensive Report for DYNAMIC TRADITIONS IN LIT (ENGL-3333-002) - Morris, Timothy - Fall 2017 Regular

Question 1. Strongly Disagree 2. Disagree 3. Neutral 4. Agree 5. Strongly Agree Mean StDev

1.1. The instructor clearly defined and explained the course objectives and
expectations. (9 Responses)

1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 7 / 77.78% 4.44 1.33

1.2. The instructor was prepared for each instructional activity. (9
Responses)

0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 7 / 77.78% 4.56 1.01

1.3. The instructor communicated information effectively. (9 Responses) 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 7 / 77.78% 4.44 1.33

1.4. The instructor encouraged me to take an active role in my own
learning. (9 Responses)

1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 7 / 77.78% 4.33 1.41

1.5. The instructor was available to students either electronically or in
person. (9 Responses)

1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 7 / 77.78% 4.33 1.41

2.1. Which attributes of the course and/or the professor helped you learn the material? (When the course is next taught, what should be done in the same way?)

Dr. Morris assigned readings that were enjoyable and pertained to the course material. The readings were just as enjoyable as the lectures, which were instructional, comedic, and
welcome to questions and comments. He chose assignments and class discussions that allowed us to learn while interacting with each other. All in all, a really excellent course that
I would recommend to any English major.
Having short and long readings along with lectures and crowd sourcing kept things fresh. Each type of learning had good information that kept things moving.
I LOVED the structure of this class. Dr. Morris allowed me to become an active critic of detective fiction and answer my own questions about the genre. Thanks for a great
semester!
The notecard and in-class discussion format was very helpful in terms of learning the material and becoming familiar with over-arcing themes. Crowdsource assignments were very
interesting and original, made for fun research.
The readings we had for class were a great variety demonstrated a good example of the detective genre. The Crowdsourcing sessions were a lot of fun to prepare for. I would
definitely keep that part of the curriculum.
Crowdsourcing was great. Everything about class was good.
The student led discussions was a different class structure than I am used to, but I actually really liked it. It forced conversations that I think students would sometimes not go in
depth about if it was just a normal lecture.

2.2. Which attributes of the course and/or the professor did not help you learn the material? (When the course is next taught, what might be revised?)

The only real problem with the course is that the short readings were all back to back. Nine short readings before the first real lecture could overwhelm students that are still
getting their feet in the early semester.
Class participation and discussion made up the majority of the class, except on lecture days. I would encourage more discussion on these days as well because they can get a little
dull.
I recommend elaborating more information on lecture days because the powerpoints with just titles was not helpful.
Some crowdsource assignements were rather obscure and difficult to research; class discussions weren't always consistent due to the different group leaders.
I do not have any suggestions on any changes in the class. I do have a suggestion for a book to consider in a future class: The Caves of Steel by Isaac Asimov. It is about a
detective team (a human and a robot)investigating a murder in an overpopulated world of the future. Asimov made the detective mystery popular in the genre of Science Fiction.
I did precisely as I was instructed, but I still received low grades. It's obvious the professor had very high expectations for the students and assignments, which he never
communicated.
I thought the lectures could have been in the earlier parts of the course instead of the middle to end.

Question 1. Too slow 2. Slow 3. Just right 4. Fast 5. Too fast Mean StDev

3.1. Rate the pace of the course. (9 Responses) 0 0 7 1 1

Question 1. Too light 2. Light 3. Just right 4. Heavy 5. Too heavy Mean StDev

3.2. Rate the workload required for the course. (9 Responses) 0 1 7 0 1

Question 1. Strongly Disagree 2. Disagree 3. Neutral 4. Agree 5. Strongly Agree Mean StDev

4.1. I acquired knowledge that will be useful in my future. (9 Responses) 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 1 / 11.11% 6 / 66.67% 4.22 1.39

4.2. I acquired skills that will be useful in my future. (9 Responses) 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 1 / 11.11% 6 / 66.67% 4.22 1.39

4.3. I can apply course concepts in new contexts. (9 Responses) 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 7 / 77.78% 4.33 1.41

4.4. I have become a better thinker / problem solver. (9 Responses) 1 / 11.11% 0 / 0.00% 0 / 0.00% 2 / 22.22% 6 / 66.67% 4.33 1.32
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