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  ONLINE COURSE EVALUATIONS  

Administration Page

 Reports  
    Standard Reports     

ECON 6280.12: Survey-International Economics 
Instructor: B. Shone  
  
Survey for Term Fall 2010 (November 29 - December 13, 2010 )  
Participation: Primary Course Default Set 

Results: 29 out of 33 eligible students evaluated this course.  

General Questions 

1. Primary reason for taking this course [1] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
Fulfills general curriculum/education requirement 10  34% 34%
Required for major, minor, or program 18  62% 62%
Interested in subject 0  0% 0%
Reputation of professor 0  0% 0%
Other 1  3% 3%

2. Expected grade in the course [4] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
A 15  52% 52%
B 10  34% 34%
C 1  3% 3%
D 0  0% 0%
F 0  0% 0%
Don't know 3  10% 10%

Course characteristics 

3. Type/format of course [1177] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
Large lecture 11  38% 38%
Small lecture / discussion 18  62% 62%
Seminar / discussion 0  0% 0%
Other 0  0% 0%
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Student 4: The assignments were appropriate and offered insight into how a particular principle or concept we were studying related 
to real-life events.  
Student 6: The professor did an excellent job presenting the information. However, he mainly taught straight out of the book and 
tested only on what he taught in class, so by the end of the semester it was unnecessary to read the book anymore except if one 
wanted to find further information.  
Student 7: The book was a little dense, but no reading was assigned per se and the professor really broke the content down well. The 
assignments were interesting and relevant to international affairs professionals.  
Student 9: The book was very helpful and comprehensive  
Student 10: Assignments were interesting and applied to real world issues, which I appreciated.  
Student 11: Assignments were fair and I liked that we had to read articles discussing current events.  
Student 12: highly recommended for the next class offered in spring  
Student 13: A lot has been review. All students in my program are supposed to have a background in micro and macro economics, so 
the pace as far too easy at times.  
Student 15: I enjoyed the focus on the applications of the course material in current events.  
Student 17: The readings were useful. The assignments, especially the main course project, were not very useful. There needed to 
much more engaging projects that allowed students to delve deeper into international trade/finance in relation to the skills/knowledge 
most students have. The majority of the class are international affairs graduate students and this needed to be addressed and really 
wasn't to a great deal with the assignments.  
Student 18: Professor did a good job of supplementing lecture and readings with relevant outside articles and assignments.  
Student 19: The readings were appropruate, I especially enjoyed reading the articles from various magazines that were part of 
Homework assignments. I would have liked more of those - more currency of the subjcet -matter, how it all relates to the current global 
economy. The textbook is super-boring.  
Student 2: Although we go over the chapters we read in the book, that kind of doubling up is definitely necessary for a subject like 
economics.  
Student 20: Book supplemented the lectures/notes well.  

Fully online 0  0% 0%

4. Difficulty of subject matter [14] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Very easy [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 6  21% 21%
(3) [3] 9  31% 31%
(4) [4] 12  41% 41%
(5) Very difficult [5] 2  7% 7%
Mean: ** 3.34 

5. Number of hours per week outside of class typically spent doing readings, assignments, reviewing 
notes, writing papers, studying for exams

[15]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
Less than one hour or none 0  0% 0%
1-2 hours 14  48% 48%
3-4 hours 10  34% 34%
5-6 hours 1  3% 3%
7-8 hours 2  7% 7%
9-10 hours 2  7% 7%
More than 10 hours 0  0% 0%

6. Amount you learned in the course [16] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Almost nothing [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 8  28% 28%
(4) [4] 14  48% 48%
(5) A great deal [5] 7  24% 24%
Mean: ** 3.97 

