Introduction

ASSU would like to thank the French Course Union (FCU) for summariz-
ing the following evaluations. The FCU holds various events every year
from academic seminars to socials. You can learn more about them by
coming to the ASSU office or by emailing them at f_c_u20@hotmail.com

Editor

FCS 195H1S French Culture from Napoleon to Asterix
Instructor(s): H. Koo

Enr: 80 Resp: 54 Retake: 86%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 3 16 33 45 6.2
Explains 0 0 1 7 12 38 38 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 1 12 27 57 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 9 14 40 35 6.0
Workload 1 5 19 61 7 1 1 3.8
Difficulty 1 13 26 52 3 0 1 3.5
Learn Exp 0 0 6 27 25 21 19 5.2

Students really enjoyed this instructor. They found her to be enthu-
siastic and caring. Generally, students felt that the course was interest-
ing.

FCS 293H1F Women and the Arts in 19th Century France
Instructor(s): M. Irvine

Enr: 22 Resp: 21 Retake: 90%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0O 10 20 30 40 6.0
Explains 0 0 0 9 19 23 47 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 0O 14 14 71 6.6
Teaching 0 0 0 4 9 28 57 6.4
Workload 0 0 4 90 0 0 4 4.1
Difficulty 0 0 25 75 0 0 0 3.8
Learn Exp 0 0 0 21 28 3 14 5.4

Irvine was praised for her enthusiasm and warmth. Students loved
the discussions and many claimed it was their favourite course so far in
their university career.

FCS 297H1S Comic Books and French Culture
Instructor(s): P. Bhatt

Enr: 62 Resp: 44 Retake: 90%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 6 20 38 34 6.0
Explains 0 0 0 2 16 39 41 6.2
Communicates 0 0 0 2 6 41 48 6.4
Teaching 0 0 2 4 13 38 40 6.1
Workload 2 4 20 65 4 0 2 3.8
Difficulty 2 2 27 65 0 0 2 3.7
Learn Exp 0 0 7 28 34 15 13 5.0

Students found this instructor to be enjoyable with a great sense of
humour.

FCS 331H1F Cinema and Literature in France
Instructor(s): D. De Kerckhove

Enr: 22 Resp: 19 Retake: 70%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 5 0O 14 21 31 15 10 4.6
Explains 0 5 10 15 31 21 15 5.0
Communicates 0 0 0 5 5 21 68 6.5
Teaching 0 5 0 10 21 36 26 5.6
Workload 0 1 5 55 5 16 5 4.3
Difficulty 0 10 5 42 21 10 0 4.2
Learn Exp 7 7 0 7 53 15 7 4.7
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De Kerckhove was an extremely knowledgeable, funny and enthusi-
astic instructor. He was highly motivated and made the students inter-
ested in the material.

The discussion and debate sessions were lively and invigorating.
The course could have been a little more organized. Some students were
confused as to what was expected from the assignments.

FCS 390H1F Special Topics in French Cultural Studies I
Instructor(s): I. Nicolescu

Enr: 8 Resp: 8 Retake: 100%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 12 62 12 12 5.2
Explains 0 0 0 37 0 50 12 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 25 75 6.8
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Workload 0 0 12 75 0 12 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 37 12 0 4.6
Learn Exp 0 0 0 14 28 42 14 5.6

Nicolescu was praised for her dedication to her students. Her stu-
dents found her enthusiastic, helpful and interesting.

FCS 395H1S Sensuality and the French
Instructor(s): D. Clandfield

Enr: 104 Resp: 40 Retake: 77%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 5 20 33 17 23 53
Explains 0 5 0 10 32 27 24 5.5
Communicates 0 0 0 2 20 30 46 6.2
Teaching 0 0 0 15 34 26 23 5.6
Workload 5 0 20 58 12 2 0 3.8
Difficulty 5 2 30 55 7 0 0 3.6
Learn Exp 3 3 7 32 17 17 17 4.8

Generally, an interesting course and an enthusiastic instructor.
Students appreciated the instructor’'s use of visual aids. Some students
complained about a lack of clarity regarding expectations for assignments
and the marking of these assignments.

FCS 495H1F Global Impact of French Language and Culture
Instructor(s): J. Hanna

Enr: 12 Resp: 8 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 37 50 12 5.8
Explains 0 0 0 12 12 62 12 5.8
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Teaching 0 0 0 0 12 75 12 6.0
Workload 0 0 0 62 12 25 0 4.6
Difficulty 0 0 0 62 12 25 0 4.6
Learn Exp 0 0 0 0 25 50 25 6.0

FRE 140Y1Y The Pleasure of Reading
Instructor(s): T. El-Hoss

Enr: 24 Resp: 14 Retake: 92%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 7 64 28 6.2
Explains 0 0 0 0 14 28 57 6.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 14 7 78 6.6
Teaching 0 0 0 0 7 21 71 6.6
Workload 0 0 0 64 21 14 0 4.5
Difficulty 0 0 0 57 35 7 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 10 30 30 30 5.8

