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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph Instruction Mode: Online

WGSS2350-12420 Intro To Women's Studies Instruction Mode: Online

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a syllabus and
reviewed course expectations at the beginning of
the semester.

4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 198 4.68 0.66 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the course in a clear,
logical and organized manner. 4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 199 4.49 0.9 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged student
participation, questions, and discussion as the
class size allowed.

4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 198 4.76 0.59 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged critical thinking and
evaluation of ideas and evidence. 4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 198 4.77 0.61 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared for class. 4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 195 4.54 0.86 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects, papers, or
creative activities reflected materials emphasized
in the course.

4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 199 4.73 0.63 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear, consistently
followed and fair. 4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 199 4.48 0.96 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams, quizzes,
papers or creative activities in a timely manner. 4 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4.25 1.5 199 4.51 0.93 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was receptive to
questions. 2 50% 0% 0% 50% 0% 2 3.5 2.12 111 4.59 0.78 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was available for
assistance to students. 2 50% 0% 0% 50% 0% 2 3.5 2.12 109 4.53 0.81 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching effectiveness of this
instructor is 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 4 4 2 200 4.42 0.93 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this course is 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 4 4 2 199 4.37 1.01 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for individual
assistance is 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 4 4 2 200 4.62 0.78 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration of respect for
students is 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 4 4 2 199 4.68 0.73 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come more than ten
minutes late? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either cancel or not
show up to teach? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 0% 50% 50% 0% 0% 0%

 Required course Required, but would
have taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 50% 25% 25% 0%

 This department
Another department in
the College of Liberal

Arts and Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0% 100% 0% 0%

 
Much less than in

most courses I
have taken

Somewhat less
than in most

courses I have
taken

About the same as
in most courses I

have taken

Somewhat more
than in most

courses I have
taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was: 0% 0% 0% 50% 50%

 More than half of
the time

About half of the
time

About a quarter of
the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current GPA fall? 25% 0% 0% 75% 0%

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response

Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College

Statistics

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were clearly
indicated in the syllabus or somewhere
online

75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4 4.25 1.5 187 4.66 0.72 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests and/or assignments
were related to the lectures and course
material

75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4 4.25 1.5 188 4.72 0.57 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this course was
clear 75% 0% 0% 25% 0% 4 4.25 1.5 185 4.5 0.93 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA provided timely
feedback and was available to discuss my
progress

66.7% 0% 0% 33.3% 0% 1 3 4 1.73 159 4.58 0.79 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to deliver this
course was helpful [beneficial] to learning
the material

25% 50% 0% 25% 0% 4 3.75 1.26 182 4.57 0.81 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance was available
when I needed it 25% 50% 0% 25% 0% 4 3.75 1.26 154 4.55 0.77 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments

What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) This class was one of my favorites. We learned a lot and the professor was always there right away if any had a question. He encouraged us a lot as well and was very
understanding. The class was so much fun. He would always email us and made us know he was there which he was and I truly appreciate that. 

2) none



3) Professor encouraged creativity as well as made everyone think about the material.

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) I can't think of anything!

2) During these times it is very hard and even though I enjoyed every single bit of his class the workload was tremendous. It was a lot of reading and writing in multiple
sections with short periods of times which would be stressful for me. He was understanding if something was a little late however. 

3) in everything

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) Yes, but I'd make sure to tell them it isn't a super easy course. 

2) YESSSS! He is very nice and helpful and you will learn sooooooo much from him. He is always there if you have a question too. 

3) no

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) The professor was really understanding and encouraged students to do their best!

2) None, this class was just amazing and I learned a lot 

3) need to decrease the workload

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) I was a bit overwhelmed at times with the material, especially during the pandemic, BUT as long as we communicated with them, we were fine.

2) It is hard because managing school online ( which I have never done before) and work and life it is stressful. I like interaction. It helps me learn better and if I have a
question I can always ask on the spot as to waiting sometimes a day or two for a response. 

3) none

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) none

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph Instruction Mode: Online

WGSS2350-16015 Intro To Women's Studies Instruction Mode: Online

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a syllabus and
reviewed course expectations at the beginning of
the semester.

11 54.5% 45.5% 0% 0% 0% 4.55 0.52 198 4.68 0.66 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the course in a clear,
logical and organized manner. 11 54.5% 27.3% 9.1% 9.1% 0% 4.27 1.01 199 4.49 0.9 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged student
participation, questions, and discussion as the
class size allowed.

11 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0% 0% 4.73 0.47 198 4.76 0.59 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged critical thinking and
evaluation of ideas and evidence. 11 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0% 0% 4.73 0.47 198 4.77 0.61 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared for class. 11 63.6% 18.2% 18.2% 0% 0% 4.45 0.82 195 4.54 0.86 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects, papers, or
creative activities reflected materials emphasized
in the course.

11 72.7% 18.2% 9.1% 0% 0% 4.64 0.67 199 4.73 0.63 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear, consistently
followed and fair. 11 54.5% 27.3% 9.1% 9.1% 0% 4.27 1.01 199 4.48 0.96 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams, quizzes,
papers or creative activities in a timely manner. 11 54.5% 36.4% 9.1% 0% 0% 4.45 0.69 199 4.51 0.93 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was receptive to
questions. 9 66.7% 11.1% 22.2% 0% 0% 2 4.44 0.88 111 4.59 0.78 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was available for
assistance to students. 9 66.7% 11.1% 22.2% 0% 0% 2 4.44 0.88 109 4.53 0.81 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching effectiveness of this
instructor is 45.5% 27.3% 27.3% 0% 0% 11 4.18 0.87 200 4.42 0.93 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this course is 54.5% 18.2% 0% 18.2% 9.1% 11 3.91 1.51 199 4.37 1.01 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for individual
assistance is 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0% 0% 11 4.73 0.47 200 4.62 0.78 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration of respect for
students is 63.6% 27.3% 9.1% 0% 0% 11 4.55 0.69 199 4.68 0.73 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come more than ten
minutes late? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either cancel or not
show up to teach? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 0% 27.3% 45.5% 27.3% 0% 0%