7. Use this space for comments: (e.g., about the value of the readings and assignments) [17]
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Student 9: I found the professor to be very informative and professional. He took the time to make sure everyone in the class 
understood the subject matter and explained everything in a way that everyone could understand. I am very happy I had him as a 
teacher. My only critique would be on class control. I would suggest that the professor limit questions or comments from students that 
aren't related to what is currently being discussed. Sometimes the class would be halted because one or two students would ask a 
question or make a comment that had nothing to do with what we were learning.  
Student 7: While the info may not be applicable to my specific job, it is very useful for my field, and I feel like a more informed citizen.  
Student 6: I learned a lot in the course. However, the professor allowed his subject matter to be dictated by the students, i.e. a few 
students were having trouble with some of the subject matter, and instead of inviting them to join him during his office hours to further 
discuss the difficult subject matter, it was broken down in class which I believe led to a sacrifice of some subject material that we 
weren't able to cover over the course of the semester. My fear is that I will be farther behind in this subject than other colleagues who 
took the same course from a different professor. 

Overall rating of the course 

8. Overall rating of the instructor [679] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Poor [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 9  31% 31%
(5) Excellent [5] 14  48% 48%
Mean: ** 4.21 

9. Overall rating of the course [680]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Poor [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 6  21% 21%
(4) [4] 15  52% 52%
(5) Excellent [5] 6  21% 21%
Mean: ** 3.86 

10. Overall, how would you rate your level of intellectual challenge in the course? [117]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all challenged [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 8  28% 28%
(4) [4] 13  45% 45%
(5) Very challenged [5] 6  21% 21%
Mean: ** 3.79 

11. Overall, how would you rate your level of engagement in the subject matter? [118]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all engaged [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 12  41% 41%
(4) [4] 13  45% 45%
(5) Very engaged [5] 2  7% 7%
Mean: ** 3.52 

12. Use this space for comments: (e.g., strong or weak points of course) [21]
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Student 4: Dr. Shone did an excellent job of taking the book's information and making it more comprehensible. The book itself was 
very difficult to understand without reading at least 3 times.  
Student 10: Course material was presented in an interesting and engaging way by the professor, who despite being adjunct (and 
possibly a first time professor?) was very clear (most of the time) and helpful, and willing to admit making mistakes which was 
appreciated.  
Student 11: Strong- professor cares about students and wants to make sure we understand material; relevant material. Weak- not 
enough "real world" examples; didn't get through all course material; too much time reviewing exams and quizzes (should be done at 
office hours); wish we had more of the 2nd half of course as opposed to first half (not because of graphs, but monetary policy and 
exchange rates are more relevant to international affairs students); mid-term was a bit long.  
Student 12: strong points of this course is that it refreshes my memory of all the basic principles of economics.  
Student 15: Professor Shone did several exercises to keep the class engaged in the material and did a very good job of connecting 
all the subjects together as the course continued.  
Student 17: Change the assignments to fit better with masters candidates in international affairs: Get rid of quizzes altogether; in 
class exams should be take homes--these should be written in a way that forces students to engage the key learning objectives, but 
also makes it more relevant to international affairs practitioners. Instead of a lot of graphs (which we will all soon forget) the core goals 
should be emphasized as they relate to international affairs. This type of goal was mentioned numerous times in the class, but it was 
not executed in the exams, assignments or lectures very much.  
Student 19: Strong points: eager instruction to listen and answer questions. Weak: Inexpereince teaching, at times went over some 
materials too fast, the mid-term was unfairly complex and long, and didn't link the course as much to the current events in the global 
economy, esp. in the light of current financial crises occuring all over the world.  
Student 20: Homework was interesting but generally didn't help me learn material.  
Student 2: Strong point of the course would be the instructor providing his own way of understanding a subject, with case examples or 
anecdotes to make it all relevant. A weak point of the course would the prerequisite amount of material crammed into a short semester. 
In this regard, the professor's selection of key chapters helped make the course more of a learning experience than just a memorizing 
game for tests.  
Student 18: This professor did an excellent job of teaching a subject many of us did not tend to. While it is still not a subject I hold 
tremendous interest in, he made it learnable for the purposes of the class and better yet, relevant to the policy positions many of us are 
interested in. I found this requred course worthwhile and useful.  
 

