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McCREATH, H. W. (10) 37 36 34 28 27 35 33

Prof. McCreath is well liked by most of his students and is a very personable and
interesting man. He gives few lectures, mainly because the majority of class time
is spent in the class Fiving speeches and learning through g;rticipation. After
all, what’s a speech class for? He takes a sincere interest in his students and is
willing to help them in any way possible. He does his best to make a general
education class interesting.

McKENZIE, R. H. (13) 45 43 31 38 40 40 40

The non-drama major will find Dr. McKenzie almost impossible. Her drama 75
classes are very demanding and require much work and preparation. A good
literature background is helpful. For the student who is wi]lli)ng to work and
really apply himself, the rewards will be worth much more than three units.
Those who are not willing to work should stay away. She is a very warm, helpful
instructor.

MILLER, H. P. (11) 36 35 35 22 33 30 33

To say the least, Mr. Miller is dynamic, forceful, often hysterical, and an experi-
ence that no student on this campus should miss. Student reaction is of two
types. You will either think he is freat, or you will go away hating speech and
him. Those who are willng to put forth a good effort will find him a very warm,
personable man who is ost overly concerned for his students. Their grades
will in most cases reflect the amount of work put forth, and their opinion of Mr.
Miller. He expects a lot, but gives much more in return. Little girls cry, but they
lelzam speech. If youre willing to work, take him, and expect a very interesting
class.

OSBORN, J. (12) 33 32 28 24 22 30 33

Miss Osborn is a very personable, friendly instructor, who shows concern for
her students, but she lacks the force or dynamics to mark her as a good in-
structor. She appears at times to be rather bored with the whole thing. Her
criticism is fair and helpful and grades are given on a fair basis. With a little
force and enthusiasm, she could add much more interest to her classes.

RAY, J. (21) 36 35 36 32 35 33 34
For the student who thinks for himself, Jack Ray is a must. He encourages free
thought and free expression, as well as being tolerant of those who disagree with
him. You'll have to work for your grade, but his class will be quite enjoyable and
worthwhile. He is definitely a non-conformist and often adds his own twist to
established material. He tends to make grades competitive, but is fair. The dull
student will find classes rather unstructured and unorganized, where free
thoughts are encouraged. He often relies on philosophy to make a point, and a
good background in basic logic is handy.

SCHAFFER, P. (10) 43 42 40 35 35 40 43

Prof. Schaffer makes speaking as relaxed and pleasurable as possible. She is
very warm, friendly and concerned about her students. For the student who is
deathly afraid of speakin% before an audience, she will soon put you at ease in
her warm, relaxed, friendly classroom atmosphere. She tends to be overly lenient
and easy on grades.
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BUCKMAN, R. E. (12) 30 30 30 22 20 26 31
Mr. Buckman’s lectures are inconsistent, vague, and poorly organized. If any
mastery of his field is present, it is a well kept secret. He tends to mumble and
flounder around, during what are supposed to be lectures. He is affectionately
known as “old marble mouth.” Any student who can stand a semester of utter
boredom is assured of a good grade.

CARR, M. B. (19) 35 31 26 30 27 30 28
Dr. Carr is an extremely able, well-informed instructor. She is a stern task
master, but the student who is willing to work will be rewarded accordingly.
Examinations are thorough, but extremely difficult. She is willing to help those

who are willing to make an effort. For one who wants to learn something, she -

is a must.

CRAIG, H. R. (10) 41 33 39 28 37 36 37
Dr. Craig does not lecture. His classes are completely unstructured, non-
organized% and appeal to only those students who are philosophically oriented.
He has a deep concern for his students, although he has trouble getting his ideas
arcoss to them. He can best be described as a frustrated philosopher.

CROCKETT, R. K. (10) 47 40 41 35 38 37 43
Prof. Crockett is a well educated, well organized likeable young instructor. How-
ever, do not expect three easy units. Exams are fair but thorough, as is his
gradinglsystem. He makes his classes very interesting and exciting, in a relaxed,

enjoyable atmosphere. He is keenly aware of the problems of both society and
its students.

