Report ID: EUSRROQ3

EMORY UNIVERSITY

Databage: SAPRCOD EMORY COLLEGE COURSE AND INSTRUCTCR EVALUATION FALL 2008
Class Number: 4232 Course Name and Section: ENG 383WR 003
Maximum Enrollment: 20 Total Enrolled: 18 Number of Evaluation Forms: 16
Class Expected Grade Major
Freshman A 4 International Studies
Sophomore A- 10 Invalid/Unreadable
Junior 11 B+ 1
Senior 4 B
Graduate B- 1
Non-Degree C+
Unreported/Unreadable 1 C
Total 16 c-
D
Sex D
Male 5 D-
Female 11 r
Unreported/Unreadable s
Total is u
Unreported/Unreadable
Percent Classes Missed Total 16
0 7
1-5% 6 Reason Taking Course
6-10% 1 College Requirement 3
11-15% Major 12
16-20% Prerequisite
21-25% Interested 9
26-30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
61-80%
81-99%
Unreported/Unreadable 2
Total 16
Evaluaticn cf the Course 1 2 3

*How interested were vou in taking this course?

How much
How much
How much
How well
How well

did you learn fxom the course?

did the course challenge and stimulate thinking?
did the course increase interest in the subject?
crganized were individual class gsessions?
organized was the course as a whole?

How valuable were the readings?
How valuable were the assignments?
Were readings and assignments organized into the course?

*Relative
*Relative
*How fast
How fair
How fair
How fair

to other courses, how much work was involved?
to other courses, how hard was this course?
was the pace at which topics were covered?
ware the tests?

were the assignments?

was the instructor's grading?

Weighted Mean Course Evaluation * Omitted from computation

Evaluation of the Instructor

How interested was the instructor in the course material?
Wag instructor concerned with what students were getting?
Did the instructor's teaching style hold your interest?
How clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts?
Were objectives and requirements clearly communicated?
How willing was the instructer to answer guestions?

How well

did the instructor handle questions?

Did the instructor encourage students to axpress ideas?
Was the instructor accessible for individual discussicng?
How interested was the instructor in helping individuals?
How attentive was the instructor during interactions?

Weighted Mean Instructor Evaluation

Overall Weighted Mean
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Total

Page No. 63
Run Date02/04/2008
Run Timel4:15:24

Mean

*7.18
8.56
B.44
8.19
8.25
8.50
8.00
7.50
8.44

*7.50

*6.75

*5.94
7.33
7.38
7.63

8.07

8.44

8.32



" English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date:_ Tall | 3[‘{ !O?
Course: B)%%%C\ WE-00%  Section: Th
Instructor: ?\ . Ctovy d)(.

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor? | o
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2. How could the instructor improve this course? , :
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3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
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6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to? ~
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. English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

[ / - )
Semester and Date: Ve // . 2007

Course: 3¢ 7 UR Section: 002

Instructor: (3 ipm  Ceoxe(

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the i;structor improve this course? ,
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3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Anis, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
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6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?
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English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semestcr and Date: ;’Q ( ZO:}% \Zj@{%‘ﬁf
5 3R WS
= Course: MQCl\Q T\fmp “/ Section:
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1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course? 4
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3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilié, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?
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. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why? L
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. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?

W\ e_m? e¢+¢+~t‘oa3 el Anedt, A | ot
e g rocte i a | “oRS U"\m?@ﬁ:@ L e
=thce | mJ«-l,‘a,\\\( Prspaht~ 15 wsa® 4 (A
dw3T The wmeberal’ gpened md efes oo lov
e c_om(;,&\)%") gt v,aﬂ;m:wj '( oS pr@yrauﬂ}/
~oak a )‘f et

LA A2 = T e “+eache

mosde  FUe.  cofOL



English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation ° '

Semester and Date: W 2008 v
Course: EVLG‘{] 58 A UR: Section: o003
Instructor: W(J -

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?

Wvofegsoy Croead chose 7, dereshra 7 o S
Mmicghﬁﬁ{ engaq vy aﬁ%&hu@ éﬁw?m@f

The assigronestty Onliae (oiil; PHLOG | Truker) really,
Conettcd oUl Cun @ ndestand ng of Ve
Oendepts we Elstygeed . Class .

