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Comments - Access to comments is restricted. You have permission to view comments
What aspects of this course should 1. Class was organized and clear everything should stay the same

i ? . . .
remain the same? Loved the professor's humor and perseverance to help us understand inside and outside of class.

| absolutely loved the sort of laid back style of Nathan Williams. Completely down to earth guy who wanted
the course to be easier than what it was.

4. The professor was very enthusiastic about teaching and was easy to reach outside of class.

Very good lectures and good explanations. | was able to ask questions when | didn't understand and the
professor spent time on subjects students did not understand. | was initially bothered by the inclusion of

coding problems given my lack of programming experience and the fact that CS is not a prerequisite, but
the instructor was very good about explaining and providing example code.

6. The course content is presented in a way that is interesting and easy to understand.

| really like the way it was taught by example, where we would go through problems and examples to learn
the concepts. Also, the professor is really good at answering questions and making sure that everyone is
tracking and understanding. He was very accessible outside of class and was very supportive.

What aspects of this course need 1. Na
improvement?

UT Dallas Course Evaluation Page 2 of 3


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Likert_scale

o o bk »

The homeworks and exams are very different then what we talk about in the class. | wish we went over
more homework-like questions in the class time. Also, my grades were not updated. The TA was behind by
THREE assignments by the end of the semester. We are required to pay for classes and submit
assignments on time. How come our assignments can not be graded in a timely manner either?
Additionally, exams took MULTIPLE weeks to be graded.

| honestly can't think of anything except for less computer glitches.
Having written outlines for the class notes would have been useful.
| was initially concerned by the

| felt that we could have focused a little more on some of the bigger ideas and proofs, so that on homework
and tests we would be more prepared to go through the process of working through a proof ourselves,
because during class we mostly just watched the teacher do it.

Additional comments:

| felt like there was just not enough hw. | know it's a weird thing to say, but most of my classes had 10 hw
assignments while this class only had 5.

N/A

The workload and grading were reasonable, and the professor was very available and helpful for students
who needed a little extra help.

It would be really great if a section of this class could be offered in person. We definitely lacked class
participation, and | know | personally learn best working with other people and hearing their ideas. Math is
not something that can easily be learned on your own, and it would be great to have face-to-face instruction
to help reinforce what is being taught.
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