
COURSE SUMMARY REPORT
Numeric Responses

University of North Texas
College of Music

Music History, Theory & Ethnomusicology
Term: Fall 2020

MUET4500 1 , Joint with MUET5500 1
Introduction to Ethnomusicology
Course type: Online

Online
Y
14/28 (50% high)

Evaluation Delivery:
Evaluation Form:

Responses:

Taught by: Vivek Virani
Instructor Evaluated: Vivek Virani-Assist Prof

STUDENT ENGAGEMENT

Overall Summative Rating represents the combined responses of students to the four global summative
items and is presented to provide an overall index of the class's quality:

Median

4.9

(0=lowest; 5=highest)

Challenge and Engagement Index (CEI) combines student responses to several IASystem items relating
to how academically challenging students found the course to be and how engaged they were:

CEI: 5.6

(1=lowest; 7=highest)
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SUMMATIVE ITEMS

N 
Excellent

(5)

Very
Good

(4)
Good

(3)
Fair
(2)

Poor
(1)

Very
Poor

(0) Median

The remote learning course as a whole was: 14 79% 21% 4.9

The course content was: 14 71% 14% 14% 4.8

The instructor's contribution to the course was: 14 86% 14% 4.9

The instructor's effectiveness in teaching the subject matter was: 14 86% 14% 4.9

Relative to other college courses you have taken: N 

Much
Higher

(7) (6) (5)
Average

(4) (3) (2)

Much
Lower

(1) Median

Do you expect your grade in this course to be: 13 8% 31% 8% 46% 8% 4.4

The intellectual challenge presented was: 13 23% 54% 15% 8% 6.0

The amount of effort you put into this course was: 13 23% 62% 8% 8% 6.1

The amount of effort to succeed in this course was: 13 23% 23% 31% 23% 5.4

Relative to similar courses taught in person, your participation in this course was: 13 15% 54% 23% 8% 4.9

Relative to similar courses taught in person, your success in this course was: 13 31% 31% 38% 4.9

On average, how many hours per week have you spent on this course,
including attending classes, doing readings, reviewing notes, writing
papers and any other course related work?

Class median: 5.1   Hours per credit: 1.7   (N=13)

Under 2 2-3 4-5 6-7 8-9 10-11 12-13 14-15 16-17 18-19 20-21 22 or more

8% 54% 15% 15% 8%

From the total average hours above, how many do you consider were
valuable in advancing your education?

Class median: 4.7   Hours per credit: 1.6   (N=13)

Under 2 2-3 4-5 6-7 8-9 10-11 12-13 14-15 16-17 18-19 20-21 22 or more

23% 46% 15% 15%

What grade do you expect in this course? Class median: 3.7   (N=13)

A 
(3.9-4.0)

A- 
(3.5-3.8)

B+ 
(3.2-3.4)

B 
(2.9-3.1)

B- 
(2.5-2.8)

C+ 
(2.2-2.4)

C 
(1.9-2.1)

C- 
(1.5-1.8)

D+ 
(1.2-1.4)

D 
(0.9-1.1)

D- 
(0.7-0.8)

E 
(0.0) Pass Credit No Credit

38% 38% 15% 8%

In regard to your academic program, is this course best described as:   (N=13)

In your major
A core/distribution

requirement An elective In your minor A program requirement Other

38% 23% 8% 23% 8%
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N 
Excellent

(5)

Very
Good

(4)
Good

(3)
Fair
(2)

Poor
(1)

Very
Poor

(0) Median

The effectiveness of this remote course in facilitating my learning was: 13 77% 23% 4.8

Timeliness of instructor response to assignments was: 13 77% 15% 8% 4.8

Quality/helpfulness of instructor feedback was: 13 85% 15% 4.9

Clarity of course objectives was: 13 77% 8% 15% 4.8

Clarity of student responsibilities and requirements was: 13 77% 23% 4.8

Usefulness of reading assignments in understanding content was: 13 77% 15% 8% 4.8

Usefulness of written assignments in understanding content was: 13 69% 15% 15% 4.8

Usefulness of on-line resources in understanding content was: 13 77% 15% 8% 4.8

Evaluative and grading techniques (tests, papers, projects, etc.) were: 13 77% 15% 8% 4.8

Reasonableness of assigned work was: 13 69% 8% 15% 8% 4.8

Organization of materials online was: 12 83% 17% 4.9
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STANDARD OPEN-ENDED QUESTIONS

Was this class intellectually stimulating? Did it stretch your thinking? Why or why not?

1. Yes, this class was intellectually stimulating. It provided a foundation of knowledge and background in Ethnomusicology literature and discourses in a
clear manner, with the flexibility to apply these concepts to each students' unique interests.

2. Yes, all the topics made for great discussion

3. Yes! Dr. Virani introduced various topics related to our field that made me think critically about the state of our field and the world.

4. Yes it was

5. Along with my recent woodwind pedagogy course that I took over the past summer, this was the most difficult course I have had to take during my
undergraduate career. I believe that this would have been far easier if it were held in person, but I definitely had to be creative and engaged to complete
the assignments required.

