Faculty of Engineering Course Evaluation
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Term: Fall 2002

Class: SENG 265 - F01

Instructor: D. GERMAN
Department: CSc
Enrollment: 90 students

. Class -2 -1 0 +1 +2 CSc Survey
Questions N Average | +-+-+-+-+-+-+-+-+ | |Average | Average
THE COURSE 57 110 | *xxx
grading scheme was made clear to me 57 1.5l | **xxxx 1.29 1.18
objectives were made clear to me 57 1.35 | *xxxx [.15 1.08
assignments/problems helped understanding 57 1.60 | %%k xxx 1.09 1.03
midterm exams/quizzes helped understanding 57  0.84 | *** 0.86 0.80
has an appropriate number of examples 57 140 [ *xxxxx 0.86 0.75
text helped understanding 54 0.06 | 0.57 048
material coincided with personal interest 57 112 | **x* 0.54 0.46
workload was heavy (relative to others) 57 0.84 | ** 0.67 0.59
is such that [ would recommend to others 57  L.19 | * %% xx 0.62 0.58
THE PROFESSOR 57 150 [*xxxxx
expresses ideas with clarity 57 151 | xxxxx 091 0.87
has a positive attitude about course material 57 1.72 | % xxxwxx 1.35 1.28
stimulates interest and thinking in the subject 57 151 | * %% xxx 0.88 0.83
is well organized and prepared 57 1.54 [ *xxxxw L.15 1.08
uses visual aids effectively 57 156 Rl 1.12 1.05
provides effective feedback on performance 56 132 | **xx* 0.63 0.65
is concerned that students understand material | [57 ~ 1.37 [ *oxxx 0.92 0.89
creates a climate open to asking questions 57 1.54 | %% x> x 1.14 1.07
fairly considers students’ suggestions 57 1.49 | **xxxx 1.06 1.01
displays a good understanding of the material 57 1.54 [ #xxxxx 1.33 1.27
makes sufficient office hours available 55 131 | %% %% 0.92 0.80
is punctual and makes up for cancelled classes | |57  1.49 | % xxxxx 1.22 1.14
overall teaching ability is excellent 57 153 | *xxwrx 0.90 0.88
THE LABORATORY 55 0.78 [ %%
work is instructive and relevant 55 093 | *xxx 0.70 0.61
work is well timed to the lectures 55 091 | *xxx 0.58 0.50
manual is useful 53 0.55 | ** 0.47 0.41
instructor(s) is competent and helpful 55 073 | *** 0.50 0.52
THE PROJECT 21 0.84 | ***
is of appropriate length 21 062 | ** 0.69 0.67
contributes to understanding relevant material 20 0.70 | *xxx 0.90 0.90
is intellectually challenging 20 1.20 | *xxxx 0.98 0.93
THE TUTORIALS 20 0.79 | %%+
are instructive 20 0.80 | >+ 0.64 0.68
are well organized 19 074 | **x 0.58 0.58
instructor is competent and clear 19 084 | *** 0.70 0.68

Class N number of respondents to the question

Class Average  sum of individual responses to the question divided by Class N
CSc Average sum of Class Average for all CSc classes where at least one person responded to the
question, divided by the number of such classes

Survey Average sum of Class Average for all classes in the survey where at least one person respond-
ed to the question, divided by the number of such classes

Please note that CSc and Survey Average are weighted per class, not per respondent




SENG 265
D. GERMAN
FALL 2002

Dr. German is one of the best profs | have had. He has high expectations
and he is willing to be there to help us get there, no matter what it takes. |
feel I have learned a great deal. | wish he were teaching next semester too!
Thankx for everything.

Daniel is a competent and well organized instructor. | think many teachers
could probably teach this course, but it is Daniel’s open-door policy and extra-
time he puts into the course that makes him stand above other teachers.
Many times | have gone to see him outside office hours and each time he has
welcomed me in and answered my questions. He truly cares for his students.
His assignments/midterms are extremely hard though! | will know my stuff
when | finish this though.

Daniel German is the best Computer Science Instructor | have ever had. He
makes his classes interesting while still covering a lot of material. | wish | had
him as an instructor for all my classes. Coming to his class is a joy.

D. German has a positive attitude which makes coming to class a treat.

It would be nice if we can work in team 3 or 4. | really like the way the
assignment prepared.

The work load was too heavy.
Dr. German’s teaching was excellent.

Daniel was a great teacher and will recommend him to other students.