Generally, an excellent instructor and course.
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FRE 210Y1Y Introduction to Quebec Literature and Culture Explains 0 0 0 5 16 50 27 6.0
Instructor(s): J. Leblanc Communicates 0 0 0 0O 11 38 50 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 5 66 27 6.2
Enr: 14 Resp: 12 Retake: 81% Workload 0 5 17 64 5 5 0 39
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Difficulty 0 0 0 76 23 0 0 4.2
Presents 0 0 0 8 8 41 41 6.2 Learn Exp 0 0 11 33 22 22 11 4.9
Explains 0 0 0 0 0 58 41 6.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0O 25 75 6.8 Collins was knowledgeable, approachable and understanding. His
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 33 66 6.7 enthusiasm, sense of humour and interesting digressions made for a
Workload 0 0 9 72 18 0 O 4.1 great class.
Difficulty 0 0 8 75 16 0 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0 22 33 22 22 5.4 FRE 272Y1Y The Structure of Modern French: An Introduction
Instructor(s): P. Bhatt
Students notgd that Leblanc was an enthusiastic, supportive instruc- Enr: 40 Resp: 31 Retake: 63%
tor who was available when the students needed her. Generally, the
course was a positive experience. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 3 3 29 64 6.5
FRE 240Y1Y An Introduction to Literary Analysis Explains 0 0 0 3 6 41 48 6.4
Instructor(s): C. Vercollier Communicates 0 0 0 3 9 25 61 6.5
Teaching 0 0 0 0 3 46 50 6.5
Enr: 31 Resp: 22 Retake: 55% Workload 0 0 12 64 16 3 3 4.2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Difficulty 0 0 3 54 29 9 3 4.5
Presents 0 0 0 0 13 31 54 6.4 Learn Exp o 0 0 6 16 20 4 4.7
Explains 0 0 0 4 27 40 27 5.9
Communicates 0 0 0 13 22 40 27 57 Bhatt was described as organized, approachable, enthusiastic and
Teaching 0 0 0 9 14 47 28 6.0 one of the best at UofT. The material, however, was said to be dull. Also,
Workload 0 0 0O 65 15 15 5 4.6 the tests were based on memorization.
Difficulty 0 0 0 45 36 9 9 4.8
Learn Exp 0 0 12 31 18 31 6 4.9 Instructor(s): O. Malet
) ) ) . Enr: 35 Resp: 30 Retake: 65%
Some students praised her organized, well-prepared and interesting
lectures. Others were frustrated by the difficult of the course. They felt 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
that the required pre-requisites should have been more advanced cours- Presents 0 3 3 10 23 30 30 5.6
es to indicate the true difficulty level of this course. They complained Explains 0 3 0 10 20 23 43 5.9
about the disparate levels of French in class. Communicates 0 0 0 3 10 20 66 6.5
Teaching 0 0 0 3 20 33 43 6.2
Instructor(s): A. Oliver Workload o o 3 7 13 0 3 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 40 3 6 4.7
Enr: 27 Resp: 18 Retake: 81% Learn Exp 0 4 4 34 17 21 17 50
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 28 42 14 14 5.1 A very good, interesting instructor who was very enthusiastic, with a
Explains 0 0 7 0 50 28 14 5.4 great sense of humour.
Communicates 0 0 0 7 0 50 42 6.3
Teaching 0 0 0 7 42 35 14 5.6 FRE 273Y1Y General History of the French Language
Workload 0 0 5 82 1 0 0 4.1 Instructor(s): B. Merrilees
Difficulty o 0 5 58 20 5 0 4.4 Enr: 28 Resp: 19 Retake: 77%
Learn Exp 0 0 0 23 30 30 15 5.4
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
The instructor was very enthusiastic about his subject matter. Presents 0 0 0 21 47 26 5 5.2
Explains 0 0 o 1 27 38 22 5.7
Instructor(s): A. Cozea Communicates 0 0 0 5 0 21 73 6.6
Teaching 0 0 0 0 5 52 42 6.4
Enr: 33 Resp: 18 Retake: 82% Workload 0 0 5 g8g 5 0 0 40
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Difficulty 0 0 0 33 55 11 0 4.8
Presents 5 0 17 5 41 11 11 4.7 Learn Exp o 0 0 18 43 25 12 5.3
Explains 0 0 5 5 47 29 11 54
Communicates 0 0 6 0 12 25 56 6.2 Students found that Merrilees was very good and enthusiastic about
Teaching 0 0 5 17 17 47 11 5.4 his subject material.
Workload 0 0 5 83 5 5 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 0O 0 5 33 11 © 4.6 FRE 277Y1Y Orthoepy
Learn Exp 0 0 7 7 46 23 15 5.3 Instructor(s): J. Steele
. o Enr: 22 Resp: 11 Retake: 72%
Students found the instructor to be very enthusiastic. Some students
commented on the excellent choice of texts. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 9 0 63 27 6.1
FRE 250Y1Y Literary History in Context Explains 0 0 9 0 18 45 27 5.8
Instructor(s): F. Collins Communicates 0 0 9 9 36 27 18 54
Teaching 0 0 9 0 9 63 18 5.8
Enr: 20 Resp: 18 Retake: 85% Workload 0 0 27 54 18 0 0 39
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Difficulty 0 0 18 54 9 9 9 4.4
Presents 0 0 0 11 38 38 11 5.5 Learn Exp 0 12 0 0 62 25 0 4.9
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For the most part, students found Steele to bean extremely helpful
and very good instructor.

