
Student Evaluation of Faculty Advising, Spring 2008
Last, First                                                                                                                              DEPT

Terms per Registrar (no 
Interims, summers)

Mean (1 to 12) 5.16

                                   Received 19 responses to 33 invitations, a rate of 57.5%. Data for years 2005 to 2007.

N 19

College Mean 5.29

Yes 15

No 4

Percent Yes 78.9%

N 19

College Mean 84.1%

Only advisor at this time. 10
One of assigned advisors; has another advisor. 6

Temporary advisor while assigned advisor is unavailable. 0

Former advisor. 3

N 19

Not at allSomewhat N Mean College

Thinking of all advising appointments, advisor...

(1)
Strongly

Agree

(2)

Agree N Mean
College

Mean

(3)

Disagree

(4)
Strongly
Disagree

ACADEMIC ADVISING SCORE

1.22 Standard Deviation 0.39

College Mean Score
1.32

1.48

±

Range 1 (best) to 4:

Advisees' self-reported level of responsibility:

1 to 2 3

3 to 4 5
5 to 6 8

7 to 8 3

9 to 10 0

11 to 12 0

 DEPT Dept. Mean Score

Faculty Member's Mean Score

Dept. Mean 5.86

Is [Name] 
connected with one of your 
chosen majors?

One-on-one visits reported:
academic personal

Never 0

1 to 2 5
3 to 4 8

5 to 6 3

7 to 8 2

9 + 1

Which describes your situation with [Name]?

7

6
3

1

2

0

Mean (1 to 10) 4.11

N 19

College Mean 3.40
Dept. Mean 3.28

2.00

19

1.08
1.10

Thoroughly
(1) (2) (3)

Beyond basic academic advising, advisor... (columns as above)

BEYOND BASICS SCORE

1.43 Standard Deviation 0.73

College Mean Score
1.55

1.69

±

Range 1 (best) to 4:

 DEPT Dept. Mean Score

Faculty Member's Mean Score

If advisee has selected a major:

smaller = greater consensus

smaller = greater consensus

a d v i s e e s '   c o n t e x t

a d v i s o r ' s   r a t i n g s

 

Was available for advising appointments during Advising 
Recess or made adequate alternate plans.

17 2 0 0 19 1.11• 1.31

Projected a positive attitude toward advising. 18 0 1 0 19 1.11• 1.38

Provided me with accurate information regarding the 
Core Curriculum.

14 3 2 0 19 1.37• 1.50

Provided me with accurate information regarding the 
major(s) s/he represents.

17 2 0 0 19 1.11• 1.38

Helped me understand the goals of a Christian liberal 
arts education.

12 6 0 1 19 1.47• 1.79

Helped me in the proper selection of courses to 
complete my degree.

14 5 0 0 19 1.26• 1.50

An effective advisor overall. 17 2 0 0 19 1.11• 1.47

Gave good advice about other College resources for 
degree and career planning

9 4 0 0 13 1.31• 1.71

Gave good advice about setting long-range goals 9 4 0 1 14 1.50• 1.68

Was receptive and helpful in discussions beyond formal 
academic advising

13 2 0 1 16 1.31• 1.63

I reviewed my Academic Evaluation Report (AER). 14 5 0 19 1.26• 1.30

I made a tentative list of classes for registration purposes. 16 3 0 19 1.16• 1.26

I prepared specific questions for my advisor. 14 5 0 19 1.26• 1.49

nec4
Text Box
This is a disguised copy of the evaluation form for a high-scoring faculty member. 
Click or hover over the quote bubble icons to view explanatory notes.

nec4
Note
Terms counts the number of terms advisees have been at Calvin from Registrar records, not including interims and summers. This faculty member received evaluations from 3 "freshmen" with 1 to 2 terms, 5 with 3 to 4 terms, and so forth. The average is similar to the college average; a substantially lower average would indicate younger, less experienced advisees than most advisors have.

nec4
Note
Visits are reported by advisees; this faculty member has a high-than-average number of academic and personal visits per advisee. Lower-than-average numbers would indicate advisees with less experience of the advisor than is typical. It might indicate an overburdened advisor or suggest low approachability.

nec4
Note
These numbers show the proportion of responding advisees who perceive the advisor as connected to their major program. This advisor falls about 5% below the mean. Students are not asked this question if they say they have not selected a major; advisors with a much lower total N in this section have a high proportion of undecided advisees.

nec4
Note
The overall response rate for Spring 2007 was 54.8%, so this advisor's response rate is fairly typical. Department and college averages include data from 2005 to 2007. College-wide, this includes evaluations of over 230 faculty by around 4,000 unique advisees. 

nec4
Note
This is actually the first question asked of advisees; a fifth category indicated the advisee had too little information to evaluate and is excluded entirely. About 19% of respondents chose that option in 2007, up from 12% in 2006.

nec4
Note
These three questions allow some tentative judgment of the advisees' self-reported level of responsibility, another contributor to the advisor's "degree of difficulty". This advisor's evaluators were better prepared than average--good advising may inspire responsibility and engagement.

nec4
Note
This is the main section. Advisors are rated from 1 to 4 on each question, 1 being best.

nec4
Note
Each advisee's answers to the seven questions are averaged, then all advisees for this faculty member are averaged to get this score, where 1 is the best and 4 the worst possible score. This advisor excels both compared to department and college wide averages. This score is also reported for each respondent next to comments in the comment report.

nec4
Note
This section is separate to indicate the degree to which an advisor exceeds the call of duty and meets long-term career planning and personal counseling needs. This advisor again is excellent, with an average closer to 1 than the department and the college.

nec4
Sticky Note
This advisor's advisees are typical in experience.