 Required course Required, but would
have taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 36.4% 36.4% 27.3% 0%

 This department
Another department in
the College of Liberal

Arts and Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0% 63.6% 9.1% 27.3%

 
Much less than in

most courses I
have taken

Somewhat less
than in most

courses I have
taken

About the same as
in most courses I

have taken

Somewhat more
than in most

courses I have
taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was: 0% 0% 9.1% 27.3% 63.6%

 More than half of
the time

About half of the
time

About a quarter of
the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0% 0% 0% 18.2% 81.8%

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current GPA fall? 9.1% 9.1% 27.3% 18.2% 36.4%

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response

Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College

Statistics

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were clearly
indicated in the syllabus or somewhere
online

45.5% 36.4% 18.2% 0% 0% 11 4.27 0.79 187 4.66 0.72 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests and/or assignments
were related to the lectures and course
material

45.5% 45.5% 9.1% 0% 0% 11 4.36 0.67 188 4.72 0.57 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this course was
clear 45.5% 27.3% 18.2% 9.1% 0% 11 4.09 1.04 185 4.5 0.93 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA provided timely
feedback and was available to discuss my
progress

44.4% 44.4% 11.1% 0% 0% 2 9 4.33 0.71 159 4.58 0.79 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to deliver this
course was helpful [beneficial] to learning
the material

50% 40% 10% 0% 0% 1 10 4.4 0.7 182 4.57 0.81 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance was available
when I needed it 50% 40% 10% 0% 0% 1 10 4.4 0.7 154 4.55 0.77 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments

What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) No matter when and where we had a question, it was always very easy to get a hold of Dr. Pegoda! 

2) The material was absolutely phenomenal. I learned so much in this class than I have through my 20 years of life. Each section was engaging and really fun to read
about. Reading my classmate's discussion were also great, and I loved engaging as best as we could during the situation.



3) You could turn in work late 

4) Everything made sense and was well-put together. We had an entire pdf full of readings so finding them was very easy. We had weekly discussion posts and assignments
so it was easy to keep track.

5) Initially, I thought this was a weakness because of my own laziness, but the strength of this class was the readings and films we were required to reading/watch. they
have taught me a lot and they are things I will never forget and most likely refer to im the future.

6) I loved the material we focused on, and how we were able to develop our own ideas and read our peers as well.

7) the reading material was incredibly informative and very interesting

8) The readings 

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) Less work. I promise you we are all learning the material by reading. 300+ words would have been a better adjustment. 600+ words for a discussion? 2x a week? With
300+ words for 2 replies? That's 1200 words for one day. 2400 words A WEEK. During the pandemic? When everything is online and we are all having a really hard time
adjusting? I wish it was less words for 2x a discussion. That's an essay almost every week for this whole semester. If I didn't have to write so damn much I would've spent
more time engaging in discussion with my classmates. But as soon as I did my required reading and writing I left because at some point in the semester? I stopped caring
about learning and just wrote to write because I had to.

2) This class is already great as it is. 

3) This course is too high maintenance. The work load is to much. I don't have time to turn in 4 writing assignments a week. 

4) N/A

5) The amount of assignments needs to be cut down. Almost 2400 words of lesson responses and 300 words of Q/A threads is essentially writing an essay every week. The
material is amazing, however it is impossible to manage especially when all courses are online. I love to discuss the topics but something other than just writing on
discussion boards would have been nice. 

6) N/A

7) N/a

8) don't assign three 400 page textbooks throughout the semester, especially with the amount of extra work besides just reading and responding to the material. it was
difficult for everyone to keep up and many of us fell behind and failed assignments because the course load was extremely overwhelming. 

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) I would not especially right now. If it were in lecture this class would have been perfect. The content is super engaging and I absolutely loved talking to my classmates.
But the workload was too much. I am not subjecting anyone to that 2400+ word limit a week. Fuck all that. I recommend the class, but not the instructor. 

2) Yes, a very fun and easygoing professor! 

3) No! There was may to much writing. I couldn't keep up with it all.

4) Dr. Pegoda cares about their students and is very understanding. The amount of work given is meant to help students think critically.

5) YES! because he is very understanding and for the students learning, rather than a grade. 

6) Yes of course Dr Pegoda is the BEST

7) if they can read a lot and be able to handle 3 classes worth of work for just the one course then sure. otherwise, I would not recommend 

8) Yes, he was genuine and caring. 

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) I burnt out so quickly by the end of the week because of this class. I cried every week because I had to write more for this class. At one point I was enjoying myself, and
then the next I was dreading the time to write whatever shit I could come up with. I still read everything because the material was inspiring, and I retained a lot of
information because of it. If I was only required to write 300+ words for 2x a discussion, it would have been more enjoyable. I would've spent time talking to my
classmates more and engaging with them at least, because it was easier to achieve. I probably could have written more too! But because of the 600+ word count, I was
focused on just writing shit, hoping it made sense, and then turning it in. Because at some point of the semester, the discussions stopped being fun to me, and I was just
forced to write.

2) nothing!

3) N/A

4) N/a

5) I hated this course. It was offensive. I had to read things that basically told me I was racist and oppressive.

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) Instructors need to listen to their students. If we're struggling, why don't you help us? We didn't sign up to write essays upon essays, and this was not doable during the
height of quarantine. A lot of people were hoping the instructors would be kind, but we were still expected to just whip out whatever we could for class. Stress makes us
sicker. It also makes us depressed. 

2) During COVID 19, I was a bit overwhelmed and was unsure if I was going to be able to handle online classes. However, Dr. Pegoda made sure everyone felt calm and
guided us in the right way to a successful year!

3) I def felt overwhelmed because everything was online and it had to be done on my own time. I enjoyed online discussions because if it were in person. I probably would
not have participated as much.

4) He was on top of all communications. As in he was always there if need be. 

5) Although Covid kind of ruined the semester, Dr Pegoda made the course worthwhile 

6) This professor made this semester almost impossible for the majority of the class to keep up with and complete. I joined the course in hopes of truly learning and
understanding the material that I'm very interested in but wound up miserable and unable to actually hold onto information because there was too much to take in all at
once. It didn't allow for any of the information to stick which is incredibly unfortunate. I almost failed another class and also missed a funeral for one of my family members
because I was trying to keep up with this class alone. This course ruined me. 