Instructor(s): A. Oliver

Enr: 26 Resp: 18 Retake: 64%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Instructor(s): J. Steele
) ) oo0 Presents 0 0 7 21 50 7 14 5.0
Enr: 18 Resp. 13 Retake: 72% EXpIainS 0 0 0 6 26 40 26 59
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Communicates 0 0 0 0 14 50 35 6.2
Presents 0 0 0 0 23 53 23 6.0 Teaching 0 0 0 6 5 20 20 5.5
Communicates 0 0 7 7 15 38 30 5.8 Difficulty 6 0 5 v U 5 5 4.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 15 53 30 6.2 Learn Exp 0 0 0 40 3 6 20 51
Workload 0 7 0 8 7 0 O© 3.9 o
Difficulty 0 7 0 53 30 0 7 4.4 FRE 367H1F Studies in the 20th Century French Novel |
Learn Exp 0 0 0 20 40 10 30 5.5 Instructor(s): A. Cozea
o . Enr: 17 Resp: 14 Retake: 90%
An enthusiastic, approachable and helpful instructor. However,
some noted that they did not use their texts at all and quite a few noted 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
that a break during the 2-hour class would have been greatly appreciat- Presents 7 0 0 7 30 30 23 54
ed. Explains 7 0 0 0 15 30 46 5.9
Communicates 0 0 0 7 0 7 84 6.7
FRE 304H1S Women Writers Teaching 7 0 0 0 0 46 46 6.1
Instructor(s): B. Havercroft Workload o 0 0 61 38 0 0 4.4
i ) - ono Difficulty 0 0 0 38 46 15 0 4.8
Enr: 28 Resp. 13 Retake: 90% Learn EXp 0 0 0 0 50 25 25 58
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 18 45 36 6.2 Students found Cozea enthusiastic and approachable. They found
Explains 0 0 0 8 0 454 36 6.2 the reading material enjoyable and felt Cozea brought a philosophical
Communicates 0 0 0 0 8 33 58 6.5 aspect to the course.
Teaching 0 0 0 0 9 63 27 6.2 ) o
Workload 0 0 0 61 15 23 0 4.6 FRE 375Y1Y COmparathe StyllStICS
Difficulty 0 0 0 63 18 9 9 4.6 Instructor(s): J. Hanna
Learn Exp o 0 0 22 4 0 33 54 Enr: 29 Resp: 24 Retake: 71%
A very good and enthusiastic instructor. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 8 8 29 41 12 54
FRE 317H1F Explorations of Self in Contemporary Quebec Theatre Explains 0 0 0 13 8 30 47 6.1
Instructor(s): M. Charlebois Communicates 0 0 0 0 12 25 62 6.5
i S . oo Teaching 0 0 0 12 20 37 29 5.8
Enr: 12 Resp. 11 Retake: 85% Workload 0 4 4 56 26 8 0 4.3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Difficulty 0 0 4 26 52 17 0 4.8
Presents 0 10 10 30 10 30 10 4.7 Learn Exp o 0 0 29 5 4 U 55
Explains 0 0 0 44 22 22 11 5.0 o )
Communicates 0 0 0 10 20 50 20 5.8 An enthusiastic, knowledgeable instructor. Students generally
Teaching 1 0 0 11 33 22 22 51 enjoyed Hanna, however, a few felt that the expectations were too high.
Workload 0 1 0 66 11 11 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 12 12 62 0 12 0 3.9 Instructor(s): F. Collins
Learn Exp 6 0 0 6 0 16 16 4.8 Enr: 33 Resp: 25 Retake: 73%
Some students complained that the course expectations were 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
unclear and the material was not presented in an organized fashion. Presents 0 0 4 4 41 37 12 5.5
Explains 0 0 0 8 13 39 39 6.1
FRE 324Y1Y The 19th Century: The Age of Revolutions Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 45 54 6.5
Instructor(s): C. Vercollier Teaching 0 0 0 0 12 45 4 6.3
_ _ . Workload 8 0 16 54 8 12 0 3.9
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Learn Exp 0 0 5 20 20 35 20 54
Presents 0 0 4 12 16 44 24 5.7 L .
Explains 0 0 3 15 42 19 19 5.3 A very good, enthusiastic and knowledgeable instructor.
Communicates 0 0 4 12 37 37 8 5.3 .
Teaching 0 0 0 23 34 26 15 53 FRE 376H1F French Phonology and Phonetics
Workload 0 0 0 69 23 7 0 4.4 Instructor(s): P. Bhatt
Difficulty 0 0 3 6 26 3 0 4.3 Enr: 23 Resp: 18 Retake: 77%
Learn Exp 0 0 5 45 35 5 10 4.7
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Most students thought that the instructor was organized and enthu- Presents 0 0 0 0 0 11 88 6.9
siastic. A few students thought that Vercollier spoke too quickly. Others Explains 0 0 0 0 5 27 66 6.6
would have liked to have submitted work earlier in the course so that they Communicates 0 0 0 0 5 27 66 6.6
could have a sense of their progress. Teaching 0 0 0 0 0o 27 72 6.7
Workload 0 0 0 50 50 0 0 4.5
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 27 22 0 4.7
Learn Exp 0 0 0 29 29 29 11 5.2
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Students felt Bhatt was outstanding!

