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Some descriptive stats
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“Focusing on Q1-Q4 misses out on important stuff.”
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Profs vs. GSls
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Q2 comparison between courses and discussion
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“You can buy good evals by giving out good grades.”

Monday, September 30, 13



N
|

Average course grade and average evals, FA2008-WN2012, responses > 30
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“Going electronic was a disaster.”
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What happened to ratings, though!?
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RateMyProfessors.com (RMP)
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Distribution of responses
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: English, History, Psych, Econ
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But it’s not the rate as much the
real numbers.
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All

Fall/Winter terms, F0O8-W13
RA2 = 0.41

Year t compared to year t+1
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Year t compared to year t+1: Fall/Winter terms, FO8-W13

RA2 = 0.65
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Consistency of evaluations for a course over time.
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Professor Quality

THE EFFECT OF EASINESS ON THE EVALUATION OF PROFESSOR QUALITY
FOR UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN PROFESSORS ON RATEMYPROFESSOR.COM
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evalscore

Relationship between average university evalascore

and RMP quality rating
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Thank you.
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