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) I enjoyed this class I promise. I also hated it too. I wish you had been more lenient to us when we told you. I wish I didn't cry so much because of this class. I loved the
topics so much and felt so empowered by them. But being forced to write in the way I had to made me lose my touch and I just couldn't fucking bother anymore. I hope



you are more understanding of your students next year. Because we are ALL adjusting. So please listen to us.

2) THANK YOU!!!

3) LOVED THIS CLASS, SAD THAT ITS OVER. 

4) n/a

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 

© 2012 The University of Houston. All rights reserved. 4800 Calhoun Road, Houston, Texas 77204 (713) 743-2255



COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph

RELS3339-26414 Secularisms and Atheisms

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a
syllabus and reviewed course
expectations at the beginning of the
semester.

3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 594 4.54 0.79 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the
course in a clear, logical and
organized manner.

3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 592 4.26 1.07 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged
student participation, questions,
and discussion as the class size
allowed.

3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 587 4.48 0.89 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged
critical thinking and evaluation of
ideas and evidence.

3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 593 4.48 0.86 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared
for class. 3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 588 4.28 1.03 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects,
papers, or creative activities
reflected materials emphasized in
the course.

3 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.67 0.58 591 4.41 0.9 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear,
consistently followed and fair. 3 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0  4.33 1.15 593 4.27 1.04 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams,
quizzes, papers or creative
activities in a timely manner.

3 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0  4.33 1.15 589 4.17 1.15 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was
receptive to questions. 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2 3 0 436 4.26 1.03 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was
available for assistance to students. 1 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 2 3 0 433 4.26 1.03 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching
effectiveness of this instructor is 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 3 4.33 1.15 599 4.1 1.11 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this
course is 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 3 4.67 0.58 598 4.07 1.11 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for
individual assistance is 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 3 4.33 1.15 594 4.15 1.04 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration
of respect for students is 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 3 4.67 0.58 592 4.41 0.95 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come
more than ten minutes late? 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either
cancel or not show up to teach? 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 0.0 0.0 66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0

 Required course Required, but would have
taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

 This department
Another department in the
College of Liberal Arts and

Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0

 
Much less than in

most courses I have
taken

Somewhat less than
in most courses I

have taken

About the same as in
most courses I have

taken

Somewhat more than
in most courses I

have taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the
same level, the amount of work I did
was:

0.0 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7

 More than half of the
time About half of the time About a quarter of

the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 66.7

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current
GPA fall? 0.0 33.3 0.0 33.3 33.3

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics Dist Edu Stats

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were
clearly indicated in the
syllabus or somewhere
online

66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  3 4.67 0.58 564 4.52 0.77 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests
and/or assignments were
related to the lectures and
course material

66.7 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  3 4.67 0.58 562 4.51 0.77 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this
course was clear 33.3 33.3 33.3 0.0 0.0  3 4 1 566 4.29 1.02 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA
provided timely feedback
and was available to discuss
my progress

50.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 1 2 4 1.41 492 4.31 1.03 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to
deliver this course was
helpful [beneficial] to
learning the material

33.3 33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0  3 3.67 1.53 549 4.26 1.03 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance
was available when I
needed it

0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 1 4 0 464 4.27 0.98 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments



What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) Professor Pegoda provided excellent readings and his writing assignments forced students to use critical thinking. 

2) Dr. Pegoda is very well educated, always available for students, and was able to choose readings and assignments to truly develop an understanding of the course
material.

3) One strength of the class was that the content and coursework was largely based on personal interpretations of the material. It did not seem that there were any "right"
or "wrong" viewpoints. 

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) There was a lot of reading and a lot of writing. I understand it is a writing in the disciplines course, and as such requires a lot of writing, but it did seem a bit excessive.
In other writing in the disciplines courses I've had a paper every week which was shorter (300 words), or longer papers (2-3 pages) 4-5 times a semester with a longer
final essay. Maybe shortening the writing assignments, reducing them to every other week, or varying them a little more to make them new and interesting would help.

2) The course load could be decreased. I struggled reading 3-4 chapters a week and complete all the assignments. Instead of an 800-word discussion post and four 300
word responses, perhaps he could do a 500-word discussion post and 3-4 200 word responses. 

3) 1) More active teaching. I enjoyed the texts, but I did not feel that there was any guidance through the material. Maybe recorded lecture/audio material 2) Re-
evaluating the criteria for discussion and discussion responses. Having to write weekly discussions that were the same word length as the essays was really taxing.
Granted, 800 words is not necessarily a lengthy essay, but managing that weekly was rough - especially with the same prompt most weeks. I really appreciated it when the
prompts changed. On top of that, 300 word responses were often hard to write and often felt like rambling. The lengthy responses ultimately took away from the actual
"discussion" aspect of it, as that kind of response hinders back and forth conversation. 3) I felt like there was not really any feedback with the grading. I would work really
hard and be excited to turn my work in on time, but get a lower grade than I did on something that I did not spend as much time on and was potentially even late. A
simple criticism with the grade would have been nice - perhaps I should have emailed but I struggle with that because I don't ever want to bother. As far as office hours -
they were impossible for me because of my work-life situation. 

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) I would recommend Professor Pegoda to other students because he is friendly, understanding, caring, and provides great course material. While Professor Pegoda is very
personable, he urged students to stop by for virtual office hours just to chat despite not having virtual lectures. You can tell Pegoda really cares about teaching, he
responds quickly and is tentative. 

2) Absolutely. Dr. Pegoda is one of my favorite instructors, and he is extremely helpful and easy to contact throughout the course.

3) Yes. Due to my work-life schedule I have not been able to attend office hours or really interact in the group chat that is available, but he has been very flexible and
forgiving during this semester. This was my first time doing online schooling - not to mention the stress and anxiety of COVID, elections (2020 in general), but I felt like he
remained open and positive toward all students. My only setback in recommending to others is the passive teaching style. This very well could be because the class is
online and I'm not used to that. I'm on the fence about registering for another Dr. AJP class - I think I could do better because now I know how the course would work;
alternatively, I worry that I would be overwhelmed again and be unsuccessful again. 