FRE 378H1F French Syntax
Instructor(s): Y. Roberge

Enr: 18 Resp: 18 Retake: 77%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 5 11 22 33 27 5.7
Explains 0 0 0 16 16 38 27 5.8
Communicates 0 0 0 0 22 50 27 6.1
Teaching 0 0 0 0 6 62 31 6.2
Workload 0 0 0 83 16 0 0 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 0 55 27 16 0 4.6
Learn Exp 0 0 0 42 28 0 14 4.9

Overall, students found Roberge to be clear when explaining con-
cepts, enthusiastic and helpful. Some however, felt tests were too chal-
lenging.

FRE 410H1S Advanced Topics in Quebec Studies |
Instructor(s): M. Charlebois

Enr: 16 Resp: 10 Retake: 75%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 33 22 22 11 11 4.4
Explains 0 0 11 44 22 11 1 4.7
Communicates 0 0 0 22 22 33 22 5.6
Teaching 0 0 11 33 22 22 1 4.9
Workload 0 1 0 5 11 11 1 4.5
Difficulty 0 0 0 70 10 20 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 14 42 14 28 0 4.6

FRE 431H1F Francophone Literature Il
Instructor(s): D. Issa-Sayegh

Enr: 15 Resp: 15 Retake: 84%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 7 7 28 14 35 7 4.9
Explains 0 0 7 28 21 35 7 5.1
Communicates 0 7 7 28 14 28 14 4.9
Teaching 0 7 7 21 14 42 7 5.0
Workload 0 0 o 71 21 7 0 4.4
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 50 0 14 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 18 45 18 18 5.4

While students found the instructor very knowledgeable and talent-
ed, a few felt that she was somewhat intimidating and unapproachable.
Most students loved the selected reading for the course and enjoyed the
follow-up discussions.

FRE 438H1S Advanced Topics in French Studies |
Instructor(s): B. Bolduc

Enr: 10 Resp: 10 Retake: 85%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 11 33 55 6.4
Explains 0 0 0 0 22 55 22 6.0
Communicates 0 0 0 0 11 44 44 6.3
Teaching 0 0 0 0 11 44 44 6.3
Workload 0 0 0 55 44 0 0 4.4
Difficulty 0 0 0 55 33 1 0 4.6
Learn Exp 0 0 0 50 50 0 0 4.5

FRE 444H1S Literary Theory and Methodology |
Instructor(s): B. Havercroft

Enr: 15 Resp: 13 Retake: 80%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 27 27 45 6.2
Explains 0 0 0 9 27 9 54 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 9 18 9 63 6.3

Teaching 0 0 0 9
Workload 0 0 0 81
Difficulty 0 0 0 54
Learn Exp 0 0 0 40

18 27 45 6.1

0 18 0 4.4
27 9 9 4.7
20 10 30 5.3

Students found Havercroft to be a wonderful instructor - her lectures
and texts were interesting, and she made difficult material easy to under-
stand. This course was very useful for all other literature courses.

FRE 450H1S The Sable Centre Seminar in 19th Century French

Studies

Instructor(s): D. Speirs
Enr: 8 Resp: 7 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 0 28 71 6.7
Explains 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 33 66 6.7
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 16 83 6.8
Workload 0 0 14 85 0 0 0 3.9
Difficulty 0 0 14 85 0 0 0 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 0 20 0 40 40 6.0

Speirs was an excellent instructor who was extremely knowledge-
able in her field. She was always available to her students and showed
pleasure in teaching. Students agreed that their experience in this class

exceeded their expectations.

FRE 471H1F Medieval French Language

Instructor(s): B. Merrilees

Enr: 8 Resp: 7 Retake: 85%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 14 0 28 14 42 0 4.7
Explains 0 0 0 28 0 57 14 5.6
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 28 71 6.7
Teaching 0 0 0 14 14 42 28 5.9
Workload 0 0 0 57 28 14 0 4.6
Difficulty 0 0 0 57 14 0 28 5.0
Learn Exp 0 0 0O 20 40 20 20 54

Students said that Merrilees was
about the course material.

FRE 479H1F Sociolinguistics
Instructor(s): Y. Roberge

very enthusiastic and passionate

Enr: 15 Resp: 13 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 7 53 38 6.3
Explains 0 0 0 0 23 23 53 6.3
Communicates 0 0 0 0 15 30 53 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 15 46 38 6.2
Workload 7 0 23 61 7 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 0 0 15 69 7 7 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0 11 44 44 0 5.3

Many students felt that Roberge was very enthusiastic and that the

course material was interesting.

FRE 480Y1Y Translation: French to English

Instructor(s): F. Collins

Enr: 11 Resp: 9 Retake: 88%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 11 66 22 6.1
Explains 0 0 0 0 11 66 22 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 55 44 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 o 77 22 6.2
Workload 0 0 11 66 11 11 0 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 11 55 22 11 0 4.3
Learn Exp 0 0 0 14 57 0 28 5.4



Collins was an approachable teacher who made translation interest-
ing and enjoyable. Students appreciated the instructor's openness and

class discussions.

