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Individual Instructor Report for SPROJECT

Overall Rating

Your overall rating of the instructor.

Your overall rating of the instructor.

1 - Very Low 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 0 0.00%

5 - Very High 7 100.00% EEEEEEEEEEm—————
Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 5.00
Median 5.00
Mode 5
Standard Deviation 0.00

Your overall rating of the instructor.

I Very Low/Low | Average [ High/Very High

Your overall rating of the instructor. —
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Your overall rating of the instructor.
1 - Very Low or Never, 3 - Average, 5 - Very High or Always

Enrolled Response Rate Mean Median Mode SD

18 38.89% 5.00 5.00 5 0.00

Your overall rating of the seminar.

Your overall rating of the seminar.

1 - Very Low 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% S

4 0 0.00%

5 - Very High 6 8571%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.71
Median 5.00
Mode 5
Standard Deviation 0.76

Your overall rating of the seminar.

I Very Low/Low [ Average [ High/Very High

Your overall rating of the seminar. —
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Your overall rating of the seminar.
1 - Very Low or Never, 3 - Average, 5 - Very High or Always

Enrolled Response Rate Mean Median Mode SD

18 38.89% 4.71 5.00 5 0.76

Questions focused on Course

Seminar Objectives and Format

1. The purpose of this seminar was clear to me.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 1 14.29% NG

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 6 85.71%

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.71
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.76
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2. The major themes of this seminar were clear to me.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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3. This seminar builds successfully on material from the fall and winter quarters.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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4. Weekly class meetings were well-prepared and organized.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% [

4- Agree 6 8571% I

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.86
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.38
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5. The instructor encouraged questions and open discussion during class meetings.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% [

4- Agree 6 8571% I

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.86
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.38
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6. The discussion furthered my understanding of the material in this seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 1 14.29% [INNEGN

3 0 0.00%

4- Agree 6 8571% I

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.71
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.76
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7. Student presentations provided information that furthered the overall objectives of the

seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% N

4- Agree 50 7143% D

N/A 1 14.29% [

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.83
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.41
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8. The seminar prompted me to think critically and analytically.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% [

4- Agree 6 8571% I

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.86
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.38
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9. The instructor made students feel welcome in seeking help in or outside of class.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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Seminar Objectives and Format (continued)

10. The seminar format helped me to get to know other students.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% [

4 - Agree 6 85.71% [

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.86
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.38
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11. Technological tools used in the seminar were substantively valuable (e.g., films, audio-visual

materials, websites).

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% N

4- Agree 6 8571% Iy

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.86
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.38
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12. Extracurricular activities (field trips, film nights, social events) provided me with valuable

information and experiences.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 1 14.29% [IIEEGEGE

3 0 0.00%

4- Agree 4 57.14% e

N/A 2 28.57% I

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.60
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.89
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13. Guest speakers provided information that furthered the overall objectives of the seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 1 14.29% NG

3 1 14.29% [

4 - Agree 1 1429%

N/A 4 57.14% EEEE———

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.00
Median 3.00
Mode 2,3,4

Standard Deviation 1.00
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14. The required readings were relevant to the objectives of the seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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15. Writing assignments were relevant to the objectives of the seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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16. Presentation assignments were relevant to the objectives of the seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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17. 1 received adequate feedback on my written assignments.

1 - Disagree 1 14.29% NG

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4- Agree 6 8571% Iy

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.57
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 1.13
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Seminar Objectives and Format (continued)

18. Library and/or web assignments were clear and related to the seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 1 14.29% [

4 - Agree 4 57.14% DOy

N/A 2 28.57%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.80
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.45
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19. On average, | could complete the weekly required readings and writing assignments within

the twelve hours of out-of-class time allocated to this seminar.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7 100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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20. The grading policy was fair.

1 - Disagree 0 0.00%

2 0 0.00%

3 0 0.00%

4 - Agree 7100.00% U
N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 4.00
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.00
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Seminar Objectives and Format

I Disagree

The purpose of this seminar was clear to me.
The major themes of this seminar were clear...
This seminar builds successfully on material...
Weekly class meetings were well-prepared a...

The instructor encouraged questions and ope...
The discussion furthered my understanding o...
Student presentations provided information th...
The seminar prompted me to think critically a...
The instructor made students feel welcome in._.
The seminar format helped me to get to know. ..
Technological tools used in the seminar were...
Extracurricular activities (field trips, film night...