About the course 

13. The course objectives were clear. [119] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all clear [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 3  10% 10%
(4) [4] 10  34% 34%
(5) Very clear [5] 16  55% 55%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.45 

14. Course objectives were achieved. [120]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 1  3% 3%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 7  24% 24%
(4) [4] 11  38% 38%
(5) Completely [5] 9  31% 31%
Not applicable / No opinion 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.90 

15. Level of class participation / discussion was appropriate to size and objectives of course. [121]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 5  17% 17%
(4) [4] 12  41% 41%

1/3/2011http://my.gwu.edu/mod/evaluations/admin/reports/report_dsp.cfm?survey=1046&course=72...

Page 4 of 11Online Course Evaluations - MyGW - The George Washington University Web Portal



Student 20: Instructor was always good about answering questions, though sometimes questions took the course too far off track 
(probably students' fault, not instructor's).  
Student 15: Professor Shone did a very good job of being extremely available to the students at office hours and via email. He did a 
very good job explaining the course material. 

(5) Completely [5] 9  31% 31%
Not applicable / no opinion [x] 1  3% 3%
Mean: ** 4.00 

16. Course content was organized in a manner that facilitated learning. [122]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 5  17% 17%
(4) [4] 10  34% 34%
(5) Completely [5] 13  45% 45%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.21 

17. Amount of effort / work required was: [123]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Very little [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 15  52% 52%
(4) [4] 11  38% 38%
(5) A great deal [5] 2  7% 7%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.48 

18. Effectiveness of assignments in reinforcing or solidifying learning. [124]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 3  10% 10%
(3) [3] 7  24% 24%
(4) [4] 12  41% 41%
(5) Very effective [5] 7  24% 24%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.79 

19. Effectiveness of exams in reinforcing or solidifying learning. [125]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 3  10% 10%
(4) [4] 10  34% 34%
(5) Very effective [5] 15  52% 52%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.34 

20. Use this space for comments: (e.g., about the clarity and organization of the course, 
student/instructor interaction) 

[26]
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Student 14: Possibly some more mini-quizzes, or occasional presentation of a single problem from the previous week at the 
beginning of class with ten minutes or so to try to work it out individually, or in small groups, and then a brief class discussion as a form 
of review, would have been helpful. Or possibly more problems to do at home--not many more, but one or two every week or every 
other week so we could test our own knowledge. The 3 quizzes alone were a bit too high stakes (as far as their weighting in our overall 
grades) to function mainly as a review and a way to evaluate one's own progress and comprehension of the materials.  
Student 11: Well organized; however we did not get through the syllabus; a lot of chapters were cut out-- I ask myself, "did I learn as 
much as I should have, compared with other students in other classes?"; instructor wasted a lot of time answering irrelevant questions 
posed by students, thus taking away time from important course material.  
Student 10: Midterm exam was extremely long and too comprehensive, although professor acknowledged that. fair exam though.  
Student 9: Very good professor! Learned a great deal and would take another class offered by same professor.  
Student 7: Prof was very patient when students asked basic questions. He was friendly but professional. No trick questions on the 
exam, and very accessible when students had questions outside of class.  
Student 5: The course was cleary structured and assingments laid out were easily understood.  
Student 2: Professor does a good job of fielding students' questions and making assignments and test fair to our level of 
understanding.  
 

What you learned 

21. Gained factual knowledge. [126] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 8  28% 28%
(4) [4] 11  38% 38%
(5) A great deal [5] 9  31% 31%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.97 

22. Enhanced writing ability. [127]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 11  38% 38%
(2) [2] 8  28% 28%
(3) [3] 1  3% 3%
(4) [4] 2  7% 7%
(5) A great deal [5] 0  0% 0%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 7  24% 24%
Mean: ** 1.73 

23. Enhanced quantitative or analytical skills. [128]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 1  3% 3%
(2) [2] 4  14% 14%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 11  38% 38%
(5) A great deal [5] 9  31% 31%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.79 