Enr: 41 Resp: 20 Retake: 89%
FRE 481Y1Y Translation: English to French 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Instructor(s): J. Hanna Presents 0 0 0 5 10 50 35 6.2
Enr: 14 Resp: 9 Retake: 85% Explains ) 0 0 0 5 5 30 60 6.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 10 30 60 6.5
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Teaching 0 0 0 5 5 40 50 6.3
Presents 0 0 0 25 37 37 0 5.1 Workload 0 0 10 35 25 20 10 4.8
Explains 0 0 0 0 25 75 0 5.8 Difficulty 0 0 5 40 35 15 5 4.8
Communicates 0 0 0 0 12 62 25 6.1 Learn Exp 0 0 0 8 16 58 16 5.8
Teaching 0 0 0 12 25 50 12 5.6
Workload o o0 0 7 25 0 0 4.2 Instructor(s): M. Tsimenis
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 37 12 0 4.6 ) ) - an0,
Learn Exp 0 0 0 42 14 28 14 5.1 Enr: 71 Resp: 27 Retake: 82%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
An enthusiastic, knowledgeable instructor. Presents 0 0 0 0 4 37 58 6.5
Explains 0 0 0 0 4 41 54 6.5
FSL 100H1F Introductory French | Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 25 75 6.8
Instructor(s): J. Hunt Teaching 0 0 0 0 8 29 62 6.5
Enr: 54 Resp: 29 Retake: 80% V\(orkload 0 4 0 52 26 17 0 4.5
Difficulty 0 7 8 37 25 20 4 4.6
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Learn Exp 0 0 0 20 40 25 15 5.3
Presents 0 0 3 7 3 35 17 5.6
Explains 0 0 3 10 35 28 21 5.5 An excellent instructor who was enthusiastic and personable.
Communicates 0 0 3 14 28 25 28 5.6 Conversation in class was useful and Tsimenis was a good at simplifying
Teaching 0 0 3 0 21 42 32 6.0 material and making it more comprehendable. Most students described
Workload 0 0 0 40 28 32 0 4.9 her as their best language instructor to date.
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 26 23 0 4.7
Learn Exp o 0 5 30 20 20 25 5.3 Instructor(s): A. Watanabe
Most students thought Hunt did a good job overall. Some com- Enr: 65 Resp: 33 Retake: 90%
plained that the course went too quickly. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 3 18 42 36 6.1
Instructor(s): C. Barker Explains 0 0 0 0 21 34 43 6.2
Enr: 46 Resp: 32 Retake: 50% Communicates 0 0 0 3 9 33 54 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 12 51 36 6.2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean Workload 0 6 3 54 24 9 3 4.4
Presents 6 3 25 28 18 15 3 4.1 Difficulty 0 0 12 57 24 6 0 4.2
Explains 3 6 31 28 18 12 0 3.9 Learn Exp 0 0 0 16 37 29 16 55
Communicates 16 12 35 22 9 3 0 3.1
Teaching 6 6 34 21 18 9 3 3.8 Watanabe was described as patient, organized and enthusiastic.
Workload 0 3 6 50 28 9 3 4.4 Students appreciated that he worked at establishing a relationship with
Difficulty 0 0 6 61 16 12 3 4.5 the class by learning everyone’s name, answering all questions and being
Learn Exp 12 12 32 16 12 12 4 3.6 clear in his expectations. Overall, an excellent course and great learning

Students did not find lectures beneficial as the material was taken
straight from the textbook. Students also thought the instructor lacked
enthusiasm in the material and took too long to return work.

FSL 100H1S Introductory French |
Instructor(s): . Nicholescu

Enr: 54 Resp: 24 Retake: 95%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 12 41 45 6.3
Explains 0 0 0 0 12 29 58 6.5
Communicates 0 0 0 0 8 29 62 6.5
Teaching 0 0 0 0 4 28 70 6.7
Workload 0 0 4 60 21 13 0 4.4
Difficulty 0 0 0 54 37 8 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 4 33 38 23 5.8

An excellent instructor who was considerate and enthusiastic.
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FSL 102H1S Introductory French Il
Instructor(s): A. Watanabe

experience.

FSL 121Y1Y Intermediate French
Instructor(s): B. Merrilees

Enr: 32 Resp: 23 Retake: 77%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 4 30 52 13 5.7
Explains 0 0 0 8 34 39 17 5.7
Communicates 0 0 0 0 4 47 47 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 8 52 39 6.3
Workload 0 0 4 60 21 13 0 4.4
Difficulty 0 0 0 56 34 8 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 22 16 38 22 5.6

Overall, students found Merrilees helpful and interesting.

Instructor(s): A. Watanabe

Enr: 24 Resp: 20 Retake: 94%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 10 5 52 31 6.1
Explains 0 0 0O 10 10 36 42 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 0 21 26 52 6.3
Teaching 0 0 0 10 5 42 42 6.2
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Workload 0 0 10 60 25 0 5 4.3
Difficulty 0 5 10 55 20 10 0 4.2
Learn Exp 0 0 6 20 26 26 20 53

Watanabe was a very good, enthusiastic and helpful teacher who
managed to keep classes interesting. The tutorials, however, were badly
organized and relatively useless.

