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1. The course objectives were clearly stated. 19 5.3% |0.0% |5.3% |26.3%|42.1%|21.1%|4.63 |5.10
2. The course objectives were net. 19 5.3% (0.0% |10.5%(26.3%|36.8%(21.1%|4.53 |[5.04
3. The course content was well organized. 18 11.1%(0. 0% |11.1%]|16.7%|27.8%|33.3%(4.50 |4.95
4. The course materials were helpful in neeting course objectives. 19 21.1%(0.0% |10.5%]|10.5%|26.3%|31. 6%(4.16 |4.87
5. Assignnents and exans reflected what was covered in the course. 19 0.0% |5.3% |5.3% |21.1%|36.8%|31.6%|4.84 |5.01
6. | learned a great deal in this course. 19 15. 8%(10. 5%|10. 5%|15. 8%|21. 1%|26. 3%(3. 95 |4.85
7. Overall, this was an effective course. 19 10.5%|(10. 5%|15. 8%|15. 8%(21. 1%(26. 3%|4. 05 |4.86
Conmposite score: 4.38 Subj ect conposite score: 4.95

1. The instructor was organi zed. 19 5.3% |0.0% |15.8%|5.3% |47.4%|26.3%|4.68 |5.02
2. The instructor denonstrated thorough know edge of the subject. 19 0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |5.3% |31.6%|63.2%|5.58 |5.28
3. The instructor presented course content effectively. 19 5.3% |10.5%|5.3% |15.8%|42.1%|21.1%|4.42 |4.81
4. The instructor created/ supported a classroom environment that was |19 0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |0.0% |57.9%|42.1%|5.42 |5.11
respectful .

5. As appropriate, the instructor encouraged questions and opinions. 19 0.0% |0.0% |5.3% |5.3% |42.1%|47.4%|5.32 |5.09

6. The instructor was available for consultation with students. 19 5.3% [0.0% |0.0% |10.5%|42.1%|42.1%(5.11 |5.11

7. Overall, this was an effective instructor. 19 0.0% |0.0% |10.5%]26.3%|26.3%|36.8%|4.89 |4.94

Conposite score: 5.06 Subj ect conposite score: 5.05

N = nunber of responses

SD = Strongly Di sagree (response val ue 1)
D = Di sagree (response val ue 2)

MD
MA = MIdly Agree (response val ue 4)

M1l dly Disagree (response val ue 3)

A = Agree (response val ue 5)
SA = Strongly Agree (response val ue 6)
S. Avg = Subj ect-w de Average for this item

DI SCLAI MER: Subj ect conposite scores are current as of the date of this report, but may
be revised if additional feedback forns are processed.

Li st two things about the course content, materials or design that were effective for your |learning, or make constructive




suggestions for inprovenent.

Needed nore "real world" exanples. Hel ps give notivation for each type of distribution, etc.

Lots of what was taught in class was not necessary for the assignnents. Those who are non-math grad. students didn't find all
the extra info. helpful.

'"How to do the homework was often left to the student. | think this should be swapped. Teach the students 'how and |eave
sone of the extra stuff for those who really want to know.

a better book
nore hel pful exanpl es

I didn't feel like | was inforned enough about how the class worked, the content itself was explained clearly, but | was never
sure where | was supposed to be in terms of homework at what time. | would also recomrend now giving so much homework the | ast
class before a test when that material going to be covered on the test. | found that to be very frustrating. | didn't feel |
had enough tine to really understand the new stuff and review the older stuff too. A couple problemwould have been okay, but
there always seened to be really big assignnents the class before the test. | did like that the professor was easily avail able
to answer questions.

The notation in the text does not match the notation in the lectures. The lectures were not easily nmatched to sections in the
book, yet all homework and test questions were taken fromthe book.

The naterial is presented very rapidly, which is fine. However, requiring students to nenorize a plethora of identities and
tricks is not the best way to teach. As Einstein said, "Why would | remenber something I can | ook up."

The material was very confusing and there were hard concepts to grasp. The book was not good at explaining howto do it. And
the fact that the class was once a week for three hours long didn't help either. This was one of the hardest classes |'ve ever
t aken.

the notation he used was different than the book which made the new material hard to pick up

RASSOUL- AGHA, FI RAS: List two things about this instructor that were effective for your |earning, or make constructive
suggestions for inprovenent.

It was frustrating and distracting to follow along and then have to go back 20 minutes worth of work to fix sonething.

He was very willing to help anytine. | liked that he | earned everyone's nane. He really did care about us and wanted us to do
well. M only suggestion for inprovement would be that the instructor should have given us nore breaks, or one |onger break.
It is too hard to pay attention sitting in one hard chair for three hours straight.

the instructor was not organi zed enough to break it into sinple terns. he was so scatter brained and junped fromone thing to
the next way to often. i did love his passion or math though. that is what kept ne in the class. i could tell he loved this and
had a thorough know edge of the subject. But he needs to take it a little slower and ask for clarifying questions throughout
his lectures to make sure students are understanding.

Even though | will be getting a poor grade, that is because | never did any of the homework assignments. The instructor did an
excellent job. | would recommend his course to anyone and gladly take any of his other courses.

See previous conment.

Also | found it difficult to do big homework assignnents at the same tinme we were supposed to be studying for tests (including
the final).

Instructure tends to rush through material. Need to spend nore tine on the fundinentals and | eave the advanced materil for HW
probl ens.

your class lectures
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