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) While I would suggest lowering the course load, I enjoyed how this course was structured. I learned a lot and enjoyed the show and tell project. The course material was
great and very informative. 

2) Again, I enjoyed the reading materials. I did not think the workload was reasonable at all - I have other classes to manage and often felt like I was being suffocated by
the workload. Despite my interest in the course material, as the semester progressed I found myself dragging my feet more and more by avoiding the coursework because
it was simply just too overwhelming most of the time. I also don't appreciate that we had that check-in survey in the middle of the semester and when most people
expressed difficulty with the workload, the response was basically just "sorry you feel that way, here's why I'm justified and it's not my fault you have a life outside of my
class." I mentally checked out of the class at that point.

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) Professor Pegoda did a great job of getting students to interact with him and other students during COVID-19. I liked that Pegdoa offered office hours to meet him. He
was very understanding of the stress COVID-19 caused and was willing to work with students who were having personal issues due to the virus or otherwise. 

2) I believe the online discussions, and assignments were a little bit excessive. However, they did help with learning and processing of the information. Recorded or virtual
lectures may have been a great addition to this course, especially if they counted for part of the participation grade and lessened the amount of discussion posts or
responses required.

3) Remote learning is probably not the best for me. I have never had to rely so heavily on Blackboard before and the notifications don't make sense (I kept having a bunch
of notifications that I couldn't access, and things like the discussion responses had no notification at all). I feel like online discussions the way they were assigned for this
class were not discussions and did not at all mimic in-class discussion. 

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) I really enjoyed this course and find it's material important. Professor Pegoda is one of my favorite professors. 

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph Instruction Mode: Online

WGSS2360-17563 Introduction to GLBT Studies Instruction Mode: Online

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a syllabus and
reviewed course expectations at the beginning of
the semester.

9 55.6% 44.4% 0% 0% 0% 4.56 0.53 198 4.68 0.66 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the course in a clear,
logical and organized manner. 9 44.4% 44.4% 0% 11.1% 0% 4.22 0.97 199 4.49 0.9 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged student
participation, questions, and discussion as the
class size allowed.

9 88.9% 11.1% 0% 0% 0% 4.89 0.33 198 4.76 0.59 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged critical thinking and
evaluation of ideas and evidence. 9 88.9% 11.1% 0% 0% 0% 4.89 0.33 198 4.77 0.61 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared for class. 9 66.7% 33.3% 0% 0% 0% 4.67 0.5 195 4.54 0.86 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects, papers, or
creative activities reflected materials emphasized
in the course.

9 44.4% 55.6% 0% 0% 0% 4.44 0.53 199 4.73 0.63 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear, consistently
followed and fair. 9 44.4% 33.3% 11.1% 0% 11.1% 4 1.32 199 4.48 0.96 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams, quizzes,
papers or creative activities in a timely manner. 9 55.6% 33.3% 11.1% 0% 0% 4.44 0.73 199 4.51 0.93 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was receptive to
questions. 3 66.7% 0% 33.3% 0% 0% 6 4.33 1.15 111 4.59 0.78 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was available for
assistance to students. 3 66.7% 0% 33.3% 0% 0% 6 4.33 1.15 109 4.53 0.81 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching effectiveness of this
instructor is 55.6% 33.3% 11.1% 0% 0% 9 4.44 0.73 200 4.42 0.93 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this course is 33.3% 44.4% 11.1% 11.1% 0% 9 4 1 199 4.37 1.01 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for individual
assistance is 77.8% 22.2% 0% 0% 0% 9 4.78 0.44 200 4.62 0.78 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration of respect for
students is 77.8% 22.2% 0% 0% 0% 9 4.78 0.44 199 4.68 0.73 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come more than ten
minutes late? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either cancel or not
show up to teach? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 11.1% 0% 77.8% 11.1% 0% 0%

 Required course Required, but would
have taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 33.3% 33.3% 22.2% 11.1%

 This department
Another department in
the College of Liberal

Arts and Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 11.1% 66.7% 11.1% 11.1%

 
Much less than in

most courses I
have taken

Somewhat less
than in most

courses I have
taken

About the same as
in most courses I

have taken

Somewhat more
than in most

courses I have
taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was: 0% 0% 11.1% 33.3% 55.6%

 More than half of
the time

About half of the
time

About a quarter of
the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0% 0% 22.2% 33.3% 44.4%

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current GPA fall? 12.5% 0% 37.5% 25% 25%

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response

Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College

Statistics

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were clearly
indicated in the syllabus or somewhere
online

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0% 0% 9 4.67 0.5 187 4.66 0.72 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests and/or assignments
were related to the lectures and course
material

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0% 0% 9 4.67 0.5 188 4.72 0.57 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this course was
clear 44.4% 44.4% 0% 0% 11.1% 9 4.11 1.27 185 4.5 0.93 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA provided timely
feedback and was available to discuss my
progress

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0% 0% 3 6 4.67 0.52 159 4.58 0.79 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to deliver this
course was helpful [beneficial] to learning
the material

55.6% 44.4% 0% 0% 0% 9 4.56 0.53 182 4.57 0.81 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance was available
when I needed it 60% 40% 0% 0% 0% 4 5 4.6 0.55 154 4.55 0.77 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments

What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) Professor replies quick, offers help when needed, and course material is interesting.

2) very organized. Expectations were very clear. 



3) The respect from the professor was better than any professor I have encountered. 

4) Information was thoroughly presented in an easy to read booklet. We were challenged to think critically and analyze what we read which really helped me better
understand the material. Dr. Pegoda is an extraordinary professor. His passion for the material and his unwavering support of students should be commended. This
semester was extremely difficult for me for a number of reasons, but Dr. Pegoda was patient, understanding, and accommodating. This course was by far my favorite this
semester, and Dr. Pegoda will do down as one of the greatest professors I've ever had.

5) There were no quizzes besides one. 

6) N/A

7) All of our assignment instructions were clear with enough flexibility for error. Dr. Pegoda had flexible deadlines and really made it possible for us to turn in our work. He
also gave us plenty of extra credit so we could get our grades where we wanted them. All of the lessons were interesting and will not be forgotten any time soon.

