MATUL Course Evaluation

	Student name:
	Course name:
	Instructor:

	Term:
	Location: 
	


We are very much a collective program design cohort.  Your input has been a significant factor in the development of the program.  This evaluation process enables for the continuous upgrading of MATUL courses. Please respond to the following questions as you are able in the space provided. Thank you.

1. Did this course accomplish the outcomes you expected? What major paradigm shifts occurred for you?

1.
2.

3.

2. Comment on 3 areas of the presentation content of the course that you found most helpful to your intellectual, practical (skill), social, or ethical development. 
1. 

2.
3.
3. What 3 areas of content of the course did you find least helpful to your intellectual, practical (skill), social, or ethical development? 

1.
2.

3.

4. Reflecting on the content of the course teaching content, in what specific ways could the course be improved?  For example:  What topics or activities would you like to see addressed in this course or further expanded upon?  Would you delete any topics or activities, or reduce the attention given to them? 
5. What about the reading/viewing materials. Do you feel you were introduced to master’s level thinking on the course topic? 
	What readings were most helpful?
	What readings could be deleted?

	1.
	1.

	2.

	2.

	3.
	3.


6. A Theology Degree: Was there a healthy integration of theology and the course specialty? In what ways did the course build your understanding of how the Kingdom of God impacts this aspect of social transformation?
	
	Theology
	Social Science/ Economics/Leadership Theory etc
	Practicum
	

	% of course
	
	
	
	100%


7. A Social Entrepreneurship degree: In what ways did this course expand your entrepreneurial skills?

8. A Movement Leadership degree: How did this advance your movement leadership skills, and understanding?  In what ways did you increase your capacity to multiply disciples, cells, churches, social change?
9. A Story-telling Degree: Comment on the Collaborative Learning Environment.  What most enhanced this? Hindered this? 

10. Workload: Considering pedagogy, was there an optimal balance between conceptual learning (via reading, video viewing, classroom presentation, and group discussion) and experiential learning (via field projects, community-based research, site visits)?  
a. How many hours do you estimate you spent on each aspect of the course (Be honest.  You are not being graded!)
	Activity
	Readings
	Practicum
	Face to Face Content: Presentations/ SKYPE/Forum
	Integration in papers, written assignments
	Total hours

	Expected
	
	
	
	
	120-160 

	Actual
	
	
	
	
	


9.  Delivery mechanisms: We have been at the cutting edge of technology, both to our credit and with a certain degree of frustration.  What technologically should we improve on next? 
10. Please comment below on how other features of the course might be improved. 


