Report for the Instructor

Semester: Spring, 2006
Course: ENGL104
Section: 518

Instructor: WHITE LOWELL

Texas A&M University
Department of ENGLISH
Student Ratings of Faculty
Summarized by

Measurement & Research Services

Total Option Forms:
Overall Mean:

20
4.89

*Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis

(SA=5,A=4,U=3,D=2, SD=1)

! .

Response Distribution

I
Questions jUsable | SA | A i U | D | sD | Mean*|
|Resp. | No. Pec. | No. Pet. | No. Pet. | No. Pet. | No. Pet.
I | | I _ I I
1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 20 | 16 80.0 | 4 20.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.80
2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 20| 219 9.0 1 s5.0] 0 00| 0o o0.0] 0 0.0] 4.95
3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 20 | 1% 95.0 | 1 5.0 | 0o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4,95
was presented. | | | | | |
4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 20| 214 70,0 6 30,0} ©o 00| 0 0.0] o0 0.0]4.70
5. The instructor’s presentations added to my understanding of | 20 | 17 85.0 | 2 10.0 | 1 5.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.80
the material. | | | | | |
6. The instructor adequately answered questions from students. | 20 | 19 95.0 | 1 5.0} o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0} 4.85
7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. { 20| 18 0.0 2 0.0} o 0.0] o o0.0] o o0.0]%.90
8. The examg/projects were presented and graded fairly. f 20 | 18 90.0 | 2 10.0 | o 0.0} o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.90
9. Help was readily available for gquestions and/or homework ! 20 | 15 95.0 | 1 5.0 | 0 0.0 | o o.o | 0 0.0 | 4.35
outside of class. | | | i | | |
10. On the whole, this is a good instructor. | 20 ] 19 85.0 ] 1 5.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 ¢.0| o 0.0 4.35
11. I would take another course from this professor. | 20 | 18 s0.0}f 2z 10.0 | o 0.0 | ¢ 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.90
12. The course was well-organized. | 20| 17 85.0}1 3 15.0 | o ¢.0] o¢ 00! 9 0.0 4.85
13. The course requirements were clear. | 20| 19 85.0 | 1 50| 0o 6o} 0 0.0] 0 0.0 | 4.95
14. The amount of work and/or reading was reasonable for the | 20| 18 seo.0 ] 2 10.0| o 0.07] © 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.90
credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | |
15. On the whole, this was a good course. | 18 | 17 94.4 | 4 5.6 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.94
| ! _ _ I _ “
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Report for the Instructor
Semester: FALL, 2006

Course:

ENGL235

Section: 501
Instructor: WHITE LOWELL

Texas A&M University
Department of ENGLISH
Student Ratings of Faculty
Summarized by

Measurement & Research Services

Total Option Forms:
Overall Mean:

4.69

*Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
(SA=5,A=4,U=3,D=2,8D=1)

Response Distribution

|
Questions |Usable| SA | A | u | | sD | Meanw|
|resp. | No. Pet. | No. Pct. | No. Pet. | No. PBet. | No. Pet. |
| i I | | | |
1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 22 | 17 77.3 | 5 22.7 | 0 0.0 | 0 e.0 | a D0 | 4.77
2. The instructor seemed toc care whether the students learned. | 22 | 20 80.9 | 2 9.1 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | b} 0.0 | 4.51
3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 22 | 22 100 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0o 6.0 | 0 0.0 | 5.00
was presented. | | | | | | |
4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 22 | 18 72.7 | 6 27.3 | (o] 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.73
5. The instructor’s presentations added to my understanding of | 22 | 15 &8.2 | 5 22.7 | o 0.0 | 2 9.1 | 0 6.0 | 4.50
the material. | | | | | | |
6. The instructor adequately answered gquestions from students. | 22 | 14 &3.6 | 7 31.8 | 1 4.5 | o .0 | 0 0.0 | 4.59
7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 22 | 15 68.2 | 6 27.3 | 1 4.5 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.64
8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 22 | 14 3.6 | 4 18.2 | 2 L R | 2 9.1 | 0 0.0 | 4.38
9. Help was readily available for gquesticns and/or homework | 22 | 17 77.3 | 5 22,7 | 0 0.0 | o] 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.77
outside of class. | | | | | | 7
10. On the whole, this is a good instructor. | 22 | 18 72.7 | 6 27.3 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.73
11. I would take another course from this professor. | 22 | 16 72.7 | 5 22.7 | o 6.0 | 1 4.5 | 0 0.0 | 4.84
12. The course was well-organized. | 22 | 14 63.6 | 6 27.3 | 2 $.1 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.85
13. The course reguirements were clear. | 22 | 18 72.7 | 6 27.3 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | a 0.0 | 4.73
14. The amount of work and/or reading was reasonable for the | 22 | 17 77.3 | 5 22,7 | 0 o.o | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.77
credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | |
15. ©On the whole, this was a good course. | 21 | 15 71.4 | 6 28.6 | 0 0.0 | ] 0.0 | v} 0.0 | 4.71
, | | I | [ |




