CAS SPRING-2016 IR/RN/P0O561/561/589 Al/A1/Al

PROFESSOR Jeremy Menchik

NUMBER OF STUDENTS RESPONDING: 18

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED: 20

PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS RESPONDING: 90

STATISTICS REFLECT FREQUENCY OF RESPONSES
I. SECTION A: COURSE EVALUATION

1. RELEVANCE OF ASSIGNED READINGS { (1) LOW TO
(5) HIGH]

2. DIFFICULTY OF COURSE [ (1) EASY TO (5)
DIFFICULT]

3. WORKLOAD IN COURSE [ (1) LIGHT TO (5) HEAVY]

4. OVERALL RATING OF DISCUSSION INSTRUCTOR
(IF APPLICABLE)

5. OVERALL RATING OF LAB INSTRUCTOR (IF
APPLICABLE)

6. USEFULNESS OF ASSIGNMENTS AND PAPERS

7. OVERALL COURSE RATING

II. SECTION B: FACULTY EVALUATION

8. EFFECTIVENESS IN EXPLAINING CONCEPTS

9. ABILITY TO STIMULATE INTEREST IN SUBJECT

10. ENCOURAGEMENT OF CLASS PARTICIPATION

11. FATRNESS IN GRADING

12. PROMPTNESS IN RETURNING ASSIGNMENTS

13, QUALITY OF FEEDBACK TO STUDENTS

1

£

. AVAILABILITY OUTSIDE OF CLASS

15. OVERALL RATING OF INSTRUCTOR

16. WERE THE GRADING CRITERIA CLEARLY STATED

Mon Jun 20 16:08:47 2016
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CAS SPRING-2016 IR/RN/P0O561/561/58% Al/Al/Al

PROFESSOR Jeremy Menchik

NUMBER OF STUDENTS RESPONDING: 18

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED: 20

PERCENT OF ENROLLED STUDENTS RESPONDING: 90

STATISTICS REFLECT PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES
I. SECTION A: COURSE EVALUATION

1. RELEVANCE OF ASSIGNED READINGS [(1) LOW TO
(5) HIGH]

2, DIFFICULTY OF COURSE [(1) EASY TO (5)
DIFFICULT]

3. WORKLOAD IN COURSE [(1) LIGHT TO (5) HEAVY}

4., OVERALL RATING OF DISCUSSION INSTRUCTOR
(IF APPLICABLE)

5. OVERALL RATING OF LAB INSTRUCTOR (IF
APPLICABLE)

6. USEFULNESS OF ASSIGNMENTS AND PAPERS
7. OVERALL COURSE RATING

II. SECTION B: FACULTY EVALUATION

8. EFFECTIVENESS IN EXPLAINING CONCEPTS

9. ABILITY TO STIMULATE INTEREST IN SUBJECT
10. ENCOURAGEMENT OF CLASS PARTICIPATION

11. FATRNESS IN GRADING

12. PROMPTNESS IN RETURNING ASSIGNMENTS

13, QUALITY OF FEEDBACK TO STUDENTS

14. AVAILABILITY OUTSIDE OF CLASS

15, OVERALL RATING OF INSTRUCTOR

16. WERE THE GRADING CRITERIA CLEARLY STATED

Mon Jun 20 16:08:47 2016
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Course Number: % AlS | IR 5 6 ‘ Saection: /“\\ }
Course Title: Lade rmeshioa ( Kolertio Lo
instructor: /VL( ol , v -
e :;?ﬁ 510 * Bxampl f‘”% ' © e ©
O
Course Evaluation Soor
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......ccccoiiiiiiiinnininiinnenn. ORROIRO)
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........cccorviiimcrrriiiiiiie O @ &
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy].......cccoiiiieicnii e, OONRO)
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)........c.ccccvvvimmrririreennnne OROONO,
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccccoorvmviniinciiiincnen, O o 6 @
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.......ccccoemiinninincnnns e O o 66 @
7. Overall course rating........ccceeiirrci oo 6 @
Faculty Evaluatio boor
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts........cccovmiimminicn e, ONROIRO)
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........coccoini N @ &
10. Encouragement of class participation............ccovivinnnnne OONO,
11. Fairness in grading.....ccoeeimrivensmecermc e s o o ®
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........ccccceecnismmnsinncnn O 6 ®
13. Quality of feedback to students..........ccovcerrienninn DEROREO RO
14. Availability outside of Class.......ccciiii O o 6 @
15. Overall rating of INSrUCTON ..o O o 66 @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated............ccccvvvrvvnnnniinnis OROIRONRD!
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course Evaluation