Guest speakers provided information that fur...
The required readings were relevant to the ob...
Writing assignments were relevant to the obje...
Presentation assignments were relevant to th...
| received adequate feedback on my written a...
Library and/or web assignments were clear a...
On average, | could complete the weekly req...

The grading policy was fair.

Seminar Objectives and Format
1 - Disagree, 4 - Agree

o
S

Enrolled

18

The purpose of this seminar was clear to me.

The major themes of this seminar were clear to

me.

This seminar builds successfully on material

from the fall and winter quarters.

18

18

I Agree [ N/A

20% 40%

Response
Rate

38.89%

38.89%

38.89%

60%

Mean

3.71

4.00

4.00

80%

Median

4.00

4.00

4.00

100%
Mode SD
4 0.76
4 0.00
4 0.00
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Response

Enrolled Rate Mean Median Mode SD
x\:g:rlf'gezlass meetings were well-prepared and 18 38.89% 3.86 4.00 4 0.38
The mst.ructor gncouraged qugstlons and open 18 38.89% 3.86 4.00 4 0.38
discussion during class meetings.
The dISCU'SSI'On fljlrthere'd my understanding of 18 38.89% 3.71 4.00 4 0.76
the material in this seminar.
Student presentations provided information that o
furthered the overall objectives of the seminar. 18 33.33% 3.83 4.00 4 0.41
The sgmlnar prompted me to think critically and 18 38.89% 3.86 4.00 4 0.38
analytically.
The |.nstructor. made stgdents feel welcome in 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00
seeking help in or outside of class.
The seminar format helped me to get to know 18 38.89% 3.86 4.00 4 0.38

other students.

Technological tools used in the seminar were
substantively valuable (e.g., films, audio-visual 18 38.89% 3.86 4.00 4 0.38
materials, websites).

Extracurricular activities (field trips, film nights,
social events) provided me with valuable 18 27.78% 3.60 4.00 4 0.89

information and experiences.

Guest speakers provided information that

0,
furthered the overall objectives of the seminar. 18 16.67% 3.00 3.00 2,34 1.00
The required readings were relevant to the 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00
objectives of the seminar. e9e : : :
Writing assignments were relevant to the 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00
objectives of the seminar. D : : '
Presentation assignments were relevant to the 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00
objectives of the seminar. ey ' ' '
| received adequate feedback on my written 18 38.89% 357 4.00 4 113
assignments. R ' ' '
Library and/or web assignments were clear and 18 27 78% 3.80 4.00 4 0.45
related to the seminar. e : : :
On average, | could complete the weekly
required readings and writing assignments 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00
within the twelve hours of out-of-class time o ' ’ '
allocated to this seminar.
The grading policy was fair. 18 38.89% 4.00 4.00 4 0.00

Skills
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1 - No Improvement 0 0.00%

2 2 28.57% [

3 30 42.86% I——

4 - Much Stronger 2 2857%

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.00
Median 3.00
Mode 3

Standard Deviation 0.82
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2. Analytic skills

1 - No Improvement 0 0.00%

2 2 28.57% [

3 0 0.00%

4 - Much Stronger 5 71.43%

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.43
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.98
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3. Library skills

1 - No Improvement 1 14.29% NG

2 1 14.29% [INNEG_G

3 2 28.57% [

4 - Much Stronger 2 2857%

N/A 1 14.29% [

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 2.83
Median 3.00
Mode 3,4

Standard Deviation 1.17
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4. Research skills

1 - No Improvement 0 0.00%

2 2 28.57% [

3 30 42.86% I——

4 - Much Stronger 2 2857%

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.00
Median 3.00
Mode 3

Standard Deviation 0.82
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5. Communication skills

1 - No Improvement 0 0.00%

2 2 28.57% [

3 1 14.29% [

4 - Much Stronger 4 57.14% [y

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%
Statistics Value
Invited Count 18
Response Count 7
Response Ratio 38.89%
Mean 3.29
Median 4.00
Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.95
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6. Knowledge of contemporary issues and events

1 - No Improvement 0 0.00%

2 1 14.29% [INNEGN

3 0 0.00%

4 - Much Stronger 6 85.71%

N/A 0 0.00%

Total 7 0% 50% 100%

Statistics Value

Invited Count 18

Response Count 7

Response Ratio 38.89%

Mean 3.71

Median 4.00

Mode 4

Standard Deviation 0.76
Skills

I No/ Little Improvement [l Stronger [l N/A

Writing skills
Analytic skills
Library skills
Research skills

Communication skills

Knowledge of contemporary issues and even...