Report for the Instructor Texas ARM University Total Option Forms: 14

Semester: Spring, 2007 Department of ENGLISH Overall Mean: 4,83
Course: ENGL235 student Ratings of Faculty

Section: 501 Summarized by *Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
Instructor: WHITE LOWELL Measurement & Research Services (SA=5,A=4 ,U=3,D=2,SD=1

| | | Response Distribution | |
| Questions |Usable| SA | A | U | D | sD | Mean*|
| |Resp. | No. Pot, | No. Pct. | N | No. Pet. | No. Pet. | |
| | | | | | | I |
| 1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 14 | 13 92.% | 1 7.1 | o 0.0 | o ¢.0] o o0.0] 4.93|
| 2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 14| 13 929 1 7.1 © 0.0 | o 0.0] o0 0.0 4.93 |
| 3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 14| 23 s28| 1 71| o 00| 0 0.0 | o o0.0] 4.93]
| was presented. | | | | | | | |
| 4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 14| 13 szs| 1 7.1} o 00| 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 ] 4.93 |
| 5. The instructor’s presentations added to my understanding of | 12 ] 12 85.7 | T ga | o 0.0 | 1 7.1 0o 0.0 | 4.72

| the material. | | | | | | | |
| &. The instructor adequately answered questions from students. | 1] 213 s2.9| o o0.0] 1 7.1| o0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.86 |
| 7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 14 ] 12 8.7 | 1 71| 1 7.1] 0 0.0 | o 0.0} 4.79 |
| 8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 14| 122 786 1 7.r] o 0.0 | 2 14.3| © o0.0] 4.50 |
| 9. Help was readily available for questions and/or homework | 14| 13 s2.3| 1 7.1| o 0.0 | o o0 ]| o o0.0]4.93

| outgide of class. | | | | | | | |
| 10. on the whole, this is a good instructor. | 14 | 11 78.6 | 2 14.3 |  E - B | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.71 |
| 11. I would take anmother course from this professor. | 14| 12 ss.7 | 1 71| 1 7.1] 0 0.0 | o 0.0 4.79 |
| 12. The course was well-organized. | 24| 12 85.7 | 2 14.3}| 0 0.0 o o0| o o0.0]|4.86 |
| 13. The course requirements were clear. | 12| 14 100 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 5.00

| 14. The amount of work and/or reading was reasonable for the ] 14| 11 78,6 | 3 204] 0 0.0 | o 9.0 | o 0.0 4.79 |
| credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | |

| 15. On the whole, this was a good course. | 14 | 12 85.7 | 1 71| 1 7.1] o 0.0 o ©.o0 | 4.7% |
| 16. The instructor treats students with respect. ] 14| 13 92.9 | 1 7.1] o o0} o 00| o 0.0 | 4.93 |
| 17. The instructor is willing to meet and help students outside | 14| 13 92,9| 1 7.1| o o0.0|] 0 0.0 | o o.0| 4.93 |
_ class. [ | _ [ _ | _ |
| 18. The instructor is enthusiastic. | 14| 14 100] © 00| o 0.0 | o o0.0] © 0.0]5.00)]
| 19. The instructor seems knowledgeable in many areas. | 14| 11 78,6 | 3 21.4] o 00| 0 0.0 | o 0.0 4.79 |
| 20. The instructor suggests specific ways students can improve. | 24| 13 92,9 © 00| @ o0.0]| 1 7.1 | o 0.0 4.79 |
| | I _ I | | I |