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].....ccccoomnniiiiicnnnniinnn %;ﬁ @ ® i\:mgw

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].......cccooviniciiinnicinninn, o @ G

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl......cccccoiinimmimcnnn, ORONEO

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........ccoosiiiiiiinniinnns @ @ &

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)......c....cconvmmmmnmr, ORRONRE)

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers........c.cocverierncseninc s, o @ ¢

7. Overall course rating........c.oocvriiiiriennin i OBONO)]
Faculty Evaluation Soor

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepis.......ccovniiis OO NG,

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject..........c.cooirni ORROIEE)
10. Encouragement of class participation...........cccccviin ONONON MO
11. Fairness in grading......c.cccoeeiieiiiiiiniinnnin s s OONON TRO
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........cccoociviiiniinninnnenenees ONONON  J6
13. Quality of feedback to students...........ccooniininnc e o @ 6 O @
14. Availability outsSide OF ClasS........ouieoreecnnm e s @D @ @ ©
15. Overall rating of INStrUCtor........ccciiniini v, O 0 6 @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated.........ccooorreniiiiiiiiviiiin. O o 6 @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course Evaluation

1.

N o oo s e N

10.
1.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]........ccccoiiiimnnnniiinnne
Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]......cceeviviiimminninniii s
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]......ooovmiiiiiicniiiiiniiinen,
Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).......c..ccccciviinnnnnnn.
Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)........ccccvvmimeininiinii,
Usefulness of assignments and papers....ccccccceiciinisnniinimnis e,

Overall course rating.........cccoooiiiii i

ulty Evaluation

Effectiveness in explaining concepis.......ccoiccimmmrmmmmni o
Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........oviiiviii
Encouragement of class participation.........cceeovimreiciiiiiiiin
Fairness in grading.......ccccoveceecmiiniiinnni i s
Promptness in returning assignments.......cceeeeeiiniinnonn

Quality of feedback to students........ccccooinin s

Availability outside of Class........ccooreiiinin .

Overall rating of iINSErUCION ...

Were the grading criteria clearly stated..........cccoeeeiiiiinnc,
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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(AHTATTNRIRTIY -

5 (0 Section:
* Use #2 Pencil, Blue or Bl: nk Pen only
* iake DARI Marks
TExample: (1) @ © @ ©
Semester/Year: E }
Course Evaluation , N
Poor Excellent
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......c..ccccciviiiinnniiiiinnnnn, ONOEONON -}
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].......cccceciiiiiiiinniiiiiiiiiiii e, OO IRE ®
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy].....c.o.ooiiiiiiimmmmnniiniinceen O @ & 2 ©
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).........coecneriininnnnn O o 66 6 6
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........cccoviiiiiniinecinnn. o @ & @ 6
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.......cccoerrinniiiiinnneee e o o 66 @
7. Overall course rating........cccooiiiniiin O 0 6 @
Faculty Evaluation Boor
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts........cccvnniiinnnnincnns Q)
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject...........cocvrii 0,
10. Encouragement of class participation.........ccocconiiinimmmninnnnineennnn, 0
11. Fairness in grading.....coccccovviinniinicemmmmmmmssssssssssss s 0]
12. Promptness in returning assignments........ccccoovvviiinnnnineccnens O
13. Quality of feedback to students..........curivrniii Q)
14. AVailability OULSIAE OF CIASS..........eeeererssssccsssssesssssssseesessesssssssssssssssssssssssessses ®
15. Overall rating of iNSTrUCtOr ..., O]
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated...........ccccoovinniiininnnicnncee O,
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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ATSEe e g : AL v i Jse #7 Peneid
Instructor: M@J \(z’/ I )// K‘(J IQ, ] [orr, ] " Make DARE Marles
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# Example: (1) ) 5 @ 6