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Skills

1 - No Improvement, 4 - Much Stronger

Response

Enrolled Rate Mean Median Mode SD
Writing skills 18 38.89% 3.00 3.00 3 0.82
Analytic skills 18 38.89% 3.43 4.00 4 0.98
Library skills 18 33.33% 2.83 3.00 3,4 1.17
Research skills 18 38.89% 3.00 3.00 3 0.82
Communication skills 18 38.89% 3.29 4.00 4 0.95
gceor\:\tllsedge of contemporary issues and 18 38.89% 3.71 4.00 4 0.76

Comments

What did you find most interesting about this seminar? What did you find most
valuable? (maximum 5000 characters)

Comments

Being more aware and critical of the data in my daily life is so important!! Also Just wanted to say thank you to Ayoung for
making this quarter and this seminar so wonderful!! Best T.A. ever!!

| found the different case studies that were covered in seminar to be the most interesting because it provided us real-world
examples as to why we should always be skeptical consumers of data. | found the skills of microfoundations to be the most
valuable because | have been able to incorporate these practices in my personal life when consuming news and content on
the media, etc. Overall, | am absolutely honored to have been a student of Ayoung's. | consider her to be one of the best TA's
I've had at UCLA thus far, you can tell that she genuinely cares about not only our education but also our well-being.

| loved how this course targeted the real life consequences of misrepresentations of data, and used real life examples in
order to show us the implications on society. This course was very eye opening and made me more cognizant of the dangers
of blindly accepting data visualizations as the "truth" without considering the manner in which they are presented, the inherent
biases, and the creators of the data. | found these takeaways to be most valuable, since it will help me become a more
skeptical consumer of data, and can help me be a more educated member of society.

Interesting: microfoundations, examples of biopower abuse, and certain examples of misuse/ falsification of statistics.
| found the misleading data representations used by people of power to be really interesting. Usually, these representations
seem very abstract or inapplicable but Ayoung did a great job finding examples that were relatable, putting a greater emphasis

on them.

I loved Ayoung's avenue for this seminar. Topics | thought I'd never find interesting | found myself being especially curious. |
would even do my own research outside of class and reference it when | was writing my papers and explaining my takes.
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In your opinion, how could this seminar be improved? (maximum 5000 characters)

Comments

| feel that certain topics discussed in this seminar were slightly repetitive of topics covered in past quarters. Nonetheless, it is
always good to review and get a refresher.

This seminar is great, and | loved the way it was structured. Ayoung always encouraged us to participate in lively discussion,
but was also perceptive of our different styles of learning. This helped us form bonds with people in class, and collaborate in
order to exchange ideas that helped us learn from each other rather than taking a more individual approach to the course. My
only suggestion would be to list the requirements for each assignment on canvas or in the syllabus in more detail, especially
if the rubric has changed since the beginning of the quarter. This is helpful to students who may have missed class, or need a
refresher on the details of the prompt before starting the writing assignments.

| wish | had received more feedback on writing and the discussions in class were more controversial/ thought—provoking.

| think the seminar could have used some variations in the lectures but | really liked the course overall. Ayoung was incredibly
kind, funny, and dedicated. She was a wonderful TA and | was very grateful for her effort put into this class. She knew our fun
facts and names almost immediately, she did not cancel a class despite her surgery, an always came with prepared
materials.

| feel like we should have had more open debates because that could have been very fun and rewarding. We did one in the
first class and it was super intimidating but the genuine flow of it felt really cool. If we did that again with the later concepts
learned, it could've been cool.



	Individual Instructor Report - 25S-CLUSTER-0010CW-001(25S CLUSTER 10CW SEM 1 - DATA JUSTICE&SOCITY)_CHUN,A.
	Overall Rating
	Your overall rating of the instructor.
	Your overall rating of the instructor.
	Your overall rating of the instructor.
	Your overall rating of the seminar.
	Your overall rating of the seminar.
	Your overall rating of the seminar.

	Questions focused on Course
	Seminar Objectives and Format
	Seminar Objectives and Format
	Seminar Objectives and Format
	Skills
	Skills
	Skills

	Comments
	What did you find most interesting about this seminar? What did you find most valuable? (maximum 5000 characters)
	In your opinion, how could this seminar be improved? (maximum 5000 characters)