8) The class was informative and taught me a lot things related to the course. 

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) less work

2) The workload was a lot but he helped us out later in the semester. 

3) TOO MUCH WORK! The workload was too much and kind of unnecessary at times. We wrote thousands of words per week; it was hard to keep up at times, especially
when things picked up in other courses. I would recommend lessening the workload quite a bit. Still keeping the integrity of the course by asking for critical thinking,
analysis, etc, but not so much of it that it becomes like a chore every single day, and not actual learning. 

4) Having everything on the discussion board was confusing to begin with. Maybe try another alternative. It would be nice if they kept in mind that students have more
than one course and having to do three different assignments in one week is stressful on top of the other work from other courses. 

5) I think they could improve the course very much by just making it face-to-face, but understandably that is not possible currently. 

6) Less work and better grading. 

7) Don't have any improvements on my mind 

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) yes, there was a lot of helpful information in this course and I think everyone should take it. The professor shows genuine interest and helps students understand the
material.

2) Yes. He is amazing and passionate which you do not see in professors nowadays. 

3) Definitely would because he is an amazing professor and helps keep us organized by staying so organized themself.

4) Yes! 

5) Neutral. If they needed the credit then sure. 

6) Not unless they are ready to do a lot of writing and reading. 

7) Absolutely, Dr. Pegoda is passionate about his work and you can really tell in how he teaches. Dr. Pegoda goes above and beyond for his students and continues to do so
even when we do not put in the same effort. He really cares about his students growth in education and in our mental health. 

8) Yes, definitely. The instructor was nice and answered every one's questions and confusion over topics. 

9) yes, this course teaches you important information that can make you better understanding of your fellow earthlings. 

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) n/a

2) None. He is amazing

3) Dr. Pegoda is the best professor I have had at UH! He is compassionate and humble in his teachings and never made me feel inadequate as a student. The course
material is very interesting and you can tell he spends a lot of time creating his lessons so we stay engaged and educated.

4) Maybe it would be better to assign only one lesson response and q/a a week rather than two. That is a lot of reading for one course in just one week. It makes it
stressful to do other classwork that is due the same day and time. 

5) N/A

6) no comment. 

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) There was a lot of work to balance, but professor was very understanding and if you take the time to talk to them, they will offer help and guidance.

2) Online discussions and assignments were heavy but understandable. 

3) COVID has not affected my school life. 

4) There was too much work and readings during a pandemic semester where people have work and other classes to do. There is no way discussion post should be graded
under a 'B' unless it completely does not meet minimal requirements such as word count, staying on topic, and etc. Great professor and man , but it was just a terrible
course and grading. 

5) no comment. 

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) None

2) no comment

3) I really enjoyed this course, it is defiantly a safe space.

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph Instruction Mode: Online

WGSS2360-17814 Introduction to GLBT Studies Instruction Mode: Online

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a syllabus and
reviewed course expectations at the beginning of
the semester.

4 25% 50% 0% 0% 25% 1 3.5 1.73 198 4.68 0.66 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the course in a clear,
logical and organized manner. 4 25% 50% 0% 0% 25% 1 3.5 1.73 199 4.49 0.9 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged student
participation, questions, and discussion as the
class size allowed.

4 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 1 4 2 198 4.76 0.59 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged critical thinking and
evaluation of ideas and evidence. 4 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 1 4 2 198 4.77 0.61 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared for class. 3 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 195 4.54 0.86 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects, papers, or
creative activities reflected materials emphasized
in the course.

4 75% 0% 0% 0% 25% 1 4 2 199 4.73 0.63 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear, consistently
followed and fair. 4 0% 50% 25% 0% 25% 1 3 1.41 199 4.48 0.96 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams, quizzes,
papers or creative activities in a timely manner. 4 50% 25% 0% 0% 25% 1 3.75 1.89 199 4.51 0.93 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was receptive to
questions. 1 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4 5 0 111 4.59 0.78 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was available for
assistance to students. 1 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4 5 0 109 4.53 0.81 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching effectiveness of this
instructor is 20% 40% 0% 0% 40% 5 3 1.87 200 4.42 0.93 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this course is 20% 40% 0% 0% 40% 5 3 1.87 199 4.37 1.01 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for individual
assistance is 60% 0% 0% 0% 40% 5 3.4 2.19 200 4.62 0.78 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration of respect for
students is 60% 0% 20% 0% 20% 5 3.8 1.79 199 4.68 0.73 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come more than ten
minutes late? 80% 20% 0% 0% 0%

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either cancel or not
show up to teach? 60% 20% 0% 0% 20%

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 40% 40% 20% 0% 0% 0%

 Required course Required, but would
have taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 20% 20% 40% 20%

 This department
Another department in
the College of Liberal

Arts and Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0% 80% 0% 20%

 
Much less than in

most courses I
have taken

Somewhat less
than in most

courses I have
taken

About the same as
in most courses I

have taken

Somewhat more
than in most

courses I have
taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was: 0% 0% 0% 20% 80%

 More than half of
the time

About half of the
time

About a quarter of
the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0% 0% 0% 20% 80%

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current GPA fall? 20% 20% 0% 20% 40%

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response

Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College

Statistics

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were clearly
indicated in the syllabus or somewhere
online

50% 25% 0% 0% 25% 1 4 3.75 1.89 187 4.66 0.72 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests and/or assignments
were related to the lectures and course
material

75% 0% 25% 0% 0% 1 4 4.5 1 188 4.72 0.57 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this course was
clear 50% 0% 25% 0% 25% 1 4 3.5 1.91 185 4.5 0.93 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA provided timely
feedback and was available to discuss my
progress

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0% 0% 2 3 4.67 0.58 159 4.58 0.79 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to deliver this
course was helpful [beneficial] to learning
the material

0% 66.7% 0% 0% 33.3% 1 3 3 1.73 182 4.57 0.81 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance was available
when I needed it 50% 50% 0% 0% 0% 3 2 4.5 0.71 154 4.55 0.77 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments

What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) great professor and lots of information

2) Dr. Pegoda was very engaged and accessible during our semester. The course load was very clear.



