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	Survey response

	Response ID
	66

	Date submitted
	2014-04-10 11:43:49

	Textbook that was reviewed
	Introductory Chemistry

	For what level would this textbook be appropriate?
	First Year

	My name
	L. Jaye Hopkins

	My Title/Position
	Chemistry Instructor

	My Institution
	Spoka

	Is this review the result of a collaboration with other BC post-secondary instructors?
	No

	The text covers all areas and ideas of the subject appropriately and provides an effective index and/or glossary
	The level of this textbook, generally speaking, would be sufficient only for a basic introductory college chemistry course. I would not use this book for a student pursuing a four-year degree in the sciences or as first year chemistry major course. The range of topics covered would be appropriate for a non-majors level introductory chemistry course. The index for this text is missing in the .pdf, which is an inconvenience for instructors who wish to incorporate it into their class and for students who wish to use the .pdf text for reference. The index in the .html version is acceptable, although several topics appear more than once, which could confuse students looking for information and present issues for faculty who wish to adopt only portions of the text. 

	How do you rate the book's overall comprehensiveness?
	4

	Content is accurate, error-free and unbiased.
	The .pdf form has many, many errors in the in-line calculations and examples. These errors were not present in the .html version or .doc versions as I had them. I did not find any major issues in content accuracy, although I noted previous reviewers have made some relevant comments. 

	Overall, how do you rate the accuracy of the content?
	3

	Content is up-to-date, but not in a way that will quickly make the text obsolete within a short period of time. The text is written and/or arranged in such a way that necessary updates will be relatively easy and straightforward to implement.
	The content appears to be up-to-date. The narrative examples used are clear and usually interesting. I thought a few of the “Opening Essays” were well chosen, while others seemed a little bit random and perhaps too metaphorical. The use of images with links from Wikipedia and other sights might create problems with keeping the links up-to-date. 

	Overall, how do you rate the relevance/longevity of the book?
	5

	The text is written in lucid, accessible prose, and provides adequate context for any jargon/technical terminology used.
	The style of the text is extremely narrative and generally lacks informative graphs, figures, and illustrations. While I found it easy to read, I believe this style would be problematic for students who are attempting to learn such a comprehensive and technical topic as chemistry. For example, the author frequently uses full, descriptively-written paragraphs to describe a fact that could be stated in a short sentence. In some instances I would be concerned about the ability of entry-level students to extract the necessary information from the paragraph. Bold font is used only for individual vocabulary words and phrases, but there is no other emphasis from the author; I would expect to see some more use of bullets, italics, bold print, indenting, etc. to aid in student comprehension. Additionally there is only light use of graphs, charts, tables, and other visual aids for students. Several of the tables used in earlier chapters appear to be mostly lists that students are unlikely to gain helpful information from or to be able to use conveniently for reference. More problematically, the periodic table and periodic trends are not illustrated well in many places. 

	Overall, how do you rate the clarity of the book?
	3

	The text is internally consistent in terms of terminology and framework.
	Some of the earlier conceptual information is treated very, very lightly by the author, whereas in later chapters the information becomes much more technical. I would especially like to see the level of technical discussion in early chapters be at a similar level to the discussion in later chapters. 

	How do you rate the overall consistency of the text?
	4

	The text is easily and readily divisible into smaller reading sections that can be assigned at different points within the course (i.e., enormous blocks of text without subheadings should be avoided). The text should not be overly self-referential, and should be easily reorganized and realigned with various subunits of a course without presenting much disruption to the reader.
	The chapters, sections, etc. that the author has chosen are clear, appropriate and very similar to most of the entry-level textbooks currently available. This would be a benefit to any faculty member looking to incorporate individual parts of the book into a course. The lack of a table of contents or other organizational chart in the .doc and .pdf file would make it very difficult for a student to find relevant information. I only found minor (and appropriate) self-references within the text. 

	Overall, how do you rate the modularity of the text?
	4

	The topics in the text are presented in a logical, clear fashion.
	This textbook has an unusual order in which it presents the topics typical in an introductory chemistry class, which I believe may be problematic. In particular, the electronic structure of atoms was presented much later than the discussion of subatomic particles. I don’t know if I’ve ever seen a textbook that left electron configurations for so late in the text, and I find this really hampered the discussion of ion formation. (Regarding ionic charges the author suggests that students “commit [these charts] to memory…” when a basic understanding of electron structure and periodic trends would allow students to instantly known the same information without memorization.) I also dislike that the discussion of chemical bonds and molecular shapes is left until Chapter 9; it implies that students will not have a basic understanding of how molecules are put together even as early chapters require them to work extensively with atoms and chemical formulas. Also, in a few cases the material was split between different sections. For example, the introduction of acids was done in the ions section (Ch. 3), and then revisited in the acid chapter (Ch. 12). Redox reactions were covered initially in Ch. 4 and then again in more detail in Ch. 14. For a faculty member to use this textbook modularly I would expect topics to be limited to single chapters as much as possible. 

	Overall, how do you rate the organization/structure/flow of the text?
	3

	The text is free of significant interface issues, including navigation problems, distortion of images/charts, and any other display features that may distract or confuse the reader.
	The .pdf file has significant issues; it contains no table of contents and omits entire fractions, equations, examples, etc. The .doc was also missing the table of contents. I did not find these errors in the .html file. I don’t agree with the author’s choice of fonts as presented in .html for two reasons. One, I found that the alternating fonts between the text, in-line examples, etc. made the text look poorly executed. But a larger issue is that many chemical equations were done in sans-serif style fonts. My experience is that introductory chemistry students are often confused by the lack of serifs in chemical symbols: for example chlorine (Cl) in a san serif font is almost indistinguishable from CI. While a chemist would never find this to be confusing, introductory chemistry students are often tripped up by this issue. Many of the illustration appeared relatively small and their orientation on the page was seemingly random (not centered). 

	Overall, how do you rate the textbook's interface?
	3

	The text contains no grammatical errors.
	The text is written clearly from a language perspective. 

	How do you rate the grammar of the text?
	4

	The text is not culturally insensitive or offensive in any way. It should make use of examples that are inclusive of a variety of races, ethnicities, and backgrounds.
	It was evident from the examples chosen that the author lives or works in Canada; this is not an issue, but the text could make use of more international examples for variety. Occasional references in examples assume student are familiar with North America – for instance “The Grand Canyon”… would this be clear to students in/from other continents? The use of many food examples should have universal appeal. 

	Overall, how do you rate the cultural relevance of the text?
	4

	Are there any other comments you would like to make about this book or specific updates you think need to be made?
	In general I think it would be difficult for a new/beginning/first-year chemistry student to use this book without significant outside support and structure from a well-designed class. The author has thoughtfully covered a large amount of information; however I don’t believe that the clarity of the text is at the same level of most traditional textbooks. I do believe, however, that this could be remedied by adjusting some format issues, adding supporting illustrations and diagrams, expanding the level of discussion surrounding practice examples, and perhaps some rearrangement of a few chapters/topics. 
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