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iteratic;fxs of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?
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5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesiing and
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6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?
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" English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: ;F"/j}/ 20 O Sg
Course: E Wé:;? g: %{/ @w Sect.ion: 0(53'53
Instructor: ?) Y R Py Qo

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
Vo35 sy ecorh

3. Ofthe novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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4, Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?
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. Whét assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
Why’?
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. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?
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English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: ]&“OL‘[-O%
Course: 5 hg ggc? ‘ \N%@ Section: O3

Instructor: EY’E(M\ Cr ”'C)Yaﬂ

1. What were the strengths of this course and this msh'uctor”
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2. How could the instructot improve this course?
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3. Of'the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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4, Ofthe theory%greawcLuhan B%énllard Virilio, ‘ﬁ{G article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

G 00 wnd 7:)%-\(\( ”ﬂ?\\b
Mﬁjd\ﬁi qut ex\Q\U%r{)cﬂ c,UnC\ ?ﬂﬂ N -

%&Qdf Woued\ =2 c U \mm%& & Shoan o e



. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
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. What were your expectatlons for thi course'? ere they met? In other words, did you learn

Rt o gty Bl
\ cudd® Rrow  wnedk  medicl Acfr\@.c»m\5 rea ()

MM&
o | | Lamed Moce. ek Jl’q?@c\ ) ol



‘English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: F (LlL m

Course: Z‘ﬂe a@ HMLQ ’]&&?i Section: 00D

Instructor: /Prrzpr gﬁﬁf\ Q(@x L

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor? - N
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2. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. Of'the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should abseolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should abselutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and

i Wi wes res) ooaea\ \pdk \eok
R WG aek , KO EUEAY Can

peclapake,

. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?
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English/Comp Lit Department = °
Course Evaluation -

Semester and Date: \Q/ q / 2
Course: ﬁ\‘f\% 34601 we -8 Section: _ ©° 3

Instructor: :P (b’é Lf b‘z\c\ﬂ

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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2. How could the instructor improve this course? h_H,]J:ﬂA? To ' 4+
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3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting A
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the Mouf/ T
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why? oA,
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,

Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?
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. 'What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn

what you needed (or wanted) to? o ;
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English/Comp Lit Department
- Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: Fo{{ 200R [(2-4-O8&

Course: _Ene 389 Section: 0]

Instructor:  Croxclf

. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
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. How could the instructor improve this course?
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3. Ofthe novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Anrs’,f@ry Garden , Halting
State, The. PowerBook, anddiouse of Leaves=-which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the couirse and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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. Of the theory we reac‘éMGLu_llgn}audrillard, Viﬁlio@ Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?

Disliked PMOG- Dislikeo! wonctatcot bib.

Twitter wes fun.

. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to? ‘
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English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: Fal | 200% _
Course: ENG 384RPWER. Section: 003
Instructor: 6!’ ian Croxal f

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
The course (and the instructor) were well-orgamzed.
The discussion and ascignments: enriched my
‘understanding ‘o€ concepts - and made i+ poccibie
o apply what we learned and tulked  abont
to |ife outgide of an academic contekt.

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

The pace was jusk a tad fast on some of ~the texts
and theory we read — they were all useﬁal | om_d
applicable, thovgh , <o T might sugqest elammaﬁmg
oy LwH-faﬁ back o one but with disecretibn .

3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

House of [eaveS ¢hovld ab%[vd‘e‘b/ be lcept becauce
it €& relevant +o 'H/l‘e ourge OoOn muf‘h"p{\e {evelg_,
my  understanding of H"l'em.n{ ond media -Haeam{ Wers
@Hi\amced, ag was my grasp of the intersection of
the two. T would eliminate Haltiag State. T just didn'+

ge¢t wmuch from it

4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?

McLuhan shovld obuieusly be kept, ac well a¢ Bolter/

Grusin and Hayles, becance of their tremendous
infleen® on Haerr felde. T honestly think all e
theory we reod W0g usefnl (even enjoyable) thovgh,
¢ T'm pot Swe what T would get rid of




5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?
T liked wrﬁ:ﬂhﬁ the Annotated ‘81blt"0ngl’\l1 but that <
probaply because of 6n uncann alfinity Hfor Iiterany

+heony. The Sumnmanes were he\/p*(ful bu-l— 8°+ a e
redundant.

6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, d1d you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?