3) The content was very interesting and I enjoyed being able to interact with my classmates even while in an online setting.

4) N/a

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) this class was one of the most confusing to navigate online. better organization of the website because I could never find anything

2) lower writting workload, it became so much that I dreaded doing my work, even thoughI had interest in the subject 

3) I don't have any recommendations! Maybe a lighter course load...but it only felt overwhelming because of COVID.

4) Space out the discussion boards or make available maybe a video discussion instead of the writing. The course load was sometimes just a bit too much.

5) N/a

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) no, he literally did not do anything 

2) yes, he is very well educated and extremely helpful, but it is a lot of work

3) I would definitely recommend thsi course. Dr. Pegoda was organized and presented interesting information in his course. I never felt like I was on my own.

4) N/a

5) Yes, Dr. Pegoda is an amazing person and they are very open to their students and they are always available. 

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) lower word counts so work does not feel so draining, especially doing it 2x a week every week. Also only make freemovies mandatory because we are broke college
students

2) This class helped with my personal growth! 

3) N/a

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) i am not a fan of remote learning 

2) did very well communicating online

3) COVID was the only downfall. I am not used to being a full time online student and it was challenging at times. However, Dr. Pegoda was always very encouraging and
helpful when I reached out.

4) The information was taught in a way that was very easy to follow, but the course load could be a lot. Communications were the best of all my classes and I felt that this
class had the most interaction among students.

5) I would much rather take in person classes.

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) N/a

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph Instruction Mode: Online

HIST3394-26948 Sel Tops-Us History Instruction Mode: Online

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a syllabus and
reviewed course expectations at the beginning of
the semester.

2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1468 4.46 0.86 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the course in a clear,
logical and organized manner. 2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1473 4.25 1.09 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged student
participation, questions, and discussion as the
class size allowed.

2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1415 4.31 1.05 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged critical thinking and
evaluation of ideas and evidence. 2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1467 4.36 0.97 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared for class. 2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1460 4.31 1.07 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects, papers, or
creative activities reflected materials emphasized
in the course.

2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1472 4.42 0.88 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear, consistently
followed and fair. 2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1469 4.21 1.1 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams, quizzes,
papers or creative activities in a timely manner. 2 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5 0 1464 4.06 1.25 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was receptive to
questions. 1 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1 5 0 1218 4.22 1.06 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was available for
assistance to students. 1 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1 5 0 1204 4.22 1.06 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching effectiveness of this
instructor is 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1483 4.16 1.06 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this course is 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1480 4.06 1.13 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for individual
assistance is 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1477 4.08 1.15 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration of respect for
students is 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1475 4.34 0.99 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come more than ten
minutes late? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either cancel or not
show up to teach? 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 0% 0% 50% 50% 0% 0%

 Required course Required, but would
have taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 0% 50% 50% 0%

 This department
Another department in
the College of Liberal

Arts and Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0% 100% 0% 0%

 
Much less than in

most courses I
have taken

Somewhat less
than in most

courses I have
taken

About the same as
in most courses I

have taken

Somewhat more
than in most

courses I have
taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the same level, the
amount of work I did was: 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

 More than half of
the time

About half of the
time

About a quarter of
the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current GPA fall? 0% 50% 50% 0% 0%

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of
Response

Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College

Statistics

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were clearly
indicated in the syllabus or somewhere
online

100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1466 4.41 0.92 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests and/or assignments
were related to the lectures and course
material

100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1460 4.47 0.81 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this course was
clear 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1460 4.23 1.08 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA provided timely
feedback and was available to discuss my
progress

100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1 5 0 1363 4.12 1.19 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to deliver this
course was helpful [beneficial] to learning
the material

100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1444 4.27 1 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance was available
when I needed it 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2 5 0 1287 4.19 1.04 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments

What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

How could the instructor improve the course?

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?



What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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COLLEGE OF LIBERAL ARTS & SOCIAL SCIENCES
Fall 2020 Instructor: Pegoda,Andrew Joseph

WGSS2360-17813 Introduction to GLBT Studies

Section 1 Instructor

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 N Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

1) The instructor provided a
syllabus and reviewed course
expectations at the beginning of the
semester.

10 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.9 0.32 198 4.68 0.66 18325 4.61 0.72

2) The instructor presented the
course in a clear, logical and
organized manner.

10 80.0 10.0 0.0 10.0 0.0  4.6 0.97 199 4.49 0.9 18292 4.41 0.96

3) The instructor encouraged
student participation, questions,
and discussion as the class size
allowed.

10 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.9 0.32 198 4.76 0.59 17758 4.44 0.91

4) The instructor encouraged
critical thinking and evaluation of
ideas and evidence.

10 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.9 0.32 198 4.77 0.61 18159 4.46 0.88

5) The instructor was well prepared
for class. 10 90.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0  4.7 0.95 195 4.54 0.86 17963 4.42 0.94

6) Tests, examinations, projects,
papers, or creative activities
reflected materials emphasized in
the course.

10 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.9 0.32 199 4.73 0.63 18244 4.45 0.9

7) The grading practices were clear,
consistently followed and fair. 10 90.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0  4.7 0.95 199 4.48 0.96 18238 4.39 0.97

8) The instructor evaluated exams,
quizzes, papers or creative
activities in a timely manner.

10 80.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  4.8 0.42 199 4.51 0.93 18188 4.37 1

9) The teaching assistant was
receptive to questions. 4 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6 5 0 111 4.59 0.78 13149 4.27 0.97

10) The teaching assistant was
available for assistance to students. 4 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6 5 0 109 4.53 0.81 12975 4.26 0.98

Section 2 Common University-Wide Items

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics

 Outstanding Above
Average Average Below

Average Poor N Mean Std.
Dev. N Mean Std.

Dev. N Mean Std.
Dev.