DAVEE, P. W. (10) 34 34 36 27 24 35 37
Depending on the class, one will find Dr. Davee either quite boring or not too
bati His Drama 10 class is boring, dull and completely uninteresting. Dr. Davee
is very fair, interesting, and well informed as a person and is more than willing
to help the student.

FRYER, L. (10) 35 34 34 31 25 32 35
For the student who would rather not think for himself, Dr. Fryer is the prof.
She is rather set in her ways, but on the whole a rather good instructor who takes
an interest in her students. Lectures are few and tend to drag. Class participation
is expected. Tests have little meaning, but grades are fair.

HYLTON, C. (17) 33 36 35 41 37 34 35
Mr. Hylton is a very personable, extremely intelligent, above-average instructor.
He is young, but knows his subject well. One caution, if you can’t think for
yourself, if you aren’t willing to work hard for a fair grade, and if you are not
willing to master the course stay away. He is a severe task master, with much
acute constructive criticism which should be heeded. His exams are rough and
a good grade is well earned. A must for the better student.

McCANN, F. T. (14) 30 33 30 30 30 30 32
McCann is a good instructor with a sense of humor. He tends to keep the stu-
dent guessing but stay away from things he is against. Speeches are graded
objectively and criticism is usually helpful. He has trouble getting points across
at times.
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PUTNEY, G. (47) 38 36 37 36 36 36 35
There is a great deal of ambi%;l.ity in the comments received on Dr. Putney. She
is considered a fine teachcer by most, but it was felt that her lack of eye con-
tact and low speaking voice made lectures drag. However, acquisition of a micro-
phone has alleviated this difficulty. She does not encourage class discussion and
tends to be redundant in her lectures. Students who were able to hear her find
her a very stimulating professor.

%JTNE_Y, S. (32) 45 43 46 45 49 44 45
e Socxoloiy Dept. is blessed with some very fine teachers and Dr. Putney is
one of the finest. He is an extremely capable lecturer. His lectures are well-
organized, logical, and though provoking. His ability to set students thinkin
is dprobably his greatest asset. He is known as a liberal but is willing to give
ls)x es1 a chance. You may not always agree with what Dr. Putney says, but it will
If clearly stated, and he welcomes all comments and questions and will treat
them with respect. His ufper division courses require some background, but
are well worth the effort if you have had minimal history and economics.

RUDOFF, A. (13) 35 40 36 43 39 40 37
Dr. Rudoff is very knowledgeable in the field of criminology. His Soc. 157
course is well worth while. He is a good lecturer, and the lectures make up the
most important part of the course. He does tend to give the impression of being
somewhat aloof from the students, but this can be overcome by the student if he
makes any effort at all to get to know Dr. Rudoff.

&USH, G. B. (28) 30 33 32 29 32 30 34
h.r. Rush has only been at San Jose a short time, and it is the general feeling of

is students that he needs more experience as a professor. He projects a some-
what arrogant attitude which tends to alienate many students. He has an ex-
cellent reading list which makes the courses he teaches worthwhile, but his lec-
tures are somewhat disorganized. If you are the kind of student who speaks your
mind in class, you will tend to feel stifled in Mr. Rush’s classes.

STERLING, B. ]. (20) 33 31 31 37 27 35 37
Mrs. Sterling tends to be a less than dynamic lecturer. She has a lot of informa-
tion to put across, but she reads from her notes excessively and the notes are
straight from the book. This does not give the student muci; incentive to learn.
She is a sincere teacher who may improve with time and experience.