The umrse eyceeded 'y ekpectations.- T have goften

a lot out of the compraation: of h?'emf-mwe TH«MWI
amd Yeal- worid o\ppllca,hoaag‘



* English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation S

Semester and Date: %ﬂ ECO}
Course: énq 5?{57\\;\\\& o Sectlon OO0
Instructor: ’Eﬂé\'\ C‘(QKE\\\

1. What were the strengths of thls course and this instructor?

™e 1oy ke L,oas v \Y\'\‘Efe%’rad v e Course
wakenal — s refreshin \i\gﬁe O deather whao QC:HA\J\\é
caces Adgouk e sk C:l— %&6 wac; \fer% \Cho wtedgalo\ﬁ

Tt e sukyedt ot & wel

“The Courst ’66\ Was g@scma(—r ever +aken @ dass
P émp e alm%ﬁ e (n Voeture, so
2. How could the instructor unprove ﬂns course ? o _,L ZV{ e ‘\r)i/l e ck cles,

\oz WY £ W T

JFDW\?\}?& N\Qdu\q \/OQ e AL\C K v’\\n@ “xp.
Compuiers, bud— naer”, an%(eq& \,\w media (1o

novigs L ateo tink an k- wouial ke

Cool 4D \ook at.

3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The.PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should abselutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

House of Leaves sYould ke \‘QP\' bur T would,
of 2\ presf  Quk Mecker W\&A\f\*&“‘ \*‘d\d\/vr
offer D DIRINDhve 2parspedrive O WS rature

Vs T —@n&)usecj\ 2\ e @d‘(&g

4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

Mclubes  Srould e kepl, Svice \es

\OQ%\VW‘\\ S vnedua % -
> Q&Y\% these, T would, babbj ouk SRR

Pavdtlers - his readinog were d é’\f&w Y ot
(eadh, 2\ nouody L W& I oA ST >\

2 Sres e soe Poinds, butt™
Vivitio #ind) mP\ﬂqu\ %%\ﬁr A0 wndet Sond’ Wk -



5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why? T %/\OUOS(W e TIRNREY ass\Ignynen - s

2 gyeot (ntrdUdion Yo how medio mH/U«?VlCPS our

\o T e \Ooed e assign ey
meecﬁg& rﬁ‘ﬂ?ebp ;&ﬁd SBYQ Lot oon)o\\Q% (,}1
ST @Mjﬁ \secouak, B wsT Like an \

Oy e i of rednyon X0 [l e or o \eask

6. What were your expectations for this course‘7 Were th Y met‘? n other words did you learn -
what you needed (or wanted) to?

Mme%eeamg?i%xe&sio o media
EXpenance V\o\LereroG@we course 7 ’b See vhoty
L O Baere oesidaes boeoks, %\ o 'se0 how Qg
WPrencey Oy . aemzpﬂmn ofF W\QG:MWN— o a

| \fi)&?/u \WV\)) WeaAusm. . A’V\d _L—W\\VHL _L c;Q,ubmi‘\-dg

v aw\,ujmkd WP e vnedion ard
Ojﬂ' Yo oo ooy Media Grms \NOJrW\ch

\Welwance oW @ percephion.

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘



English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: Fdﬂ WK . (3 !Cfr J 0¥
Course: F,N@ ESZC? V\) Q Section: _ OQ3
Instructor: Ef\dﬂ UDX Q”\

1. What were the strengths of this course and this mstruc%(,)é? S
Cource— # \ Ak s cown s ghr \$ Fhar it €
U\&o&ppe&x}n Tl‘:irw\no&i@r 1&1% \Mmﬁrtd% Ny Form  of medi o
\$ s Yo Bngqué ove
\dedn ond &?M\, ! J Moo relaie

V\wadmr He 1§ r@am)w and  opentp didande ; aad O]
oPnto ) guGon ANG LLohwrt-and. p@rmwﬁi (KR CA™N

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

\ ik $rof. Croxall can Conh e W(&Hy

3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Viciory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

O\W\j Cardn, Hadar andthe AL, and

oL absoheeh]  Shoud be fept. WHhout
W \ would YWk han L UDV\/\JPT@!/\U\M W
piee we baneds i WS tlasy a s well

4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, tho, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGomgal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should abselutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?

Mclwhan y ARG arhde %Dl’ﬁf&émgm Hay\es
Inoyld W b feptT .



. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and

wé&mmh% WOt kedioud pud hodofl indhg  gnd.

W Loty brovéred. O Wﬂ ord @ww(wd U C
g Mo \Noﬁ%‘ﬁ " | At \

. What were your expectatlons for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?