Instructor(s): B. Havercroft

Enr: 23 Resp: 15 Retake: 73%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 0 57 42 6.4
Explains 0 0 0 0 7 61 30 6.2
Communicates 0 0 0O 14 14 50 21 5.8
Teaching 0 0 0 0 7 64 28 6.2
Workload 0 0 7 78 7 7 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 0 7 85 0 7 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0 40 10 50 0 51
FSL 161Y1Y Practical French
Instructor(s): S. Sonina
Enr: 31 Resp: 24 Retake: 78%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0O 16 16 33 20 12 5.0
Explains 0 0 4 8 45 16 25 5.5
Communicates 0 0 4 4 16 45 29 5.9
Teaching 0 0 4 12 33 33 16 5.5
Workload 4 4 12 79 0 0 0 3.7
Difficulty 0 8 8 83 0 0 0 3.8
Learn Exp 0 9 14 42 19 14 0 4.1

Sonina was approachable and understanding. However, she did not
always seem clear with the material and could have challenged the class
more. A few felt that more emphasis should have been placed on gram-
mar.

Instructor(s): R. Wooldridge

Enr: 30 Resp: 25 Retake: 75%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 4 0 0 25 29 29 12 5.1
Explains 4 0 0 20 41 16 16 5.1
Communicates 0 0 0 8 33 33 25 5.8
Teaching 4 0 0 8 33 45 8 5.4
Workload 4 0 50 4 4 0 0 3.4
Difficulty 4 0 36 56 0 4 0 3.6
Learn Exp 10 5 10 50 25 0 0 3.8

FSL 163H1S Practical French: Oral
Instructor(s): D. De Kerckhove

Enr: 18 Resp: 15 Retake: 78%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 13 33 40 6 6 4.6
Explains 0 0 6 13 26 40 13 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 26 13 60 6.3
Teaching 0 0 0 13 26 13 46 5.9
Workload 20 6 33 33 6 0 0 3.0
Difficulty 0 0 40 40 20 0 0 3.8
Learn Exp 0 0 0 45 0 36 18 5.3

Students really enjoyed this instructor and commented on his enthu-
siasm. Many students enjoyed the class discussions and felt that their
French had improved due to this course.

Instructor(s): D. Scheffel-Dunand

Enr: 15 Resp: 12 Retake: 60%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 9 36 45 0 9 4.6
Explains 0 0 0 27 18 45 9 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 36 27 36 6.0
Teaching 0 0 0 10 30 30 30 5.8
Workload 10 10 20 50 0 10 0 3.5
Difficulty 0 0 0 80 10 0 10 4.4
Learn Exp 0 0O 11 33 1 22 22 5.1

Scheffel-Dunand was described as friendly and approachable.
While most students appreciated the instructor’s flexibility in accepting
course work, some found that accommodating everyone’s needs led to
some degree of disorganization. Overall, the course was described as
engaging and interactive.

FSL 181Y1Y Language Practice |
Instructor(s): B. Bolduc; S. Mastromonaco

Enr: 27 Resp: 19 Retake: 42%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Bolduc:
Presents 0 10 0 10 42 31 5 5.0
Explains 0 0O 10 10 47 21 10 5.1
Communicates 0 0 5 0 15 47 31 6.0
Teaching 0 0 5 15 36 26 15 5.3
Mastromonaco:
Presents 0 0 0 15 42 42 0 5.3
Explains 0 0 0 21 26 47 5 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 5 10 42 42 6.2
Teaching 0 0 0 5 31 42 21 5.8
Course:
Workload 0 0 0 21 26 31 21 5.5
Difficulty 0 0O 10 31 26 21 10 4.9
Learn Exp 0 0O 23 29 1 17 17 4.8

Bolduc was described ad organized and knowledgeable. The
course however, was criticized based on the inconsistency arising from
too many instructors with each having different expectations.

Mastromonaco was cheerful and enthusiastic in her work. Students
felt that the use of more exercises and visual aids would have been help-
ful.

The course was said to be challenging and tests were not always
representative of material used in texts. Students would have liked to
seen more consistency between instructors and TAs.

Instructor(s): B. Bolduc

Enr: 35 Resp: 28 Retake: 67%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 3 7 17 21 39 10 5.2
Explains 0 7 7 3 21 42 17 54
Communicates 0 0 0 3 25 50 21 5.9
Teaching 0 0 7 7 25 39 21 5.6
Workload 0 0 0O 32 28 17 21 5.3
Difficulty 0 0 0O 35 32 21 10 51
Learn Exp 0 5 15 15 20 35 10 4.9

Bolduc was enthusiastic. The class size was too big which took
away from the language practice. The class was also described as very
demanding: lots of work and a high expectation of French language prior
to beginning the course. Many students felt the L2 section was not help-
ful and could have been spent more effectively to help improve students’
performance and weaknesses.



FSL 261Y1Y Practical French Il
Instructor(s): H. Pagan

Enr: 36 Resp: 25 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 8 12 40 40 6.1
Explains 0 0 0 4 36 36 24 5.8
Communicates 0 0 0 4 4 16 76 6.6
Teaching 0 0 0 0 16 28 56 6.4
Workload 0 0 16 64 16 4 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 0 20 68 12 0 0 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 0 20 50 20 10 5.2

Pagan was an excellent instructor who expressed great enthusiasm
towards the subject. Her classes were both interesting and enjoyable.
Her use of summary sheets in addition to the textbook made learning the
grammar much easier.