Semester/Year C:(k)} s LOHp o
\ \j

Course Evaluation

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]....ccccccoviiiiiiinns ?’izm o @
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccccevviiiiiiminnninii, OONE;
3. Workload in course [(1) light t0 (5) heavy].........cccoviiiiiiiinnniiiniii e O @ ©
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)...........cccoeviiiivennnnnnn. o © G
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccccceiviiiiniiinii, ONONO)
6. Usefulness of assignments and Papers........veiniiinnmsee s, O 0 G
7. Overall course rating.........ccovviiininiinm OORRO)] G
Fact géy Evaluation Poor Exosllent
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts........ccccminiininiiii e, o o 6 @G
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject...........coccvrciin O O 66 @
10. Encouragement of class participation............cooceoiinnniiinincn, OOIRONO.
11. Fairness in grading......c.ccuvmmmnncninc OIOONO)
12. Promptness in refurning assignments..............coooiiiiiimnnnennnnccnrncnisinnn o, o o 6 @
13. Quality of feedback to students.........cccccoiiiiminme s OO0
14. Availability outside of class.........ccviiniiin OOIRONO,
15. Overall rating of INSrUCTON....c.co i, ONOONO,
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated..........cccoviiiniinn, O @ 6 @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:

NI -

WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course Number CIA|S \ 2 6 CQ \ Section:
Course Title: Fe\\ CAOOY ¢ 2
Instructor: Me)ﬁg(“/hl ke

Semesiar/Year: (:3 \)r\ A U\ 20 l Lo
J

Course Evaluation

Po Excellen

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].....cc.cccvvnrieiiiccnncnen. {};;M @ © @z ﬁii "

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccccceerriiiiciiiinicir e, H o 6 @ B

3. Workload in course [(1) light 0 (5) heavy].....cccooiriiircmrcnnnnccrn e e OO @ ©®

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........ccccccevnininrninnnnne. O o 6@ @ 6

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)...........cccovvnniinniiinnncnnnenn, o o 6 @ ®

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers........c.ociiinimiinn, O © 6 O @&

7. Overall course rating..........ccoovivinmn O @ 6 @O @
Facu é%@; Evaluation Poor Excellent

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........ccocvcoiciininiiinnnnnnsnins O @ 6 O @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject..........ccocviviniiniii OOONON
10. Encouragement of class participation.........cccvccevvecieeen i OOON O
11. Fairness in grading.......ccconcec s O © 6 @ @
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........cccccevvnnniinnnnnnene. O o 6@ w @
13. Quality of feedback to students...........cocvveriiicini o o 6 @ @
14. Availability outside of Class..........ccvviniininnn o @ 66 @ @
15. Overall rating of iINStrUCtOr......ccciviiiii OONONON |
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated.........c..cccooiniiiiiininin o o 6 G @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course Title:

Instructor:

5,

Semester/Year:

Course Evaluation

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......ccccvimniiiiiniiinnnnnnn. fj;m @ G
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]......cccccererriiiiiniiniiis OO,
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl........ccoovimmmiiiiiiiiinrnn, OO,
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).............cceveeiriiiinnnnn. D@ @
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)........ccocoocvniniiiinniinnnncc, ) )
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers...........cccoevimmn, OGO
7. Overall course rating.......cccovniimmnecinnns O @O ®
Faculty Evaluation boor Ecoliont
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.......ccociiiiniicnsns O 0 @ @
9. Ability to stimulate interest in sSUDJECE.......ccoceriiii O @O ® @
10. Encouragement of class participation............coeeiiiiiiniiniinn i O @ @ @
11. Fairness in grading........cccccervinimmisseien s OONON -
12. Promptness in returning assignments...............ocivnimmmeenncnnn ® @0 & @
13. Quality of feedback o students..........cccrirviiini @ @ 6 @
14. Availability outside of Class.......cccrniiin O @ 6 @
15. Overall rating of INSErUCTOr.......coimi o @ 6@ O @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated............ccooovvcni ONOEON  TO)
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:

WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Section:

Course Evaluation

Poor Excellent

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].....ccceeoiiiiiiinniinnn. n @ 6 @ @&
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]....cceevemreciiii s o @ & @ ©
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy].......occooeviiniininie e, O @ @ O G
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).......cccccvniiniirnnnnnnn. OONONONO)]
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)..........c.ccorninininiiiinnn O o 6 @ 6
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers........ccccvenniiinnninn, O @ 6 @ @
7. Overall COUrse rating........ocueeeieniesennee s o o 6. @O @

Faculty Evaluation Soor
8. Effectiveness in explaining Concepts.........coovimiiiiins s, OO,
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject........ccooirni O @ &

10. Encouragement of class participation......c...ccocevvinnc OONO,

11. Fairness in grading....c.ccccoeeiiiiinninenis e OIRONE.

12. Promptness in returning assignments...........ccccoicnnnn, OO

13. Quality of feedback to students.......cccovrviiiinn OO,

14. Availability outside of Class......ccccoiniic o ®

15. Overall rating of iINStruCtOr......ovvivreri D o & @

16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated...........ccvrinnnn ONOOON
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:

WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Semestaer/Year: (;,] //7 CA‘//;#’

Course Evaluation

Poor Excelisnt
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]....c.cccooviiiiniiniinncn O @ & @ @
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccocriririmmimmminin, OO, @\ @ ®
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl......cccooionnnmnnccnre e, o @ fH © G
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).......ccccceiiniiiinninnnnn, @O o & @ é@
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccocccciiiiiiiiiiniii, o o 6 & G
6. Usefulness of assignments and Papers. ..., ORROIO) g@ &
7. Overall course rating........ccuerceeeecinnier A @ 6 @ .@
Faculty Evaluation Soor Ecellont
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts. ... O @ @ @ &
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject..........coiiinni s O @
10. Encouragement of class participation.........ccccoooiiniiiimnnnnnni e D @
11. Fairness in grading....c..cccoveeriiinssinnnmnrs s s ssssstesnes OO
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........ccccoinonn, o @
13. Quality of feedback to students.........ccooccniniin o @
14. Availability outside of Class......ccciviiin OO
15. Overall rating of INSErUCTOr......coiiiiic D @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated.........cccoomvrriiiiiiiininiciie O @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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ester/Year: S(Qf‘i‘f\n 2 bl 6 | Chamle O © © @ ©
rse Evaluation Poor Excellent
Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].........coovmminniiniiinnnine ONONONON |
Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........cccccovvcimimiinninnnie o e 6 @& ©
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]......ccccoeviiinniinmc e o o 6 & ©
Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)........c.ccccoomvrninniininnns OOONONN
Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ocovieieiiiiiiiinnine e, ONOONONNO)]
Usefulness of assignments and papers.........ccecninnn s, o0 6 @ @
Overall course rating.......cccoeecemriiimmin e OONONON |
o e o ° o
Faculty Evaluation ,
Poor Excellent
Effectiveness in explaining concepts......ccoviiiimiiimmimcicccccn e O @ & @ @
Ability to stimulate interest in subject........coorrn ONONONON |
Encouragement of class participation..........ccccoinernnivniiinins ONONONON. |
Fairness in grading........ccooviiin i OONONEON |
Promptness in returning assignments.........cccccoiiinoin, o 66 @O @
Quality of feedback to students.........cccvrrni ONONONON |
Availability outside of Class.......ccevieeinrnnnini OONONONN |
Overall rating of INSIrUCLOr ... s ONONONON ' |
Were the grading criteria clearly stated.............occovvimmmmnnni OONONONN |
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNE§_SES of the course and of the Instructor:

TW M‘CJ‘- (‘/’m‘oi’vx'sfs on I?Izm * C?ﬂl\\“{(it‘mi/‘/

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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ations MANRINTCNY