11) The overall teaching
effectiveness of this instructor is 70.0 20.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 10 4.6 0.7 200 4.42 0.93 18382 4.2 1.03

12) The overall quality of this
course is 60.0 30.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 10 4.5 0.71 199 4.37 1.01 18349 4.15 1.05

13) This instructors availability for
individual assistance is 70.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10 4.7 0.48 200 4.62 0.78 18331 4.23 1.01

14) This instructors demonstration
of respect for students is 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10 4.9 0.32 199 4.68 0.73 18293 4.42 0.92



Section 3

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

15) How often did the instructor come
more than ten minutes late? 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

 Never Very Seldom Quarter of the time About half the time More than half the
time

16) How often did the instructor either
cancel or not show up to teach? 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Section 4 Student Information

 Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior Graduate Post
Baccalaureate

17) Classification: 0.0 30.0 30.0 40.0 0.0 0.0

 Required course Required, but would have
taken it anyway Interest in the subject Other

18) Reason I enrolled in this course: 40.0 30.0 30.0 0.0

 This department
Another department in the
College of Liberal Arts and

Social Sciences

Natural Sciences and
Mathematics Other

19) My major is in: 0.0 90.0 0.0 10.0

 
Much less than in

most courses I have
taken

Somewhat less than
in most courses I

have taken

About the same as in
most courses I have

taken

Somewhat more than
in most courses I

have taken

Much more than in
most course I have

taken

20) Compared to other courses at the
same level, the amount of work I did
was:

0.0 0.0 10.0 30.0 60.0

 More than half of the
time About half of the time About a quarter of

the time Only a few times Never

21) How often did you miss class? 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 90.0

 <2.0 2.00 - 2.49 2.50 - 2.99 3.00 - 3.50 3.51 - 4.00

22) In what range does your current
GPA fall? 0.0 0.0 10.0 50.0 40.0

Section 5 Distance Education

 Relative Frequency Distribution of Response Section
Statistics Dept. Statistics College Statistics Dist Edu Stats

 Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly

Disagree NA N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev N Mean Std
Dev N Mean Std

Dev

23) Course Objectives were
clearly indicated in the
syllabus or somewhere
online

90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  10 4.9 0.32 187 4.66 0.72 17891 4.57 0.75 48683 4.51 3.08

24) The quizzes/tests
and/or assignments were
related to the lectures and
course material

90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  10 4.9 0.32 188 4.72 0.57 17804 4.52 0.81 48206 4.48 3.07

25) Grading criteria for this
course was clear 88.9 0.0 0.0 11.1 0.0  9 4.67 1 185 4.5 0.93 17793 4.43 0.92 48411 4.36 3.13

26) The instructor or TA
provided timely feedback
and was available to discuss
my progress

87.5 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 8 4.88 0.35 159 4.58 0.79 15918 4.32 0.98 45080 4.27 3.05

27) The technology used to
deliver this course was
helpful [beneficial] to
learning the material

88.9 11.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 9 4.89 0.33 182 4.57 0.81 17527 4.35 0.95 47870 4.3 3.16

28) Technical assistance
was available when I
needed it

85.7 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 3 7 4.86 0.38 154 4.55 0.77 15338 4.31 0.94 43360 4.28 2.82

Section 6 Students' Comments



What, specifically, were the strengths of the class?

1) The reading materials and having to write a well thought out synopsis. Anyone can tell you to read something and complete an assignment after but having to read,
comprehend, and show that you understand the material was a major strength of the class. Besides that the books that we had to read for the class were insightful and
enjoyable instead of hard to read and boring.

2) The primary strength of this class was the flexibility with due dates. A lot of other professors have not been understanding this semester and that little bit of kindness
made a world of difference. Another strength of the course is the variety of topics covered. The material went beyond topics typically associated with the LGBTQ
community. 

3) Lots of engaging reading and a variety of material. The instructor was amazing and one of the best professors I have ever interacted with.

4) Great topics 

5) enlightening, very educational and easy for those not familiar with the content 

6) TIME MANAGEMENT. A lot of the homework did take time from other assignments but I managed to complete them all. 

7) I really appreciated how involved and in-depth we got into the topics. We were able to better understand the topics and allow academic humility to grow and learn from
each other and ourselves.

8) Dr. Pegoda is incredibly passionate about this class, and I assume all the other classes they teach as well. They know how to teach course material to where students
can understand, relate, and are actually interested. They give many opportunities to makeup work or turn it in because for them it's more about whether the student is
understanding the concept, and they do this even though it's difficult to get everyone's work in at different times. They are the most respectful professor I have ever met
when it comes to treating students well and understanding their needs. They truly want you to succeed and will help you get there. Also all the course material they've
picked out are immensely conducive to better learning. 

How could the instructor improve the course?

1) At the beginning of the course, it seemed like the coursework was overwhelming with the amount of assignments given, but it became more feasible a couple of weeks
in when it seemed like the instructor understood people's concerns. I believe maybe giving fewer assignments in the week and not making them back to back might help
students turn more work in on time. Also maybe instead of discussion board responses or posts, there could be an online video session of different groups where they have
more of a chance to have face-to-face interaction. Since sometimes people would turn in discussion posts late and not get a chance to interact. 

2) The course had several flaws relating to the fact that it was not well adapted to the online format. Here's a list of ways to improve the course: 1) More clearly establish
expectations at the outset. For the first few lesson responses, I was guessing at what it was that Dr. Pegoda expected from the assignment and I scored uncharacteristically
low. The opacity around the assignment was clarified once he provided examples. If this had been done earlier, then he could have saved students significant stress about
this major portion of our grade. 2) Simplify the turn-in schedule. Having to learn what to turn in on what days was a huge curve and made for a lot of confusion at the start
of the semester. Trying to remember what out of the ten assignments is due each week on what day was a huge barrier to my initial engagement with the course. 3)
Reducing the overall number of assignments. This is my primary issue with this course, and is the area that could use the most improvement. I am no stranger to academic
rigor, but the workload for this course was somewhat ridiculous. Between readings, lesson responses, responses to other people's posts, professor Q/As, responses to Show
and Tell presentations, and other tests/projects, we averaged about 10 assignments a week. That's more than I was doing in my graduate level coursework. The load is
unbearable and in large part unnecessary. One way to address this would be to make the class synchronous. The discussion posts attempted to serve as a replacement for
in-class discussion, but they are not the same and are certainly not graded the same. As such, if discussion is such an important part of this course, then it needs to
include a synchronous learning component. With that in mind, the number of weekly writing assignments could be reduced to one longer assignment and no more having
to comment on other peoples' discussion posts. Even if the class doesn't have a synchronous component, reducing the writing assignment to one a week would reduce
student stress and confusion. 4) If the course is synchronous, removing or changing the requirement to comment on other people's discussion posts. I'm going to level with
you here: the majority of posts I read from other people were low-quality at best. It's very hard to provide astute commentary when the person clearly put minimal or no
effort into their part of the assignment, which makes it difficult for me to do my later assignment. I think this portion of the course should be substituted with remote
discussion via video conferencing platforms, but if that is not possible I'd suggest creating a rotating system. Require certain people to comment on a certain number of
posts each week instead of having everyone do it every week. 