Some students thought that the grammar lessons were taught at too
fast a pace. The class was little too big, and not everyone was able to fit
in the computer lab.

Instructor(s): M. Charlebois

Enr: 36 Resp: 16 Retake: 68%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 6 33 26 26 6 4.9
Explains 0 0 12 25 37 18 6 4.8
Communicates 0 0 6 25 31 18 18 52
Teaching 0 0 0 25 25 37 12 5.4
Workload 0 12 12 75 0 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 0 6 12 50 31 0 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 7 57 21 14 0 4.4

Charlebois was a good instructor who was able to elicit full class par-
ticipation. Some students felt that the large class size took away from the
quality of the learning experience. Additionally, students generally felt
that more emphasis on grammar and writing would have been beneficial.

Instructor(s): S. Joseph

Enr: 41 Resp: 33 Retake: 68%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 0 12 51 36 6.2
Explains 0 0 0 3 18 42 36 6.1
Communicates 0 0 0 3 0 15 81 6.8
Teaching 0 0 3 6 15 40 34 6.0
Workload 0 3 12 72 6 3 3 4.0
Difficulty 0 6 6 66 12 0 9 4.2
Learn Exp 0 3 11 40 29 11 3 4.4

Students generally preferred this semester's class over the last.
Joseph was described as approachable, well-organized, enthusiastic and
innovative. She created an “intense french environment” which resulted
in an excellent learning experience.

In the future, students would like to see the use of laboratories and
more emphasis on the oral component.

FSL 266H1F Reading French
Instructor(s): M.A. Visoi

Enr: 43 Resp: 37 Retake: 77%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 2 2 2 35 26 26 2 4.7
Explains 2 0 8 25 31 22 8 4.9
Communicates 2 2 5 11 23 41 11 5.2
Teaching 2 0 8 5 42 31 8 5.1
Workload 3 9 21 54 9 3 0 3.7
Difficulty 6 9 15 50 12 6 0 3.7
Learn Exp 0 0 20 32 12 20 16 4.8

Most students were frustrated with the wide range of French lan-
guage skills among students in the class. They found it unfair and it
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resulted in disorganization. Students did not blame the instructor for
these problems. In fact, most felt she did well despite the difficult cir-
cumstances.

FSL 281Y1Y Language Practice Il: Written and Oral French
Instructor(s): C. lonescu

Enr: 24 Resp: 22 Retake: 86%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 4 18 45 31 6.0
Explains 0 0 0 9 13 22 54 6.2
Communicates 0 0 0 4 22 27 45 6.1
Teaching 0 0 0 0 13 36 50 6.4
Workload 0 0 4 47 28 14 4 4.7
Difficulty 0 0 4 50 31 13 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 22 38 27 11 53

Students thought she was an excellent instructor.

Instructor(s): S. Farsandaj

Enr: 25 Resp: 22 Retake: 81%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 18 4 21 22 27 54
Explains 0 0 0o 13 27 31 27 5.7
Communicates 0 0 0 9 9 27 54 6.3
Teaching 0 4 4 9 13 36 31 5.7
Workload 0 4 4 45 18 18 9 4.7
Difficulty 0 0 20 45 35 0 0 4.2
Learn Exp 0 0 5 23 3 29 5 51

Students generally commented that the instructor seemed to really
care for the students and wanted them all to do well in the course.

Instructor(s): M.A. Visoi

Enr: 23 Resp: 14 Retake: 92%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 21 7 7 0 4.9
Explains 0 0 7 7 69 15 0 4.9
Communicates 0 0 7 14 42 28 7 5.1
Teaching 0 0 7 7 28 42 14 5.5
Workload 0 0 14 64 21 0 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 0 14 71 14 0 0 4.0
Learn Exp 0 0 18 45 27 9 0 4.3

Students found the topics of conversation interesting, but felt that the
class was too strictly regimented. Students found Visoi a good and inter-
esting instructor.

FSL 361Y1Y Practical French IlI
Instructor(s): K. Zawada

Enr: 38 Resp: 23 Retake: 95%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 4 4 13 34 21 21 5.3
Explains 0 4 4 22 22 31 13 5.1
Communicates 0 4 0 17 13 34 30 5.7
Teaching 0 4 0 18 31 27 18 5.3
Workload 0 13 13 68 4 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 0 8 13 65 8 4 0 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 6 43 25 25 0 4.7

Students found the instructor delightful and enthusiastic. Some stu-
dents would have preferred more emphasis on grammar and the use of a
textbook in class.
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Instructor(s): M.A. Visoi

Enr: 22 Resp: 19 Retake: 36%
2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 11 0 27 33 16 11 0 3.8
Explains 5 5 21 42 15 10 0 3.9
Communicates 5 0 21 47 10 10 5 4.1
Teaching 10 0 15 36 21 15 0 4.1
Workload 0 0 42 57 0 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 0 5 26 63 5 0 0 3.7
Learn Exp 22 5 22 27 1 1 0 3.3

Students found Visoi to be disorganized at times. Students felt that
their French did not improve as much as they had hoped from this course.