L9300

B

e
W

Course Mumber CAS i Section:
Dourse Title: &(’& ‘\; 1A , )
A < Use #2 Penci
nstructor: ) ev e eny # iake DARK Marks
N ) v Q ¢ E Hxample: {:é ) «J:} {:;/} 0
Semester/Year: DY TR T 5
{ )
Course Evaluation i
Poor
Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]....coeccciriiiinniiiinnnns OO,

Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]......cccccmmniins W @
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]......cooooeiiv e OO

N o 9 ko b=

Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).......ccooveriiiinincnnn O @
Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).......ccoovvriinniis OO,
Usefulness of assignments and papers..........cccoimnniin .. o @O ©® )
Overall course rating........oovveevrnrninnini O o 6 O @
Faculty Evaluation Soor
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts..........cviinniinimmin s O @ G
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject...........cccoon OO
10. Encouragement of class participation.........ccoviinnnnn, O @ &
11. Fairness in grading......ccccoreiniiinnimnnsi s ONOIRE
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........cccconinnisiininiininn, OOIRO.
13. Quality of feedback {o students.........cocociinin 0 @ &
14. Availability outside of Class.......ccccorviinic O @ ©® (5)
15. Overall rating of INStrUCKOr........cciiirc ONONO. &)
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated........ccccoerriis OOONO]

wr
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Course NMumber: CIA|S P O 5 8 ol Section: A l
Course Title: MOdQ(ﬂ Qﬁl)lg )‘O‘(\ Olhc\ | [
nstructor: M €N O}'\} CK
Semester/Year: Spr\nc)\ Z_Ui\O

Course Evaluation

Poor Excellent

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......ccoeiiiiniininnnn o o0 6 @ @

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].......cccuvmniiini, ONONONONN ' |

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]........ccccoiniiii, O e 6 @& ©®

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)...........cconiiinnnininns O @ 6@ ® 6

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).....c..cccoimniiinnn D @ e @ G

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers........ccevcemrsininiie, oo 6 @ ©

7. Overall Course rating.....ooceriniinnn “ @ o @ @
Faculty Evaluation Soor Eeoliont

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........civniiniiiiin OONONON '

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject........cooooii OONONON |
10. Encouragement of class participation........ccccnirn, OOONONE |
11. Fairness in grading.....c..cceviimmneirimnnsnnsni s O @ 6 @O @
12. Promptness in returning assignments..........cccon, OIOONON ' |
13. Quality of feedback o students.......c.ccvrcrriiinnnc o o0 6 @ @
14. Availability outside of Class......ccorvmniinin OONONON |
15. Overall rating of iINStrUCOr.......cociiminnin o o 6 @O @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated..........ccconmniiiii, ONONONON ;|
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:

amazing Knowiedge of §uye and Intrediie dbility 1o explain
complicated fopics, Wiling o go alove and beyond fo-engure siudent
understanding of couise content, Very personable, eogy 10 approach
and ask questions o, captivahing KI*M{{F;dﬂdJUJfOVCWﬂlgr(q+

profegsor

WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:

~

GENERAL COMMENTS:

one of the best professors Ive had at Buy great guy
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Dourse Title:

Instructor: ) (Ot / \/\(» e M(, }/\ ¥ Wlake DARK Marks
- # Woareyryrey o Y 7oy, G g
_ o S g ) y Ly Example: (1) @) ¢ @ &
Semester/Yaar: \/)f by € /Y
q s

) C
Course Mumber: ClA|S \\ \/Q J
T <o ) ‘
J\ \»!1)\ {/‘ Ve “// 1 ‘ ! () ‘/ U

!
4

!

(FVRRRTANOD -

e #2 Pencil, Blue or Black I

Course Evaluation

N o o ko bdb-=

Fa
8.
9.

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15,

16.

Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]
Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]
Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)
Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)
Usefulness of assignments and papers

Overall CoUrse rating...cccouviiriiiiinniiiriisssnirr s

culty Evaluation

Effectiveness in explaining concepts
Ability to stimulate interest in subject
Encouragement of class participation
Fairness in grading........ccoommiiimmn s
Promptness in returning assignments
Quality of feedback to students.........ccciviniiiniin
Availability outside of class........c.coeiiiiiinnmc
Overall rating of INSErUCLOr.....c.ccconeen s

Were the grading criteria clearly stated

-------------------------------------------------

.............................................................

