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	Survey response

	Date submitted
	2014-04-09 09:22:15

	Textbook that was reviewed
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Introductory Biology

	For what level would this textbook be appropriate?
	Second Year

	My name
	Brenda Zink

	My Title/Position
	Professor of Biology

	My Institution
	North

	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
	Wow! I thought this was very comprehensive. The index and glossary are great and I love how I could click on the words for the figure and go right to it.

	How do you rate the book's overall comprehensiveness?
	5

	Content is accurate, error-free and unbiased.
	I did not see any errors or bias. For some of the processes there is more detail than I sometimes cover, but like that is is there for the students who want to know the detail. Ex)some of the enzymes in cellular respiration.

	Overall, how do you rate the accuracy of the content?
	5

	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.
	I liked the connections to things that are in the news. There may not have been a recent spinach/E. coli problem, but it may have been in another food product, so the connection is still good. I think revision will be easy to implement.

	Overall, how do you rate the relevance/longevity of the book?
	4

	The text is written in lucid, accessible prose, and provides adequate context for any jargon/technical terminology used.
	Very well written and easy to read. Enough pictures to break up the flow of text and I like the boxes telling the reader what should be known by the end of the section. 

	Overall, how do you rate the clarity of the book?
	4

	The text is internally consistent in terms of terminology and framework.
	I didn’t see any inconsistencies. For example, always used tetrad and didn’t switch to bivalent.

	How do you rate the overall consistency of the text?
	5

	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.
	I didn’t feel disrupted as moving through. I liked the breaks with the career and art connections. I often stopped and went to the end to see what the art connection had as an answer. Very interesting and engaging!

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

	The topics in the text are presented in a logical, clear fashion.
	I would definitely say yes.

	Overall, how do you rate the organization/structure/flow of the text?
	5

	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.
	I didn’t have any problems with navigating or any distortion.

	Overall, how do you rate the textbook's interface?
	5

	The text contains no grammatical errors.
	I did not see any.

	How do you rate the grammar of the text?
	5

	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.
	I did not see any text that I thought would be insensitive or offensive.

	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?
	I feel it would be appropriate anywhere it is used.
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