A MVUUN ¢NAD
o M’wgm\{ﬂrwj ya)%@wﬁw ( MWH Ut
oy Y tns e & 0 wedh o Pl‘af@ b

Liderahus. -



'English/Comp Lif Department -
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: ° ‘Fﬁ l( 0 g ,
Course: E@j 287N - Section: 00 %
Instructor: BV 14N Crexal }

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor? . ( ‘
The wre wffz’,f!} Gpenes iy X@Cﬂﬁﬂﬁ{" ‘%\)c'r?ephoh of wedia

\+ was MM{Z ﬁ“‘lm\-’iﬂﬂhhﬁ‘ e |l a\’jﬁu") ized cnd
oU hd PVDVD ra. ..
T in§ Jx"uﬁz}j WA Nery dear 1 s opectationt,

o locturor, aund e wads ~pprocchedble ble

v ¢ O
2. How could the instructor improve this course? )

Tossibhy cob gprvs. © ot e \fmwaéwfjw fed ko fmé,fg&
A oo fv;uf% ww%’g b, Mo olien i w
Y068 € (1(35 {,U}S e %éﬁ)’% w e At Lpy v o gl

3. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

| sl W@P"* Lot. 4, \ictory Gﬂ m House o4 Leansey,
Y (| "MC{ W;’\ﬁ&-ﬁ ] ifé?w‘é i(\fﬁa }{‘)h’} e {}{g)féjf”'” 47
{éﬁ!g Hz%;g‘ ”;Sijfi, ﬁ“;‘ &;Wafajzfm 'f‘f*ﬁmm v e fehe Loy o
Vs el DWINCY, OYUTE] (%ﬁ !H‘ "
1 \;j/‘j Mbj V\ﬁﬁf{% % Qf S-*‘”Vgn;d '; () r"f:ﬁf,ﬁ{ Pfd’
4 35"9 “4. gf the%"gt{hgc‘:ry we réaff McL m :ﬁd:ﬂ ard, thE, AI{GZ:.ETIL?IC, Moulthrop, McGonigal,

Bolter and Grusin, Demda and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the gourse and which should absolutely be cut and why? ‘

Loedp- M Luhan, o) dbillarns, ARG . B4 é;} Hayle

MELuhan 5 a Aok, Redrillond o opengdi—rcy €NES ¢ opped
mguq)mém ol T LS m@fa maw "ﬁx{[‘g .;4 orists
g -pPONOK wjj W"uf* relocdhvel e ary s underrlen

CUT Du %? %t"ﬂ(‘f wild \zﬁh&f% he “vied o ﬂj

W ihowt bring 0%&’% EeienIC old Trevic hrnen.



5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or | mterestmg and

why? pstes - M’&:ﬁ@ gwﬁ’w“’ f};j?{‘z M;;W&J Wi
bfé «H;:I W@y‘ﬂ = fwm boyaend “*ﬁ% @J!ﬂ 5%5?} CuArlAE,
6l g0 lhymt b Io e‘”” «f’% si”* ”ﬁfég W A b,

L oAV frx he ) w by i v :;ﬁ i, e
N Wﬁw; Zi w}‘f o fjég;«@;«; PW
'“ | A N 87
b o on an qaw{m—{wf‘ f‘% Gy G ek P fyp 3 d?
&

6. What were your e pectatlons for thls course'? %Nere they met? In other words, did you learn r(- ‘/
what you needed (or wanted) to? o,

L3 5‘?
ﬂ —5 A w’;.ff.é/’ A0 7 Py, i

p}’ f/jﬁ’f&;ﬂﬁ? ’



' English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date:

Course; éﬂ% G B Section: _oa3

Instructor:  Crexa ll

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?

LAuedibly ?mmeéﬁhfa} and C/M”emgf | nmaterig
o G
lecture and cless discussion., Hea\/u) vy?!ar'kleaq, oo

o™

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

one  urpearal\y anm%}\n% classmate

3. Ofthe novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

Keep House of Leaves — most \tecesting read, west
Persuasive example of media as e messoge

Cutr  Hacker and the Ants - more dbout comient than form.

4, Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?

Keep Mcbuhan ¢ Hoyles = mest comprehensive -and understand-
akie

Cur Derrido- for be‘m% Frenon



. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?

Pmod - ghows some potential for
\’aqﬁ'\maﬂ'e\lﬁ ool online mh’ﬂxgﬁoh

. What were your expectatioris for this course‘? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?

T Wod. \iftle expeciation apout The course but
T learned a lot on Toplics T Avdn't fenow extsted.