-------------------------------------------------------------

..................................... O @ 6
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:

WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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B o g o el g oy e o B o e o % o o | 5 g om o e
Department of International Relations
Course / Facully Evaluation
. B By ' ,
Course Number: CIAIS R M s
o . . [ .
' 1 Jse #2 Pencil, Blue or Black Ink Pen only ¥
Instructor:  Yrofessy Manchik * Migke DARK Marks i
A T S J (Y s ‘ . e, M%‘% fj"’% ff*"f"
\ O & 0 6 ©
Semester/Year G Qols k
A
5 P, B g g w ool o 2
Course Evaluation «
Paor
Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]......cccccoirviiiinnnninnnnns H @ ©®

Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult]........ccccciiiimiininiciie 0]
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavy]......ccccoiiiiiiiiin e, D

N o g kDb

Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable).......c.cc.ccvcniiiiviiininnnnnn. 0]
Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)...........cconiiiiinn Q)
Usefulness of assignments and Papers.......coiiniininesees e ) ®
Overall course rating.........cocvccrinimm e Q) @ @

Faculty Evaluation

8. Effectiveness in explaining conCepts......ccccviimemreniiiiniiiinim e, i:%% o
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject...........cccoivm, o @ ©
10. Encouragement of class participation.........cccoriiic, O @ ©®
11, Fairness in grading.........cccccvinmimin i OONO)]
12. Promptness in returning assignments...........ooviiiiiiiiinces i, O O &
13. Quality of feedback to students........ccccvriiiini O @ &
14. Availability outside of Class.........coiii D @ ®
15. Overall rating of iINSEFUCION ... OO
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated.........occovmmrriiiii, o o 6 @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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C AlS Soction

Course Title: (L S\

* Use #2Z Pencil, Blue or Black Ink Pen only
? ’ *
instructor:  Or. Mona\G | * Make DARK Marks %
‘ *Example: () @ @ @ 6 ‘
Semester/Year: dpvipe Mo ' k
' 0

Course Evaluation

Pror
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].........ccooeniiiiniiininnnn %M @)
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].....ccccccevriiiniciinicciees OO
3. Workload in course [(1) light {0 (5) heavy].......ccccriviniimmnninsicne e, D@
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)........cccocvvveninncnn, o ©
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable)..........ccccceiiiiniinnnr, OO
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers..........cccvcviiiniinnnniinnnnnnnn, O @
7. Overall course rating.........covvrvennsncncn ORRO;
Faculty Evaluation Boor
8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts.........cccccvvinninninninnnicncnninnnnns O @
9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........ccccevininiinin O @
10. Encouragement of class participation........cccccv e O @
11. Fairness in grading.........cocveriniennininn s O @
12. Promptness in returning assignments...........cceevvnininninnnnnn s o @
13. Quality of feedback to students...........ccccuvrrinirininin OO,
14. Availability outside of class........cccevreercncn s, O @
15. Overall rating of INStructor..........ccccnini O 0 6 @
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated...........c.ccccininiiin, @ 6 @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:

GENERAL COMMENTS:
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1

Course Evaluation

Usefulness of assignments and papers

Overall course rating............cooeeerriennnnn.

Faculty Evaluation

8.

9.
10.
1.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

Fairness in grading......ccccvvvviervcnnrnnnennnnns
Promptness in returning assignments..

Quality of feedback to students.............

Overall rating of instructor.....................

Were the grading criteria clearly stated

Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high]........cceevviiiiinnniincnnnins
Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficult].......ccccccovrrviiinininii,
Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl.......ccovviiiiimmimmn,
Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)........ccccccciiiiniiinennnnnn,

Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).......ccccoocciiiiciiiiiinnn,

-----------------------------------------------------------

Effectiveness in explaining concepis........ccoccvmveeemmicrrcrnce
Ability to stimulate inferest in subject.........c.ccoiiimi

Encouragement of class participation........cccccccinviicniiinnnno,

-----------------------------------------------------------

Availability outside of class.........cconmiiiin
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® @ G
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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Department
Cour.