The instructor openly stated he’s here to research and doesn't like to teach,
and that makes baby jesus cry.

| was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments. - 27 responses



Faculty of Engineering
Course Evaluation Questionnaire

MAJOR OR INTENDED MAJOR:
Computer Engineering
Electrical Engineering : i

Mechanical Engineering
Other

COMMENTS
Your comments about the course instructor, the course content, the laboratory, or any other aspect of the

course are most welcome. These comments are provided to the course instructor after the final grades
are submitted. The instructor may elect to provide copies of the comments to the Department Chair and/or
the Dean of Engineering, and can also choose to include the comments from a course in his or her teaching
dossier. In each case, all comments submitted for that course must be included. Comments are not typed
before they are given to the course instructor unless you check the appropriate box below in which case the
original form will be destroyed after typing. :

D I was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments.

L] Please type my comments before they are given to the course instructor.
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Faculty of Engineering
Course Evaluation Questionnaire Cra

MAJOR OR INTENDED MAJOR:
Computer Science

Computer Engineering
Electrical Engineering
Mechanical Engineering
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“ COMMENTS : R L s
Your comments about the course instructor, the course content, the laboratory, or any other aspect of the

course are most welcome. These comments are growded tothe course instructor after the final g_l;ade
are submitted. ‘The instructor may elect to provide copies of the comments to the Department Chair and/or. -

the Dean of Engineering, and can also choose to include the comments from a course in his or her teaching
dossier._ In each case, all comments submitted for that course must be included. Comments aré not typed
before they are given to the course instructor unless you check the appropriate box below in whxch case the
original form will be destroyed after typing.

D I was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments.

L_—] Please type my comments before they are given to the course instructor.
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Faculty of Engmeermg
Course Evaluation Questionnaire -

MAJQR ORINTENDED MAJOR:
Computer Science

Computer Enginéering _ o )
Electrical Englneenng . - . n Lo . . - g - , :
Mechanical Eiiginderin ST R Caecing,
Other Fsroﬂaaoay‘

Your comments about the course instructor, the course content, the laboratory, or any other aspect of the

course are most welcome.' These comments are prowded to the coursé instructor after thé final g;_-ades

are submitted. The-instructor may electto provide copies of the comments to the- Department Chair-and/or -
the Dean of Engineering, and can also choose to include the comments from a course in his or her teaching
dossier. In each case, all comments submitted for that course must be included. Comments are not typed
before they are given to the course instructor unless you check the appropriate box below in whlch case the
original form will be destroyed after typing.

D I was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments.

I:I Please type my comments before they are given to the course instructor.
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Facultyidfﬁﬁgineering
Course Evaluation Questionnaire

mari

__MAJOR OR INTENDED MAJOR:
/«¢’€6§pufer Scierice -

-
T Comper Ergieeing
_Electrical Engmeermg :
Mechanical Erigineering
Other

" COMMENTS s S o
Your comments about the course instructor, the course content, the laboratory, or any other aspect of the

course are most welcome. These ¢comments are provxded ‘to the course instructor ‘after ghe final grades

are submitted. - The instructor may elect to provide copies of-the comments to the Department Chair-and/or .
the Dean of Engineering, and can also choose to include the comments from a course in his or her teaching
dossier. In each case, all comments submitted for that course must be included. Comments are not ti'ped
before they are given to the course instructor unless you check the appropnate box below in which case the
original form will be destroyed after typing. :

D I was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments.

D Please type my comments before they are given to the course instructor.
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Facilty of Engiricering
Coirse Evaluation Questionnaire S retg

MAJOR OR INTENDED MAJOR:

W

Electncal Engxneenng .. ‘ L . o
Mechanical Enginéering ’ o ' : '
Other BRI T PR

"COMMENTS A o : BLOCTLIY mnne 9ois
Your comments about the course instructor, the course content, the laboratory, or any other aspect of the

course are most welcome.” These comments are provided €o‘the course ‘instructor after:thé final grades
are submitted. -The instructor may elect to provide copies.of the comments to the Department Chair and/or
the Dean of Engineering, and can also choose to include the comments from a course in his or her teaching
dossier. In each case, all comments submitted for that course must be included. Comments ‘are not typed
before they are given to the course instructor unless you check the appropriate box below in whlch case the
original form will be destroyed after typing. :

I:' I was satisfied with this course and have no detailed comments.

D Please type my comments before they are given to the course instructbr.
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