Report for the Instructox
Semester: FALL, 2007

Course:

ENGL104

Section: 543
Instructor: WHITE LOWELL

Texas A&M University
Department of ENGLISH
Student Ratings of Faculty

Summarized by
Measurement & Research Services

Total Option Forms:
Overall Mean:

1%
4.82

*Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
(8A=5,A=4,U=3,D=2,8D=1}

f |

Response Distribution

|
Questions |Usable| SA | A | U | | sD | Mean*|
|Resp. | No. Pct. | No. Pct. | No. Pet., | No. Pet. | No. Pet. | |
f | I _ | | | _
1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 19 | 18 84.2 | 3 15.8 | 0 0.0 | 0o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.84 |
2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 19| 18 %4.7 | 1 5.3 | 0 o.0| o o.0| 0 0.0 | 4.95
3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 1% | 19 100 | 0 0.0 | a 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 5.00 |
was presented. | | | | | | | |
4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. |] 19| 15 8.9 | 2 10.5| 1 5.3 | 1 53| © 0.0]| 4.53
5. The instructor's presentations added to my understanding of | 19| 13 68.4 | & 31.6 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 4.68 |
the material. | | | | | | | |
6. The instructor adequately answered questions from students. | 18| 17 ®8s.5 | 1 5.3 | 1 5.3 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.8¢ |
7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 12| 17 ®eg.5| 2 10.5 | 0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 ] 4.89 |
8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 19 | 17 89.5 | 2. .20.5 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4,89 |
9. Help was readily available for questions and/or homework | 19 | 18 s4.7 | 1 5.3 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.95 |
outside of class. f | | | | | _ f
10. ©On the whole, this is a good instructor. | 19 | 17 89.5 | 1 5.3 | 1 5.3 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.84 |
11. I would take another course from this professor. | 19 | 15 78.9 | 2 18.5] 2 16.5 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.88
12. The course was well-organized. | 19| 16 ®&.2 | 2 10,5] 1 s.3| © 0.0] 0 0.0]4.79
13. The course requirements were clear. | 19 | 16 84.2 | 2 10.5 | 1 5.3 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.79
14. The amcunt of work and/or reading was reasonable for the | 19 | 17 89.5| 2 10.5| © 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.89 |
credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | |
15. On the whole, this was a good course. | 17 | 15 B88.2 | 1 5.9 | 0 0.0 i 5.9 | 0 0.0 | 4.76 |
| | | _ | , _




Report for the Instructor

Semester: Spring, 2008
Course: ENGL235
Section: 508

Instyuctor: WHITE LOWELL

Texas A&M University
Department of ENGLISH
Student Ratings of Faculty

Summarized by

Measurement & Research Services

Total Option Forms:

Overall Mean:

18
4.81

*Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
(SA=5,A=4,U=3,D=2,5D=1}

Response Distribution

|
Questions |Usable| SA | A | u | D | sD | Mean*|
|Resp. | No. Pet. | No. BPct. | No. Pet. | No. Pct. | No. Pet. | |
| i | , | | | |
1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 18| 16 €8.9 | 2 11.1 | o c.0| o e©.0| 0 0.0] 4.89
2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 18 | 17 94.4 | 1 5.6 | ¢ 0.0 | 0o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.94
3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 8 | 16 B88.9 | 2 11-1 | o 0.0 | 0o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.8%
was presented. | | | | | | | |
4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 18 | 13 72.2 | 5 27.8 | o 0.0 ¢ 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.72 |
5. The instructor’s presentations added to my understanding of | 18 | 14 77.8 | 4 22.2 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0o 0.0 | 4.78
the material, | | | | | | |
§. The instructor adequately answered questions from students. | 18 | 15 83.3 | 1 5.6 | 1 5.6 | 1 5.6 | 0 0.0 | 4.67 |
7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 18 | 15 83.3 | 3 16.7 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.83 |
8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 18 | 14 77.8 | 4 22.2 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.78
9. Help was readily available for questions and/ox homework | 18 | 16 88.9 | 2 11.1 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0} 4.89
outside of class. | | | | | | |
10. On the whole, this is a good instructor. | 18 | 15 83.2 | 3 16.7.| o 0.0 | 0 0.0| 0o 0.0 4.83 ]
11. I would take another course from this professor. | 18 | 14 7.8 | 2 11.1 | 1 5.6 | o 6.0 | 1 5.6 | 4.56 |
12. The course was well-organized. | 18 | 16 88.9 | R iy | 0 0.0 ] o ©.0| © 0.0/ 4.89
13. The course requirements were clear. | 18 | 16 88.9 | 1 5.6 | 1 5.6 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.83 |
14. The amount of work and/or reading was reascnable for the ] 18 | 15 83.3 | 2 11.1 | 1 5.6 | ¢ 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.78
credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | | |
15. ©On the whole, this was a good course. | 18 | 16 B8B.9 | 2 11.1 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 4.89 |
16. The instructor seems to enjoy teaching. | 18 | 16 88.9 | 2 11.1 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.89 |
17. The instructor seems knowledgeable in many areas. | 18 | 14 77.8 | 4 23,2 | 0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.78
18. The instructor is willing to meet and help students outside | 18 | 16 88.9 | z 1i.1 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | Q 0.0 | 4.89
class. , | | | | | | {
19. I developed creative ability in this field. | 18 | 14 77.8 | 4 22.2 | o 0.0 ] 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.78
| | | | | | f




Report for the Instructor

Semester: FALL, 2008

Course:

ENGL235

Section: 513

Instructor: WHITE LOWELL

Texas A&M University
Department of ENGLISH

Student Ratings ef Faculty

Summarized by

Measurement & Research Services

Total Option Forms:

Overall

Mean:

13
4.49

*Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
(SA=5,A=4,U=3,D=2,8D=1)

Response Distribution

Questions sA | A | U | D | sD | Mean*|

Pct. | No. Pct. | No. Pet. | No. Pct. | No. Pct. | |

| , | | | | | |
1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 13 | 9 §9.2 | i x| o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.46
2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 13| 10 76.9| 2 15.4| 0 0.0 | a 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.54

3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 13 | 12 92.3 | a 0.0 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.69 |

was presented. | | | | | |
4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 13 | 11 84.6 | - O | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.62
5. The instructor’'s presentations added to my understanding of 13 | @ 6LuE ] 3 23y | 4. oy 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.31

the material. | , | | , | | |

6. The instructor adequately answered questions from students. | 13 10 76.9 | 2 15.4 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.54 |
7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 13 ] 11 84.6] 1 77| o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.62
8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 11 | 9 69.2 | 3 23.1 o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.46
9. Help was readily available for gquestions and/or homework | 13 | 11 84.6 | S il 0o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 1 70 | wiez

outside of class. | | | | | |

10. On the whole, this is a good instructor. | 13 | 8 61.5| 4 3008 | 0 00| o 0.0 | 1 7.7 ] 4.38 |

11. I would take another course from this professor. | 13 | 5 695.2 | ¥ 2351 | 0 0.0 © 0.0| 1 7.7 4.46 |
12. The course was well-organized. | 13 | 9 69.2 | = e I | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.46

13. The course requirements were clear. | 13 | 10 76.9 | 1 7| % Rl o 0| 1 7.7 | 4.46 |
14. The amount of work and/or reading was reasonable for the | 13 | 7 53.8 | 4 30.8 | 1 77| o 00| 1 7.7 4.23

credit hours received in the course. | | | | | | |

15. On the whole, this was a good course. | 13| 9 692 | 3 231 | 6 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.46 |
16. The instructor seems to enjoy teaching. | 13 | 11 B4.6 | 1. 22 e o | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.862
17. The instructor seems knowledgeable in many areas. | 13 | 8 61.5 4 30.8 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.38
18. The instructor is sensitive to student difficulties with | 13 | 8 E1.5 | 3 23.a | 1 7.7 o 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 4.31

course work. | | | | |

19. The instructor is friendly. | 13| 9 €.2| 3 23.1| o0 9.6 o w0 1 7.7 | 4.46 |
20. The instructor is willing to meet and help students outside | 13 | 12 se2.3 o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 1 7.7 | 5.69

class.