24. Increased conceptual understanding and/or critical thinking. [129]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
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Student 15: The course was a good discussion of international economics and trade theory and policy.  
Student 11: I can now understand articles in the Economist better; left wanting more though.  
Student 7: Critical thinking skills enhanced.  
Student 5: I learned a great deal about macro/microeconomics on an international scale. The PPF formats and other graphs which 
were very demanding but informational, I feel more confident in this area.  
Student 20: Learned important econ concepts, good analytical basis for future study/practice.  
Student 2: I learned about the economic factor behind many political, strategic, and even security questions. This will prove invaluable 
as move forward in my career.  
Student 14: It was actually extremely interesting for me to be challenged by quantitative and logic-based problems when I have spent 
my entire adult life using the other skills (qualitative, language-based, social sciences-based, etc.)I remembered more of my high school 
math than I thought possible. I do have to say that it was very fortunate I took GWU's warning seriously that I must somehow get a 
foundation in both macro and micro before taking this course. Although it was a bit haphazard I did so via self-study, one course outside 
GW and attending both the Econ Dept's refresher courses. More would have helped but at least it gave me a basic understanding to 
build on. I believe that those students in the class (at least those I talked to) who were seriously floundering, and may be unhappy about 
how the class was taught, did not have any background in basic econ. It really isn't a course for those who don't understand basic 
supply and demand curves, etc., and isn't meant to be--I think no instructor could totally make up for not ever having had any econ at 
all, although Professor Shone went out of his way to weave in quick explanations of those basic concepts for those who really needed 
them.  
 

(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 7  24% 24%
(4) [4] 12  41% 41%
(5) A great deal [5] 8  28% 28%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 3.90 

25. Use this space for comments: (e.g., about what you learned; type of thinking you did) [55]

About the professor 

26. Demonstrated concern about whether students were learning. [130] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all concerned [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 2  7% 7%
(4) [4] 6  21% 21%
(5) Very concerned [5] 21  72% 72%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.66 

27. Clarity of lectures. For online courses, clarity of online lessons. [1198] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all clear [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 8  28% 28%
(5) Very clear [5] 15  52% 52%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 1  3% 3%
Mean: ** 4.32 

28. Was knowledgeable about the subject and course material. [132]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all knowledgeable [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 2  7% 7%
(3) [3] 3  10% 10%
(4) [4] 12  41% 41%
(5) Very knowledgeable [5] 12  41% 41%
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Student 8: Professor went to great lengths to make sure that students learned what they needed to learn and to make sure that 
assignments and tests were fair.  
Student 7: Always allowed time for questions on major exams or projects. Only weak point was that he initially felt we could cover 
more ground, but he adjusted the syllabus and we proceeded at an appropriate pace, so perhaps that isn't a weakness at all.  
Student 5: Dr. Shone is an amazing professor. I was really worried about taking an Economics course due to the content but Dr. 

Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.17 

29. Enthusiasm for topic/subject. [133]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all enthusiastic [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 2  7% 7%
(4) [4] 9  31% 31%
(5) Very enthusiastic [5] 18  62% 62%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.55 

30. Accessibility outside of class. [134]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all accessible [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 2  7% 7%
(4) [4] 8  28% 28%
(5) Very accessible [5] 13  45% 45%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 5  17% 17%
Mean: ** 4.38 

31. Designed and used fair grading procedures. [135]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all fair [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 6  21% 21%
(5) Very fair [5] 19  66% 66%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.52 

32. Provided adequate feedback on exams/papers/performance. [136]

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not adequate [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 0  0% 0%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 5  17% 17%
(5) Very adequate [5] 20  69% 69%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 0  0% 0%
Mean: ** 4.55 

