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Faculty attend
How does feedback from students influence instructor’s pedagogical decisions 1n the classroom and to what extent are student’s concern reflective of the learning that occurs in the classroom?

To what extent do students’ rating of instruction correlate with normalized gains on a conceptual survey and pass rates for the course?
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Conclusions
» Although correlations between “conceptual learning” and instructor ratings are implicit in Hake’s graph. The results 1n this sample explicitly suggests there 1s no correlation. .
* In addition, 1t was hypothesized that there may be a correlation between 1nstructor’s ratings and course pass rates however 1n this sample no correlation was shown. Analysis of
data
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