questions. |

Report for the Instructor Texas A&M University Total Option Forms: 14
Semester: Spring, 2009 Department of ENGLISH Overall Mean: 4.79
Course: ENGL235 Student Ratings of Faculty
Section: 507 Summarized by *Mean Scores on A 5 Pt Basis
Instructer: WHITE LOWELL Measurement & Research Services (SA=5,A=4,U=3,D=2,5D=1)

| | Response Distribution | |
| Questions |Usable| SA [ | u | D ! 8D | Mean=|
| |Resp. | No. Pct. | No. Pct. | No. Pect. | No. wpet. | Me. Pct. | |
| I I , | | I I |
| 1. The instructor seemed well prepared for each class. | 14 | 12 85.7 | 1 7. 1 7.1 | ¢ 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.79 |
| 2. The instructor seemed to care whether the students learned. | 14 | 14 100 | o 0.0} 0 0.0 | 0 .o | 0 0.0 | 5.00 |
| 3. The instructor seemed enthusiastic about the material that | 14 | 13 92.9 | 1 7.1 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.93 |
| was presented. | | | | | | | |
| 4. The instructor stimulated my interest in the subject. | 14| 9 64.3 | 5 35.7 | 0 0.0 | 0 0o ] 0 0.0 4.64 |
| 5. The instructor's presentations added to my understanding of I 1s | 12 85.7 | 2 1a.3 [ o 60| o a0 | 0 0.0 | 4.86 |
| the material. i | | | | | | |
| 6. The instructor adeguately answered guestions frem students. | 14 | 11 78.6 | 3 21.4 | 0 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.79 |
| 7. I believe this instructor was an effective teacher. | 14 | 12 85.7 | 2 14.3 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.86 |
| 8. The exams/projects were presented and graded fairly. | 14 | 9 64.3| 5 35.7 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.64 |
| 9. Help was readily available for quegtions and/or homework | 14 | 12 85.7 | 2 14.3 | 0 0.0 | L 0 0.0 | s.86 |
| outgide of class. | | [ | | | | |
| 10. on the whole, this is a good instructor. | 14 | 13 92.9 | 1 71| o o0 o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.83 |
| 11. I would take another course from this professor. | 14 | 12 85.7 | 2 14.3 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.86 |
| 12. The course was well-organized. i 14 | 10 71.4 | 4 28.6 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 4.71 |
| 13. The course requirements were clear. | 14| 112 78.6 | 3 21.2 [ o 00| © o060] o o.0 | 4.79 |
| 14. The amount of work and/or reading was reasonable for the | 14 | 9 64.3 | 2 14.3 | 3 21.4 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.43 |
| credit hours received in the course. | | | | i | | |
| 1. on the whole, this was a good course. | 14 | 11 78.6 | 3 21.4 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | a.79 |
[ 16. The instructor seems to enjoy teaching. [ 14 | 14 100 | ¢ 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | s5.00 |
| 17. The instructor acknowledges all questions insofar as | 14 | 13 92.9 | 1 7.1} o 0.0 | o 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4,93 |
| possible. | I [ I | | | |
| 18. The instructor suggests specific ways students can improve. | 14 | 13 s82.9 | 1 7. | ¢ 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 | 4.93 |
| 18. The instructor handles the class responsibly -- e.g., attends class | 14 14 100 | o 0.0 | o 0.0 0 0.0 | 0 0.0 5.00 |
| regularly, is usually on time, returns graded work in a reascnable time. | | | | |
| 20. Scudents in this course are free to disagree and ask | 13 13 100 | o 0.0 o0 0.0 0 0.0 | .00 |
, ! | |
| | | !
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