


Question 5: Stems from concern that advisees aren’t getting accurate information.  
Discussed that this question might be combined with 6. 
 
Question 7: This is key for positive advising experiences, helping students think about a 
long-term plan.   We should ask them about their goals and help with long-term planning. 
 
Questions 8 and 9: might be moved up higher, under question 4. 
 
Question 10: to see if students are comfortable with advisor or not.  Open-ended 
question: whose responsibility and how to create comfort. 
 
Question 11: Left it intentionally open to allow for many ways for advisor to show 
concern—personal, curricular, etc. 
 
Question 12: Overall measurement of satisfaction. 
 
Questions 13 and 14: open-ended questions for anecdotal evidence. 
 
Concerns from committee: Discussed concerns about its use for tenure and promotion.  
Also discussed that unsuccessful evaluation often occurs because students don’t want to 
engage.  Finally, it was discussed that faculty might resist yet another form of 
measurement.  Overall, however, the committee commended the students on their highly 
professional job and this detailed and careful effort. 
 
If  UCT members have additional feedback or concerns (especially negative ones) about 
this advising survey, please contact any members of the committee.  Contact Anna 
Rhodes at anna.rhodes@bc.edu
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