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eEvaluations scores indicate a reasonable level of satisfaction, though scores
were slightly lower than the Japanese track for all but 4 of the questions
e Average of weekly study hours (1.82) still seems a bit low.
e Most significant comment: library resources in a biblical studies course were
insufficient for reports
e Four significant problems with evaluations: (1) it appears that most or all
seniors did not respond; (2) there was an unusually low response rate for some
Japanese courses (technical problem?); (3) for at least one course, some
students evaluated a different course; (4) generally speaking, the numbers and
comments are not insightful
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2013 Class evaluation result
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The instructor properly managed the study time according to--[Fbik s e s e e . 7L T T T 3.58
The instructor properly handled the student assignments. : B e I ‘ ''''''''''''''''''''''' 355
The instructor encouraged student participation and was--i i e I ‘ ------------ 3.56
Each class session was well prepared. : T I ‘ ........... 367
The instructor taught with passion and enthusiasm every time. r | B ‘ ------------ 364
The instructor kept the beginning and closing time in order. E [ ececesecd ERERENENE ‘ ----------- 364
Teaching tools such as white board and projector were used"i R PATLTAYLYLY ‘ """""" 341
Textbooks and other teaching materials were effectively used"? ''''''''''' ‘ """""" 3.36
Verbal communication of the instructor was clear and easy tO"i S e e e ‘ ''''''''''''''''''''''' 3.47
The grading scale for this class was clearly explained in the“i J T R ‘ ----------------------- 3.55
[ was able to grasp the goals and plans of this class weII--i e i ‘ ''''''''''''''''''''''' 349
The syllabus was easy to understand and the cIasses--i R L ] - ‘ ------------ 3.41
[ tackled the subjects in this class with enthusiasm in every--i & L A | ‘ ----------- 3.44
I became interested in the content of this class and waS"i | T I ‘ """"""" 347
I was able to acquire valuable knowledge and skills through"i fo A AR A AR SR A ‘ """""" 3.48
[ was able to attain a good grasp of the subject matter in this-'i N 3.47
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Studying hour outside class per week

Omore than 4 hours
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Oless than half an hour
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