Instructor(s): P. Berney

Enr: 37 Resp: 22 Retake: 80%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 5 0O 10 15 57 10 5.5
Explains 0 0 0 15 10 55 20 5.8
Communicates 0 0 4 4 19 52 19 5.8
Teaching 0 5 0 5 15 55 20 5.8
Workload 4 9 23 52 9 0 0 3.5
Difficulty 4 9 14 57 9 4 0 3.7
Learn Exp 0 7 7 35 35 7 7 4.5

Students found Berney enthusiastic, approachable and understand-
ing of their weaknesses. She handed work back quickly, which was
appreciated and was creative, teaching in interactive ways. Overall, an
effective instructor and enjoyable course.

FSL 362Y1Y La Francophonie
Instructor(s): D. Issa-Sayegh

Enr: 21 Resp: 14 Retake: 78%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 21 42 28 0 4.2
Explains 0 0 0 57 21 21 0 4.6
Communicates 0 0 14 28 42 7 7 4.6
Teaching 0 0 0 28 42 21 7 51
Workload 0 0 21 64 14 0 0 3.9
Difficulty 0 0 21 7 7 0 0 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 0O 66 16 16 0 4.5

A very interesting course, although the goals and the syllabus could
have been clearer.

FSL 366H1F Business French
Instructor(s): M.A. Visoi

Enr: 26 Resp: 25 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0O 28 14 28 28 5.6
Explains 0 4 0 9 33 19 33 5.6
Communicates 0 0 5 0 20 30 45 6.1
Teaching 0 4 0 9 4 47 33 5.9
Workload 0 5 25 50 20 0 0 3.8
Difficulty 0 4 9 71 14 0 0 4.0
Learn Exp 8 0 0O 16 33 33 8 5.0

Visoi was a very good instructor who went beyond her duties and
was readily available outside class via telephone or email. There were
some concerns regarding the amount of material covered in the class.
Students generally felt that their time would have been better spent
focussing on a couple of things rather than attempting to cover many top-
ics. Overall, a valuable learning experience.

FSL 381Y1Y Language Practice Ill: Written French and Oral French
Instructor(s): A. Watanabe

Enr: 18 Resp: 14 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 14 35 42 7 54
Explains 0 0 0 7 35 42 14 5.6
Communicates 0 0 0 0 42 28 28 5.9
Teaching 0 0 0 0 3 50 14 5.8
Workload 0 7 14 71 7 0 0 3.8
Difficulty 0 7 21 64 7 0 0 3.7
Learn Exp 0 0 8 33 25 25 8 4.9

Students were pleased with Watanabe’s instruction and enthusiasm.
Many claimed that their written French improved significantly due to
Watanabe’s willingness to help individual students.

A major complaint was geared towards the textbook “Discours &
Communication” - it was dry and irrelevant to the course.

Instructor(s): M. Burnett

Enr: 21 Resp: 11 Retake: 66%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 9 9 27 271 27 55
Explains 0 0 9 18 27 27 18 5.3
Communicates 0 0 9 9 9 27 45 5.9
Teaching 0 0 0 0 36 27 36 6.0
Workload 0 0 0 72 18 9 0 4.4
Difficulty 0 0 18 72 9 0 0 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 o 77 11 11 0 4.3

Students agreed that Burnett was an encouraging,enthusiastic and
fun instructor who made the course worthwhile. Several students felt that
the labs were useless.

Instructor(s): A. Cozea

Enr: 17 Resp: 14 Retake: 83%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 14 50 35 0 5.2
Explains 0 0 0 21 50 28 0 5.1
Communicates 0 0 0O 14 21 50 14 5.6
Teaching 0 0 0 7 42 3B 14 5.6
Workload 7 0o 21 71 0 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 7 0 14 71 0 0 7 3.9
Learn Exp 0 0 7 46 38 0 7 4.5

The class discussions were useful and enjoyable.

FSL 461Y1Y Practical French
Instructor(s): M. Charlebois

Enr: 21 Resp: 11 Retake: 60%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 9 9 9 27 45 0 0 3.9
Explains 9 9 9 36 36 0 0 3.8
Communicates 9 0O 18 18 36 9 9 4.4
Teaching 9 9 0 18 54 9 0 4.3
Workload 0 0 18 63 18 0 0 4.0
Difficulty 0 9 0 54 36 0 0 4.2
Learn Exp 1 1 0 655 0o 11 1 4.0

FSL 482H1F Language Practice IV: Written French
Instructor(s): C. Vercollier

Enr: 8 Resp: 6 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 0 0 20 40 20 20 5.4
Explains 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Communicates 0 0 0 0 40 40 20 5.8
Teaching 0 0 0 0 33 33 33 6.0



Workload 0 0 0 66 16 0 16 4.7
Difficulty 0 0 0 50 0 33 16 5.2
Learn Exp 0 0 0 0 25 50 25 6.0

All students described the course as an intense and profitable expe-
rience. The instructor was challenging, but was said to be “a cut above
the average.”

FSL 483H1S Language Practice IV: Oral French
Instructor(s): D. Scheffel-Dunand

Enr: 12 Resp: 10 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean
Presents 0 10 0O 10 10 40 30 5.6
Explains 0 10 0 10 0 30 50 5.9
Communicates 0 0 0O 10 10 30 50 6.2
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 60 40 6.4
Workload 0 0 20 50 20 10 0 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 20 60 10 10 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0O 33 33 16 16 5.2

Scheffel-Dunand was knowledgeable and enthusiastic. The course
was very useful.
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