33. Use this space for comments: (e.g., about the strengths and weak points of the instructor or the 
instruction) 

[38]
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Shone went out of his way to try and help us understand the principles and theories as best he could, putting himself in the position of 
students and not economists. I went to every office hour he had and it really helped with my learning. I appreciate the hard work he put 
in and I strongly encourage him to remain an adjunct professor. I have great respect for his teaching methods. Thank you.  
Student 4: Dr. Shone did an excellent job of making the book's information more comprehensible in the class notes  
Student 3: Professor Shone is an excellent instructor. His class was engaging and his grading fair. The grade was fragmented in 
many evaluation instances, but this ultimately made learning the concepts easier. On the down side, I felt some classmates took 
advantage of the generational issue and were not as respectful with him as with other professors, and he did little to stop this behavior. 
Student 9: I found the professor to be very informative and professional. He took the time to make sure everyone in the class 
understood the subject matter and explained everything in a way that everyone could understand. I am very happy I had him as a 
teacher. My only critique would be on class control. I would suggest that the professor limit questions or comments from students that 
aren't related to what is currently being discussed. Sometimes the class would be halted because one or two students would ask a 
question or make a comment that had nothing to do with what we were learning.  
Student 11: Strengths- showed concern for students and wanted to make sure we understood material; able to clarify himself; fair 
quizzes; fair grader. Weaknesses- from the first day instructor did not try and get to know students or their names; instructor's first time 
teaching this course so not very familiar with International economics; wasted a lot of time going over quizzes and tests; wasted time 
answering "dumb" questions by students (should have cut them off and talked after class); did not get through all of course material.  
Student 12: great teacher, very energetic and knowledgeable. He's very articulate. I like his teaching methods very much.  
Student 14: I was really impressed that Professor Shone has an intuitive grasp of how to make material that is really hard for those 
students with no natural bent for economics and little background, who are nonetheless required to take this course, relevant and 
comprehensible. (Especially considering this was his first solo graduate class!) I still didn't do all that well in the course compared to 
courses in my field of expertise (I hope I pass with a decent grade)but am pretty sure no professor could have made it easier for me, 
and many would have guaranteed that I failed, by not being willing to organize the course in a way that emphasized the most crucial 
concepts for non-economists to understand. I definitely learned a lot from the way the professor presented the material. I was originally 
concerned when I discovered that two required and challenging courses, including Economics 280, in my program were to be taught by 
adjunct professors, but it is interesting that they turned out to be among the best professors I had, and very much up to the high 
standards of the fulltime and/or tenured GWU professors. GW should definitely keep Professor Shone on to teach a section of this class 
if possible.  
Student 15: Professor Shone was very clear on what he wanted from assignments and coverage of exams. He clearly communicated 
a large amount of information in a short amount of time.  
Student 18: Prof. Shone was excellent and I would recommend him to teach again.  
Student 20: Explained material very well. Made a difficult subject much easier.  
Student 2: Professor's strengths are definitely his accessibility and relaxed demeanor. It makes learning a difficult subject and a tense
class instead relaxed and fun. I've never laughed so much in an econ class before.  
Student 17: Professor Shone really wanted to students to understand the material and spent extra time on a lot of subjects to ensure 
this. However, often he spent too much time explaining the material. Some recommendations: When questions that are off topic are 
asked, the professor needs to curtly say that they can be discussed after class. This got better in the later sessions of the class, but far 
too much time was wasted with unrelated questions that were entertained. Don't spend as much time writing everything out on the 
board; it would be better to utilize technology for the lectures.  
 

Discussion, lab, or recitation integration 

34. Integration of discussion, lab, or recitation into the course structure. [137] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 0  0% 0%
(2) [2] 3  10% 10%
(3) [3] 3  10% 10%
(4) [4] 0  0% 0%
(5) Very well integrated [5] 2  7% 7%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 21  72% 72%
Mean: ** 3.13 

Use of technology 

35. Instructor''s use of Blackboard contributed to learning. [138] 

 Number 
Responses

Percent
All Excluding 

Unanswered
Answered: 29  100%  
Unanswered: 0  0%
(1) Not at all [1] 5  17% 17%
(2) [2] 1  3% 3%
(3) [3] 0  0% 0%
(4) [4] 2  7% 7%
(5) A great deal [5] 1  3% 3%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 20  69% 69%
Mean: ** 2.22 