6. Yes, the topics, readings and discussions were thought provoking.

7. Amazingly so, actually. The class was very close to being political, which meant that I had to pay very close attention to everything I said. That being
said, every now and then a student would say a political generalization, and the instructor was careful to point out where the generalization was too
unspecific and a little unrelated. It’s a tightrope walk, and it was very well handled. As for the content, the material was all very new to me, and the
readings were quite extensive and sometimes poorly organized (which only made the content more difficult to analyze). All of the information was good,
and that’s scary, because it means there’s a lot left to learn.

8. Yes. I appreciated the variety in the assignments and readings.

9. Yes, this class allowed me to think about the interactions between human societies

What aspects of this class contributed most to your learning?

1. The opportunity to discuss the articles in class with other students provided a wonderful opportunity to hear different perspectives and thoughts about
class content. Similarly, I thought the variety of articles were particularly well-chosen, and pertinent for building a solid background in Ethno. literature
while also service as directly practical to the current mode of learning in 2020.

2. The final project and the interview are great representations of the actual field.

3. I think all the material presented in class and readings assigned outside of class all equally contributed to my learning. This class was definitely the
most welcoming and thought-provoking out of all my classes.

5. I would say that the in-person presentations were the most effective for me in presenting concepts that were once unfamiliar to me. This is a skill that I
personally need to develop more often, and I believe others can say the same.

6. The lectures and readings

7. The philosophical considerations from time to time were the most fun aspects for me, and the extreme standards presented to us (thought not
necessarily applied, especially in the freeform approaches of the discussions) were standards that I love being taught. I want to publish things at some
point, after all, so reminders of those standards are supremely important.

8. The engagement of the instructor.

9. the teacher was very welcoming to all sorts of ideas

What aspects of this class detracted from your learning?

1. Discussion may have been more lively and/or engaging in an in-person format, but this trend is the case for many classes during this primarily-remote
semester.

2. In general, I am not a fan of online class (it's difficult for me to concentrate and hold myself accountable in zoom lectures), I would of course preferred
to have things happen in person, but the situation with covid19 doesn't really allow for that.

3. There is nothing that I can remember that detracted from my learning.

5. There is not much that I can say here... Other than factors outside of our control (the COVID-19 pandemic), there was not much that left me feeling
unsuccessful in my learning.

6. Nothing

7. Sometimes the politics were straight up irritating, or worse, actually offensive. I have a screenshot of the zoom chat where someone called the UnitedPrinted: 2/5/23
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7. Sometimes the politics were straight up irritating, or worse, actually offensive. I have a screenshot of the zoom chat where someone called the United
States “the most successful holocaust state”, which was kind of the worst instance in the course. I am autistic, and unfortunately, seeing that bothered
me so much that I was unable to focus on the rest of the class on that day and really wanted to email the professor, but I decided to try and let it go.
Irritating aspects are mostly of students talking with extreme confidence about wild statements they can’t possibly have the information, experience, and
logic to actually argue. The majority of the students did stay specific and informative though. In terms of a mechanical issue, I really didn’t like the due
date and time on the discussion stuff on Canvas. The time was oddly specific, and it took me awhile to figure out the pattern. Not only that, but closing
the discussion actually seems like a bad idea. With the concept of the discord, I would think it wouldn’t be a problem to go back to older discussions with
new thoughts if people wanted to, but I guess for grading it does simplify it.

8. Getting rick-rolled on the last day.

9. the inability to be in person

What suggestions do you have for improving this class generally?

1. N/A

2. I think for undergrads it would be helpful to go over how to get through large swaths of dense text, it's a little difficult to try and consume 60 pages of
academic reading sometimes.

3. Everything was organized and well-taught. I think we could have gotten into our virtual ethnography projects a little sooner though.

5. It is honestly great as it is!

6. Nothing

7. Mostly just keep reminding people to be specific on their “philosophical” statements. Vagueness is the secondary antagonist of clear discussion, and I
distinctly remember how vague some of the conversations were in the first few classes. Be very strict about reminding people to stay away from being
political, no matter how badly the temptation is. Not once did I hear anyone mock Bernie Sanders in class, but I sure did hear people making fun of Ben
Shapiro. It’s not that they don’t have a point, it’s that the implication is I’m some kind of fool because I enjoy Shapiro’s podcast. And I like
Ethnomusicology, a lot, but if this is the attitude of the field I’m not sure I want to study it any further. It’s certainly an important field, but I can’t handle
being in positions where I have to consistently worry about not expressing my beliefs and philosophies. I’ll probably give it another shot in grad school
though, because the material is very fascinating and eye-opening.

8. One of the best classes I have ever taken. Wouldn't change anything.

9. discussions with less reading in them

If this course were offered remotely again, what suggestions do you have to improve the student experience?

1. I appreciated the chance to work with other students in the group presentations - perhaps it would be possible to collaborate with other students more
often, even despite the online format?

2. Maybe having a a weekly in person meeting to do discussion? I've seen some other classes do that and I think that work well.