* English/Comp Lit Departmiént

e e 4 Course Evaiuatlon
{'uj 5%:\ Fa 3‘55 ‘g.‘?fk {,y }'dg*

by S # ?J ;
Semester and Date:. 1 iFa‘L QD O% . 'i SUITY R (ke YRS L
Course: /uedj 0 jh Sectmn éCJDS EESy L dpp. v
Cesaad PPN 3 '
o ai , K »& [ f‘.# ri e a: S A ) ;;,,_f'”g"“:’w et '
Instructor: L SRS I T 3 B SR
W Eet ¥ F ¥ NERE Y Y ?'ff‘f‘.}’ P .
L i\ ; EETE

A u: "" G & “‘Zﬁ‘ e j, . . 5 Pea g

1. What were the strengths of this course and this mstructor‘f

ma.
7h¢ cows( olf.scusscd '10?\@ “Tnosy were wne‘dd\j s TO
' y CUGRY S - (Tteresting ool .. rercqm:l-,m.
&{cg’fffs” m*““( ?u.. C*JWCUjs
«.%f“&y— Cfoxow‘ i gn’aﬁ" ¥I%4 explccmma e e
Make s | ELESS R, WUNOS oL \ﬁf‘:) P"““‘(&Ss
T ouleoHikatl AL’ *ﬂ'u- Slise sy Wt“‘“%( n ¢t

v T,
2. How could the instructor improve this course? | O it
%’la.uy T codd hNore oCute witn. e (effte less wcrtc T wald
nawe prefesed © reod SINAAL selecting of drevy o ot Last

Soreunl o wnot wWe read. T odso dis\ied novine, moelc
CLSS\%NY\Q_'MS dir. ot onee,

3. Ofthe novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should abselutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

Hoost. of leaues OST B Wet. T4 s weyy uw‘mm
Coum., and 18 Mfy mocih fn.  best bk ever:

T quess T wodd say T cut Hathn stafe, T© ke hoest,

T cliclat qef past e 37 chapter TH T WOSHH as Qaeld waitkn
as s odres we reod,

4, Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abseolutely be cut and why?

Avosolutel KWP"‘QQ p‘% A, O Tk guos = \W’EJES‘\"F'&

Cor Bowdalard ... o Vidllo . Batn wese wgomj' uhausﬁqa.



5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and

why? :
'Sy'm*s\cr was defiqiily weresing, Wnat o fin, dtffw}f
ass‘gnmm\ As muth as T na:fa:f!..ml |

T nated  witing e uno-rwm i m‘?“ﬁm Nagm
toare. Yo sctents B P i cadies L esie

m—{ He, s> evennds nor dolng rr dinng ﬁhuts

6 What were’ your eéxpectations for this course? Were they met? In other wprds, did Xym} learn .

04"»‘9 B e TE e f m‘.“

ded ?
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teport ID: EUSRR0O3
database: SAPROD

EMORY UNIVERSITY

EMORY COLLEGE COURSE AND INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION FALL 2008

Jlass Number: 4233 Course Name and Section: CPLT 3B9WR 004
daximum Enrollment: 5 Total Enrolled: 4 Number of Evaluation Forms: 3
Tlass Expected Grade Major
Freshman 3 1 Comparative Literature
Sophomore A- 2 Invalid/Unreadable
Junior ' B+
Senior 3 B
Graduate B-
Non-Degree C+
Unreported/Unreadable C
Total 3 Cc-
D+
sex D
Male 1 D-
Female 2 F
Unreported/Unreadable ]
Total 3 0
Unreported/Unreadable
Percent Classes Missed Total
¢ 2
1-5% Reason Taking Course
6-10% 1 College Requirement 2
11-15% Major 1
16-20% Prerequisite
21-25% Interested 2
26~30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
61-80%
81-99%
Unreported/Unreadable
 Iotal 3
fvaluation of the Course 1 2 3

*How interested were you in taking this course?

How much did you learn from the course?

How much did the course challenge and stimulate thinking?
How much did the course increase interest in the subject?
How well organized were individual class sessions?

How well organized was the course as a whole?

How valuable were the readings?

How valuable were the assignments?

Were readings and assignments organized into the course?
*Relative to other courses, how much work was involved?
*Relative to other courses, how hard was this course?
*How fast was the pace at which topics were covered?

How fair were the tests?

How fair were the assignments?

How fair was the instructor's grading?

Weighted Mean Course Evaluation  * Owmitted from computation

Evaluation of the Instructor

How interested was the instructor in the course material?
Was instructor concerned with what students were getting?
Did the instructor's teaching style hold your interest?
How clearly did the instructor explain specific concepts?
Were objectives and requirements clearly communicated?
How willing was the instructor to answer guestions?

