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To: Anne Caroline Sieffert, Romance Studies

From: ~ David Faulkner, Director of First-Year Writing Seminars
Date: 22 December 2017

Re: Course Evaluations, Fall 2017

Enclosed are the student evaluations (written and numerical) from the course you taught in the
Fall 2017 semester. We hope that the information they provide will prove useful for you.

Here is some additional information that may interest you as you examine the summaries of the
bubblesheet responses:

For Fall '17 FWS, the median score for instructors (half of results above/half below) was 1.75.

Ranking (including only questions 2-33):

First quarter: less than or equal to 1.58
Second quarter: 1.59-1.75

Third quarter: 1.76-1.93

Fourth quarter: 1.94 or greater

Further information about how to read the summary appears at the bottom of the sheet.

Thank you for your work; please let us know if we can be of help during the coming semester.

Diversity and Inclusion are a part of Cornell University’s heritage. We are a recognized employer and educator valuing AA/EEQ, Protected Veterans, and Individuals with Disabilities.




ROMS 1102.101 Sp17 -- First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluations Instructor:

Course: 17716 The Craft of Storytelling: The Cannibal and the Explorer—Ethics of Travel Writing Sieffert
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 _ 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33
14 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 2
2 4 11 1 3 4 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2
3 1 11 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
4 4 1 2 11 2 21 21 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
51 1 2 1 12 2 11 1 2 3 1 1 1 1 1 2 3 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
6 1 1 2 1 1 3 2 2 2 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
71111 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 5 3 5 5 2 4 4 1 3 3 4 5 5 5
81 1 1 1 1 2 2 4 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
9 111 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 3 2 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 1 1
11 113111111 1 1 1 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1
17 4 1 2 1 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 1 2 3 3 4 3 3 4 2 1 1 2 3 4 3 1 3 3
21 1 1 3 1 4 3 3 3 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 111 1 1 1
%111 1 1 2 3 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 2 2 2 1 1 2 3 1 3 3
4 1 1 2 1 3 3 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
% 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3
% 1 1 1 3 1 3 2 3 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 1 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2
17 1 2 2 2 2 1 3 2 3 1 3 2 2 2 2 1 2 3 4 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 2

1.75 1.00 1.31 1.25 1.56 2.35 2.18 2.24 2.06 153 1.65 194 182 182 171 153 159 1.88 200 176 1.82 224 235 165 153 153 1.35 1.65 1.88 1.82 147 1.94 213
mean for questions 2-5: 1.21 mean for questions 6-19; 1.88 mean for questions 20-33: 1.79 overall mean for questions 2-33: 1.75
The table above provides an overview of responses, and the mean for each question, on the computer-scored section of evaluations for your FWS,
HOW TO READ THE TABLE:
Each question is listed on the top horizontal axis, starting with 1 on the left and running to question 33 on the far right.
The students are listed on the left vertical axis; their responses to each question run horizontally.
The mean for each question appears at the bottom of each column of responses for each question.

What the numbers mean: an “A” answer on the bubble sheet equals 1 on the table above; a “B” equals 2, and so on. (The evaluation questions and possible range of
responses are reprinted on the back of this sheet.)

To interpret questions #2—#33, you will need to compare student opinions about what your seminar accomplished with your own goals. You will naturally have stressed
some areas more than others. In some instances, a question may not be relevant to your seminar: for example, in a film course, questions about “the readings” may not
apply. In general, finding a significant number of “4” and “5” responses when you scan down the column of responses for a question (question 1 aside) may be a cause for
concern,

To remember. The purpose of the table is to alert you to possible strengths and weaknesses, not to measure all courses against a single inflexible standard.

We hope you will find the evaluations to be informative. Please contact David Faulkner or Paul Sawyer at the Knight Institute (101 McGraw Hall) if you would like to discuss
them.



JouN S. KNiGHT INSTITUTE FOR WRITING IN THE DISCIPLINES

First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
Fall 2017

Part I: Written responses
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
- strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.

OVWI M, T eﬂqu%/ 7&/(/;4(} ’//M raty e, U@’M\? 'ZIVM/ W/'/Ié}lﬂ 7s o /M §

ﬂ,:m !{1% why r.,;f« LA _/:»f'y%; M’ S Oc:/,a/ AoymSs ()vﬂ af/ v[’,l/e,’ﬂZ //}’?é /ﬂ;/) dd {

d ” ﬂ/@/ W7 ’//’@ ﬂﬂ/ Umz/%/ T /6’/7//‘/1%/ a /0V[ %bmﬁ* %{SW !VM/

Iners, @ ket 10 isal oy opresent’ fhogprmins of ey
/ o ) / ! ﬂ’nvxf’.a/@/-o!( We/i/ as /{lfw ‘-ﬁ"tgz"/ /a;e/‘%mf /ZD

o idas reflotd inicionp &b w4, T have o ageshine
N s Courie,

Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
Fall 2017

Part [: Written responses
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement,
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
Fall 2017
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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Fall 2017

Part I: Written responses
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.

T ohefn 't v A Lo Pewesclax clod  Ccppiion! S,
th ] . e poe éggﬁf{’ @ g ] /:7» 516{/}&"}«}0(’[/ & Lo "q"frl” 'fLC o5
/e ctedr e tos e fr':; botfeerdsy, Gégorere f{i’; Lonets o4,
(Z%@;f @Z) ‘% fi ff’w@fpv@”’ ) &ef "fg Ve COrfo ﬂ;@@/ﬁ bred «*5%”5%

!:(’éf { ?g}m Nd@/@@/s

Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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Fall 2017
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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- First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
Fall 2017
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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First-Year Writing Seminar Evaluation
Fall 2017

Part I: Written responses
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
umprovement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of
strengths and/or suggestions for improvement.
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Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this
improvement? Are there aspects of writing we should have stressed more heavily?
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