3. The remote learning was handled very well!

4. It is good enough!

5. I do believe that the amount of work that was required for this course was slightly more than I felt that I could handle due to my lack of purpose in my
career. I also wish that there was an extra week to complete the final ethnography project considering that all of my other deadlines (senior recital, other
final papers and assignments, etc.) are due on the week before finals week. With an assignment that takes as much detail as the ethnography project, I
wish I had more time after the break to complete it. As for the reasonableness of work, I feel that it would be perfect during in-person settings.

6. I think the was the instructor lead the class online was very impressive and of a high quality. I wouldn't take the class again, but it is just because it
has been very time consuming and detracted a fair amount of time from the classes devoted to my major.

7. This is the only class I’ve taken where the live chat got offensive, and there’s a temptation to allow it because there’s little we can do to moderate it,
and allowing political discourse to happen in any way emboldens more extreme (and upsetting) expressions (especially when they run unopposed). Not
only that, but there’s a complete inability to respond, because I’m too smart and too old to get into a chat argument in the middle of class, despite various
people inviting it. We pay for this course with our time and money, and even if my learning is disrupted, I’m not about to disrupt other people’s learning.
I’m not sure there’s a solution other than warning people, as I know there’s no way you have the ability to focus on chat the entire time and teach. I am
grateful that I can’t exactly tell if you agree with your students (though I have a guess), and am therefore grateful that you don’t argue on the opposite
side’s behalf because that would also disrupt class.

8. None.

9. This course was a really good remote setup.
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Interpreting IASystem Course Summary Reports

IASystem Course Summary Reports summarize student ratings of a particular course or combination of courses. They provide a rich
perspective on student views by reporting responses in three ways: as frequency distributions, average ratings, and either
comparative or adjusted ratings. Remember in interpreting results that it is important to keep in mind the number of students who
evaluated the course relative to the total course enrollment as shown on the upper right-hand corner of the report.

Frequency distributions. The percentage of students who selected each response choice is displayed for each item. Percentages
are based on the number of students who answered the respective item rather than the number of students who evaluated the course
because individual item response is optional.

Median ratings. IASystem reports average ratings in the form of item medians. Although means are a more familiar type of average
than medians, they are less accurate in summarizing student ratings. This is because ratings distributions tend to be strongly skewed.
That is, most of the ratings are at the high end of the scale and trail off to the low end.

The median indicates the point on the rating scale at which half of the students selected higher ratings, and half selected lower.
Medians are computed to one decimal place by interpolation.1 In general, higher medians reflect more favorable ratings. To interpret
median ratings, compare the value of each median to the respective response scale: Very Poor, Poor, Fair, Good, Very Good,
Excellent (0-5); Never/None/Much Lower, About Half/Average, Always/Great/Much Higher (1-7); Slight, Moderate, Considerable,
Extensive (1-4).

Comparative ratings. IASystem provides a normative comparison for each item by reporting the decile rank of the item median.
Decile ranks compare the median rating of a particular item to ratings of the same item over the previous two academic years in all
classes at the institution and within the college, school, or division. Decile ranks are shown only for items with sufficient normative
data.

Decile ranks range from 0 (lowest) to 9 (highest). For all items, higher medians yield higher decile ranks. The 0 decile rank indicates
an item median in the lowest 10% of all scores. A decile rank of 1 indicates a median above the bottom 10% and below the top 80%.
A decile rank of 9 indicates a median in the top 10% of all scores. Because average ratings tend to be high, a rating of "good" or
"average" may have a low decile rank.

Adjusted ratings. Research has shown that student ratings may be somewhat influenced by factors such as class size, expected
grade, and reason for enrollment. To correct for this, IASystem reports adjusted medians for summative items (items #1-4 and their
combined global rating) based on regression analyses of ratings over the previous two academic years in all classes at the
respective institution. If large classes at the institution tend to be rated lower than small classes, for example, the adjusted medians for
large classes will be slightly higher than their unadjusted medians.

When adjusted ratings are displayed for summative items, relative rank is displayed for the more specific (formative) items. Rankings
serve as a guide in directing instructional improvement efforts. The top ranked items (1, 2, 3, etc.) represent areas that are going well
from a student perspective; whereas the bottom ranked items (18, 17, 16, etc.) represent areas in which the instructor may want to
make changes. Relative ranks are computed by first standardizing each item (subtracting the overall institutional average from the
item rating for the particular course, then dividing by the standard deviation of the ratings across all courses) and then ranking those
standardized scores.

Challenge and Engagement Index (CEI). Several IASystem items ask students how academically challenging they found the course
to be. IASystem calculates the average of these items and reports them as a single index. The Challenge and Engagement Index
(CEI) correlates only modestly with the global rating (median of items 1-4).

Optional Items. Student responses to instructor-supplied items are summarized at the end of the evaluation report. Median
responses should be interpreted in light of the specific item text and response scale used (response values 1-6 on paper evaluation
forms).

1 For the specific method, see, for example, Guilford, J.P. (1965). Fundamental statistics in psychology and education. New York: McGraw-Hill Book
Company, pp. 49-53.
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