How well did the instructor handle gquestions?

Did the instructor encourage students to express ideas?
Was the instructor accessible for individual discussions?
How interested was the instructor in helping individuals?
How attentive was the instructor during interactions?

Weighted Mean Instructor Evaluation

Overall Weighted Mean

4

3 7
1 1
2
1
2
1 1
1 1
2 i
2 1
3
1
3
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Instructor: Croxall,Brian Lynn

SCALEOFRESPONS
5

8

[

[N S .

LW R R b
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N el
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s
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Total
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Page No. 17
Run Date2/04/200%
Run Timel4:15:24

Mean

*7.33
7.67
8.00
7.67
7.00
7.33
B.33
6.33
8.23

*6.33

*5.00

*5.33
0.00
7.00
7.67

7.53

8.67
8.33
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.33
8.00
8.0GG
8.00
8.00
8.00

8.13
7.84



English/Comp Lit Department
Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: ’\:a W\ 200%
Course: (LT 2890 R-©  Section: COY

Instructor: ((owe\\

1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?

\3?- \Jer:_\)'w\%ws\‘*d ‘\:r\ \’\f\@ w\oc\ehbk\.' Qm,L \/Q[\Q

bcs
‘p\,eei o~ \\e\v\'ws Shede NS

2. How could the instructor improve this course? \ ?{ .
O‘Q Q\‘S M\Q Convce Q \5 YWg € \o @\J@{zxg\a & i O
\\ow Mege Dot €S W QoLA— e LUe d o

budside  C\uss,

3. Ofthe novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the

syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be ﬁt and why?

gra\\&xb S\Q\e W\UL.SST a0 Yecaus@ I e\ t?a{')-\@
e Nop tadn Value weaenonts aboul 3 onl

S 4o Y\c\' gté% 5\*\1‘\@* we C&u;(\@o\ Ve &ri‘am 4
overall,

4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG érticle, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grasin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

— Bueaing exceptyDert dan Rertaps

Wi Suwn W\C\‘\S_egx WOQ\O\ \QQ C;&GC)CQ,

AA LA
AN

\
LA v vl ¢

Somf’o&\Q



5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?

6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to?

Ak



' English/Comp Lit Department
’ Course Evaluation

Semester and Date: Eq” 2008 |2/Y /08
Course: CPLT 389 Wk section: 00U
Instructor:  C¥oy gJ /

. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor?
\.T:—V! "lef‘@f-—; YA A .
) W)q%tﬁq/’ : eWJC‘j’V‘J {‘tqc[m'mj

2. How could the instructor improve this course?

Mb\yl‘-’e*juﬁ' A ’Gl/la )ef} qugaf‘)/

. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting
State, The.PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should abselutely be cut and why?

H:’VU&:"C Leaves bos to 5'}‘37 l;qusﬁ 75 Hae \0653( feud and i TTTJ\‘(\JO\U'])' P”‘CL—"/
‘;;‘W S‘*-U\RT \ 9'\‘447-' The  Bowerbes o 4 He, Hr‘ty S«Lﬂke, o ol go, becuuse & tHay
B et iwf\%“‘fﬁ?w} antl diedn' & 1

Was well

. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal,
Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should absolutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?

M& Lv\"lﬂv\ Secwrs ﬁ}mej'ff esgau%,'q/ ‘me rH,& class
Lb _\/ff;[,‘o CouA Q;vu—f’&s.



. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/ieast helpful and/or interesting and

WY The anactafe bib! tegimplor ol wot seewy vely ysefnl by
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. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
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English/Comp Lit Department

Course Evaluation
Semester and Date: Fm\\ 2008 / ¢ - Y-ud
Course: (¢ T 344 Section: 4, R ~ @27/
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1. What were the strengths of this course and this instructor? ‘ \
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2. How could the instructor improve this course? N
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. Of the novels we read—Crying of Lot 49, Hacker and the Ants, Victory Garden, Halting

State, The. PowerBook, and House of Leaves—which ones should absolutely be kept on the

syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why? Id
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4. Of the theory we read—McLuhan, Baudrillard, Virilio, ARG article, Moulthrop, McGonigal, "~ "7’

Bolter and Grusin, Derrida, and Hayles—which ones should abselutely be kept on the
syllabus for future iterations of the course and which should absolutely be cut and why?
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5. What assignments and/or exercises did you find most/least helpful and/or interesting and
why?

6. What were your expectations for this course? Were they met? In other words, did you learn
what you needed (or wanted) to? '