: Mumt S \ LS 6 ‘ Section:
Course Title: P\Ua“"\) 2 |oMuaab oral filatond
Instructor: TJover nupchite
Semester/Year: U (KFA”E 2016

Course Evaluation

Poor Excellent

1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low to (5) high].......ccccecriniiriiiinecnnnnne. OO O

2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy t0 (5) difficult]........ccoorrrevciriccrrr e oo 6 & ©

3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) heavyl.....ccoeooiirinerccee e e ONONON MO

4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)........c..ccouvevnirinnennnnnnn, h @ & & 6

5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).......c.cccocceviririiicciieircrcccieeen O @ & @ ¢

6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.........c.cceirmneninninsnscnsesencnens O] %j; OO

7. Overall course rating.......ccccourririnmicnr s o o 6 @ G
Faculty Evaluation Soor Evoeliont

8. Effectiveness in explaining concepts........cccoovviiiin i o @ o @ @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in subject.........coccveivirinncnn, OONONON |
10. Encouragement of class participation.........ccovecireienncicescns e n o & @ @
11. Fairness in grading..........ccvvieiniinin s o O 6 & ©
12. Promptness in returning assignments...........ccoceniiiiininnn, o o o @& ©
13. Quality of feedback to students..........cccooriniiniiinini O o & @ G
14. Availability outside of class.........cccccreriiincnnc ONONON O
15. Overall rating of INSHrUCLON.........cciiiiicc e nH o o @ 6
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated............cooovnininiininiinnn, OONON IO
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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national Relations

/
Course Number:, }/ ] R» 6 (O \ Section: A (
Course Title: /Z Lémrz 4 Ipteniedanal Rl -

instructor: W//L{'M/ Z
Semes %mw%wg’)MV)? 2016

¥ Hoxam pﬁ@: {’g} o 6 @ &

Course Evaluation Boor Ecoliont
1. Relevance of assigned readings [(1) low t0 (5) high].....ccccvererrrrnsressenineenas O, W @
2. Difficulty of course [(1) easy to (5) difficUlt].......cccoerereecerrecrsenrervieceeeeens ) ® O©
3. Workload in course [(1) light to (5) NeaVY]....cccesivvereerrerererseees s 0 @ ©
4. Overall rating of discussion instructor (if applicable)..........cccvveeersercecenrunnns M @ /@/‘
5. Overall rating of lab instructor (if applicable).........ccveveiiciiinesieceecceeeee e 0 @ ®
6. Usefulness of assignments and papers.........cocceemeeeiecseissmsessessesensssessssssenes ) @ @

7. OVerall CoUrse rating.......ccccuemerieriurinrcrsersereressessrnsesressessessesseesessesessessssassassenns 1) @ @

gﬁ%%’?}; Evaluation Poor Excellent

8. Effectiveness in explaining CONCEPLS.......ccecerreccrerresennnninrenisssssssssesesessnenans W @O 6 @ @

9. Ability to stimulate interest in SUBJEC.......cccecrrrerieerree e OONONON )
10. Encouragement of class participation........c.c.ccuvciiveiercieseesnseseecesese s OO EEONON |
11. Fairness in grading..........ciiiccisses e O @ & @O @
12. Promptness in returning assignments........ovceveeeereiresievresensesesessessssesn e oo 6 o @
13. Quality of feedback to StUHENLS.........ceccvvnirenerierre e e eenas OONONON |
14. Availability outside Of Class.........ccccuiviiincire e OOEEONONN |
15. Overall rating of INSIrUCEON........ccciucieirreccrr e e OONONEONN |
16. Were the grading criteria clearly stated.........ccccerevrrinnrriersinneeesseenseee s O o 6 @ @
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Please comment on:
STRENGTHS of the course and of the Instructor:
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WEAKNESSES of the course and of the Instructor:
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