University of Utah

Fall 2014, MATH 5700 Math Capstone Course Section 1 smaﬂEvals’

Instructor: MacArthur, Kelly (Primary)

There were: 11 possible respondents.
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Text Responses
- Question: Comments on course effectiveness

The flow of the class was great. | did not feel that we rushed through topics and the topics were explained clearly. The homework assignments were
challenging and mind provoking and helped melearn alot.

| generally enjoyed the course. My only complaint is that the amount of marks | got for lack of precision was upsetting since the course was about boosting
knowledge, and little time was dedicated to precision in proofs.

I just wish we'd gotten more classes like this ;)

The material, including the text, notes, and class activities, provided a deeper understanding of subjects that | am teaching in secondary math classes. The
homework was rigorous, but after completing it | could make connections between concepts previously unseen.

Textbook doesn't reflect classroom practice or student understanding... for high school teachersisalittle misleading.

Even though there were weekly homework, | enjoyed doing them because it helped me learn better. Awesome at updating the website for students to follow.

- Question: Comments, suggestions on instructor performance

The stylein which Kelly taught was great. | liked that there was room for exploration during class on a problem that she had proposed. Also, she was good at

MaCAMhUI o owing different ways to approach problems,

| thoroughly enjoyed lectures, but | must say the classwas REALLY HARD. | know the professor prides herself on teaching tough courses. I'm sure one

MecArtie persons feedback that the course was difficult wont change this, but | was genuinely worried about my ability to pass the course throughout its entirety.
MacArthur ' Strong content knowledge; high expectations for us

Kelly demonstrates outstanding understanding of the mathematics that is being taught, and her previous experience in secondary education helped make
MacArthur connections with content that we are teaching. She provided encouragement when the class was difficult,as well as detailed feedback that improved my
understanding.
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MacArthur ' Strengths were organization and subject knowledge. Weaknesses were experience interacting with secondary students.

MacArthur Great mathematician.
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