SPEECH & DRAMA

BALGOOYEN, T. H. (14) 34 31 29 26 25 30 27
Dr. Balgooyep takes a sincere interest in his students, provided they initiate that
interest. He is an extremely well-liked and personable man, whose classes are
rather relaxed and unstructured. His lectures are injected with much philosophy
and appeal primarily to the better student. He’s a must for Parliamentary Pro-
cedure (Sp. 143). Lower division students who can’t think for themselves will

fl;;]nd him a bit boring as his classes determine for themselves how things will be

%ROSKS, C. (13) _ 32 35 38 31 32 31 25

lr. ropk§ is a very sweet, likeable, attractive woman outside the classroom. In

;: e?]s(;s tltl(;s I:;:agf rap_xtdly dlgappecalu"s, leavirclhgn t{ne student somewhat amazed. She
y favorites and grades accordi . It’s hard t ¢ i

next, but play along and hopegfor the best, g T¢s hard to tell whats coming
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The following is a list of those faculty members who received one or more ratings:

Abbott, W. H.
Abou-taleb
Acrivos, J. V.
Addingten, L. H.
Agardy, F. L.
Aichelle
Aikens
Akiyama
Albert, N. E.
Albright, G. L.
Albright, P.
Alden, D. H.
Alexander
Alison
Amernyia
Anderson
Anderson, E. P.
Anderson, J. H.
Anderson, R. E.
Andrews, C. S.
Antolovich
Appleton, L. A,
Ashe, M. L.
Asher, J. L.
Aten

Auchard, C. D.
Augustine
Auvil, K. w.
Babcock, J. G.
Baird, F. L.
Baird, G.
Baker, W, P.
Balcom, D. M.
Ballard, J. T.
Ballard, R. C.
Ballarian, A. N.
Barnes, V. C.
Barr, J. A.
Becker, P. W.
Beckett, A. C.
Beeson

Bell, C. W.
Benham
Bennet
Bergna, L. P.
Betando, D. J.
Betten, P. H.
Billington, L. E.
Bischoff, E. E.
Bissell, D. M.
Blake, P. C.
Blessing, W. E.
Bloeser, R. L.
Blythe, W. R.
Bogosian, E.
Bohn, R. C.
Bolton, D. J.
Bonvechio, L. R.
Borovski, C.
Borth

Bosco, J. S.
Bowen, C.
Bower, S.
Bowman, M. O.
Bradley, R. O.

Bradman, H.
Bradshaw, C. K.
Brainard, H. L.
Brandow, F. M.
Brandt, W. J.
Broadwell
Bronzan, R.
Brooks, F. D.
Brown, R.

Brunings, J. H. M.

Brusin

Bruntz, G. C.
Bull, G. W.
Burbank, D.
Burger, J. A,
Byrd, P.
Cabrera, A.
Campbell, J. M.
Canario, J. W.
Cannon
Carkin, J.
Carmick, E. S.
Carraher, R.
Carranza
Carson, E.
Casey, J. N.
Cassarino, S.
Castro, A. J.
Champion, W. E.
Chaplin, J. W.
Chavez, M. H.
Chin, E.
Church
Cianciarulo, M.
Clark, H. M.
Clark, J. J.
Clark, M.
Clothier, R. F.
Cochern, G. W.
Cockrell, L. T.
Cohade, M. T.
Cohen, K. R.
Coke, T. R.
Coleman, R. R,
Collins, B. L.
Collins, J.
Collins, P. R.
Collins, R.
Condon, R. R.
Connally
Coombe, E. M.
Corcoran, G. B.
Cotton, W. R.
Coy

Crafford, W. L.
Craig, J. M.
Crain, H. C.
Crawford
Curley, E. M.
Dahlin, B. C.
Darby, C. R.
Davee, P. W.
David
Davidson, B.
Davies, P.

Davis
DeBey, H. T.
Deininger, W. T.

DelaCroix, H. M. A.

Delevoryas, J. B.
Deluz, K.
Dement, A, L.
DeVincenzi, J. V.
Digby

Dimbath
Dionne, E. A.
Doerr, H. E.
Donohe, D. C.
Dorst, K. R.
Douglas, R. E.
Drew

Duncan, C. D.
Dunn

Durrett, M. E.
Edelstein
Edmanson
Edwards, G, T.
Edwards, J. G.
Eiche, E.
Einarsson, A. W.
Ellefsen, R, A.
Elliot, R. B.
Elsner, T.
Engwicht, H.
Enkil

Enwood
Epstein, I. M.
Erlendson, W. J.
Essik

Ewert, D. C.
Faus, W. W.
Feinstein
Felton, N.
Ferguson, W. E.
Fernandez
Fessendon, R. J.
Finderson, M. F.
Findly, N.