36. Instructor''s use of technology in the classroom (e.g., power point, spreadsheets, Web) [139]
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Student Statistics 

Student 15: Professor Shone used more traditional resources overall but did set up our course supplemental online lab with the 
textbook.  
Student 17: Power point lectures would really help this class. They would facilitate learning better and would save a lot of time that is 
wasted writing on the board.  
Student 19: Some use of technology, apart from scribbling on the board, would have been nice.  
Student 9: Not much Blackboard was used. I would suggest the professor utilitize Blackboard for next class.  
Student 20: n/a  
 

Student 16: The lecturer was patient in explaining even basic concepts which was useful for many students who did not have a strong 
foundation in economics.  
Student 1: Professor Shone was accessible and responded promptly to whatever questions or concerns I had. The main change I 
would make to the course, given our particular focus as future IA professionals, is to eliminate the microeconomic portion of the course 
and start the course directly with macroeconomic considerations. These themes are what come up in the topics that we consider and 
are what we need to be most knowledgeable of. Granted, the microeconomic portion would be of you if we had not taken any 
introductory microeconomics or if we were focused in international economics as a discipline in itself. However, given that themes of 
exchange rates, international finance, and macroeconomic trade concerns are what most often come up in the literature that we 
consume, it would be most useful to cover more material in these areas.  
Student 2: I hope the professor keeps teaching the class this way. I've recommended this professor to many of my colleagues not 
only for ease of learning but for an enjoyable and memorable economics learning experience.  
Student 15: I really enjoyed it but the class seemed a little crowded. I enjoyed the course overall and hope that Professor Shone 
continues teaching at GWU. I would take another course with him. He really handle some "high maintenance students" well and was 
very patient answering repetitive questions asked multiple ways. He has more patience than I ever will.  
 

contributed to learning. 
 Number 

Responses
Percent

All Excluding 
Unanswered

Answered: 28  97%  
Unanswered: 1  3%
(1) Not at all [1] 3  10% 11%
(2) [2] 3  10% 11%
(3) [3] 4  14% 14%
(4) [4] 0  0% 0%
(5) A great deal [5] 2  7% 7%
Not applicable / No opinion [x] 16  55% 57%
Mean: ** 2.58 

37. Use this space for comments (e.g., about instructor's use of technology, your online learning 
experience) 

[1179] 

Additional Comments 

38. Use this space for any additional comments you have about the course [40] 

** - Mean is calculated only for questions whose answers have a numerical value (indicated in square brackets [ ] next to each 
answer). It does not include "Not available/Not applicable" answers (indicated as [x]).

Statistics for the 29 students who submitted this evaluation: 
Student Level College Major Degree Status Expected Graduation 

Date
Graduate 90%
Non-Degree 3%
Undergraduate 7%

-- 100% Economics 3%
International 
Affairs

59%

Intl Policy & 
Practice

14%

Middle Eastern 
Studies

3%

No Major 3%
Security Policy 
Studies

17%

-- 1%

Bachelor of Arts 7%
M of Intl 
Policy&Practice

14%

Master of Arts 76%
Non-Degree 3%

05-2011 7%
05-2012 28%
05-2013 52%
08-2011 3%
12-2011 7%
12-2012 3%

1/3/2011http://my.gwu.edu/mod/evaluations/admin/reports/report_dsp.cfm?survey=1046&course=72...

Page 10 of 11Online Course Evaluations - MyGW - The George Washington University Web Portal



 

© 2011, The George Washington University 
2121 Eye St, NW; Washington, DC 20052 Phone: (202) 994-GWGW (4949) 
Site Maintained by Division of IT | Text-Only 

1/3/2011http://my.gwu.edu/mod/evaluations/admin/reports/report_dsp.cfm?survey=1046&course=72...

Page 11 of 11Online Course Evaluations - MyGW - The George Washington University Web Portal