3) The online format isn't helpful for this course in my opinion. I would have enjoyed more opportunities to engage in a verbal discussion with the professor and the class.

4) Less reading

5) I used to think that the amount of reading was too much but now I feel somewhat different about it. Yes, there was a lot to read but in the end those readings and
books made me view aspects of the world differently because we touched on things I didn't expected to talk about.

6) little less heavy in the posts and length 

7) The overall objectives and purposes were great! This course has helped me personally and professionally. However, the instructor can try to not require students to do so
many responses to others. 

8) I feel the instructor could improve the course by cutting back on the amount of work. I understand that the class was usually a discussion in-person, but turning that
into an online discussion created a lot of work for us. The reading was do-able, but having to do 2 reading responses, plus 4 responses to others, coupled with the Q/A
responses became very overwhelming at the start of the course. As the course went on, Dr. Pegoda was very receptive to the student's suggestions and concerns and cut
back the work a bit, but it still felt like a lot. But what an amazing professor for taking the time to consider his student's needs!! 

Would you recommend this instructor to other students? Why?

1) yes yes yes 

2) I would definitely recommend this instructor to others because he's understanding, caring, and genuinely wants his students to learn. 

3) Yes and no. Yes, because Dr. Pegoda is kind and understanding to students. No, because the amount of coursework for this class WILL interfere with a student's ability to
complete their other coursework. 

4) Absolutely, they are incredibly passionate about what they do and have a real love for the material. They are also incredibly accommodating and kind, they genuinely
care about every student they have and will go out of their way to make sure that they succeed.

5) Yes. 

6) Absolutely because Dr. Pegoda not only presented course materials that were interesting. There is also the communication aspect of it. Dr. Pegoda makes sure that we
understand the course materials and sympathizes as empathizes with us. 

7) Absolutely. If anyone wants a deeper understanding of the GLBT community, their history, science behind it, discrimination faced, etc. this is the course to take. You will
learn so much about yourself and the people around you, and you will see yourself change through the course. I'm grateful to have taken this class before I graduated. I
almost didn't take it, and I think I would've been a different person without it

8) I would highly recommend this professor to other students because although it may be a lot of work, you get very involved in the class and learn so much. Furthermore,
the professor is really there to help you. He is always available no matter what and wants the best for his students, and even does mental health check-ins throughout the
semester too.

What other comments and suggestions would you like to make about the instructor or the course?

1) The University and its professors have had over eight months to adapt their courses to a remote format and Dr. Pegoda has not seemed to have taken the steps to
optimize this course to be online. Seeing as Dr. Pegoda will have to remain at home for the foreseeable future due to his high risk for COVID, the issues with this course are
of even more importance because his courses will remain online for at least another semester. 

2) N/a



3) Good class. 

4) Overall, the course wasn't what I expected but in a good way. It surprised me when we touched on certain topics that do not get talked about enough or are too taboo.
My only suggestion is that the course continues to do that.

5) Dr. Pegoda is one of the three best professors I have ever had at UH. I'm graduating soon, and I owe much of my success this semester to them. 

6) It's a fantastic course! 

Please share feedback on your course experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Your comments on different aspects of the course (such as
lectures, virtual sessions, online discussions, course communications, assignments and testing methods) will be appreciated.

1) There were no formal lectures, although these would have been helpful. Due to the lack of lecture and the professor's largely hands-off style of engagement, it felt like I
was teaching myself the material, which seems to defeat the purpose of paying for a course in which a professor is supposed to teach you. Dr. Pegoda was frequently
available for office hours, but these did not replace the void left behind by the absence of a synchronous course. Dr. Pegoda frequently communicated with students about
the course and sent out regular reminders about extra credit and syllabus changes. I've already spent a good portion of time talking about the assignments for the course,
but they left a lot to be desired. Allow me to stress the title of the course: this is an INTRODUCTION to GLBT studies. It doesn't have to cram everything into one semester.
Further, this course feels discouraging and prohibitive to further study in the subject due to its high assignment volume. 

2) The virtual discussion experience worked well via BlackBoard, but again, like previously stated, it was a bit overwhelming with the amount of course work we were doing
at the beginning to mirror the discussion of an in-person class.

3) This course was very organized. The discussion portion was used to simulate in class discussion and there were virtual office hours. However, maybe instead of
discussion board responses or posts, there could be an online video session of different groups where they have more of a chance to have face-to-face interaction. Since
sometimes people would turn in discussion posts late and not get a chance to interact. Testing methods were good!

4) It was a lot of material that followed the same format and I got burnt out on writing during the semester. My advice would be to allow for a larger variety of discussion
such as verbal discussion sections. The film assignments were a great change of pace and should be kept and or expanded upon.

5) As far as the assignments, communication, and online discussions there was nothing wrong and this wasn't a difficult class at all. My problem with keeping up in the
course was my own doing do to work. 

Additional comments (Distance Education Only).

1) N/A

2) I thoroughly enjoyed the class and I'm looking forward to taking another class with Dr. Pegoda. 

3) This course has the potential to be great, but has several key issues that are preventing it from allowing students to actually engage with the material. Rather than
actually learning anything, I was just trying to survive the workload and get through. Dr. Pegoda seems to place an emphasis on student learning, but I don't think he
realizes that the volume and type of assignments that he gives are actually prohibitive to learning. 

Mean= 5 point scale, higher scores desirable 
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