Finn, M,
Finney, B. C.
Fitzgerald, D.
Flick, C. E.
Foote, D. N.
Forbes, G. S.
Foster

Foster, R. J.
Fraleigh, W, P.
Freeman, P. J.
Friebel, A.
Fristoe, M. B,
Fritz, R. C.
Frost, A.

Fryer, L.

Gale, F. C.
Gallaher

Gates, N. N.
Gates, W. N.
Gerrish, H. H.
Ghent

Gilbert, M. H.

4

Ginsberg
Glines, D. E.
Goddard, W.
Goldworth
Gong, W. A,
Gordon, R. C.
Graf, W.
Grape, E. F.
Greb, G. B.
Greenleaf, F.
Gregory, A. B,
Griffith, R. E.
Gulland, F. E.

Gustafson, W. F.

Gutow
Gylling, M. B.
Haas

Hadley, D. S.
Hahn, R. J.
Hailer, H. H.
Halfaker, R. E.
Hall, H. C.

Halverson, G. C.

Hancock

Hare, R.

Harris, F. B.
Harrison, R. M.
Hartesveldt, R.
Harvey, H. T.
Hassur, R. L.
Hatcher, D. S.
Haws, C. A,
Hay, L. R.
Hayden, R. D.
Hazarian, P. B,
Heath, H. F.
Heath, J. P.
Hemming
Hendricks, L. J.
Herlihy, J. L.
Hermanns, W.
Hilding, A. W.
Hitchcock, A.
Hoeck, E. D.
Hoenig
Hoffman
Hofstrand, J. M.
Holmberg, V.
Holmstrom
Homuth, D. E.
Hopkinson, S. L.
Howland, M. C.
Huang, F. F.
Hubbard, W. V.
Huggins, W. E.
Hugo, M, S.
Hulanicki, L. S.
Hutchins, G. L.

Hutchinson, C. J.

Inman, §. K.
lppolito
Jacobs, A, W.
Jacobs, J. F.
Jacobson, A. H.
Jamison, H. F.

Jandron, E.
Janes, C. W.
Janke, L. H.
Jarvis, J. A.
Jennett, C. W,
Jensen, H. T.
Jepson, W. H.
Jesson, R. R.
Johns, W. E.
Johnsgard, K. W.
Johnson, J. T.
Johnson, R. L.
Johnson, W. B.
Jones, G.
Judah, N. V.

Kallenbach, W. w.

Kappen, C. V.
Karraher
Kartchner, W.
Keely, H. W.
Keitel, G. H.
Kemp, J.
Kibby, L. P.
Kim, K. M.
Kimball, T. F,
King, P. H.
King, R. C. -
Klak, G. E.
Klausmeyer
Knieter, G. L.
Koenig, I. R.
Koestenbaum, P.
Kolte, M. M.
Krafve, A, H.
Kramer, M. F.
Kramer, M.
Krikorian, A. B.
Krumboltz
Kulstein, D. 1.
Lange, L. H.
Lappin, A. R.
Larkin, J. B.
Larsen, B.
Larsen, C. M.
Lautner
Lawler, M.
Lawson, J. R.
Lazzarini, E. J.
Leach, E.
Leary, J. S.
Lee, L. B.
Leonard, C. M.
Leonard, T. E.
Levine, E. P.
Lewis, E. R.
Lien, O. G.
Limbocker, M.
Lindner
Loadwick, F. C.
Loeffler, E. M.
Loewer, R.
Loomba, R. P.
Lopez, D. C.
Lovera, J.
Loze, A, L.
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20 27 27
HARDY, D. W. (19 29 25 24 19 ‘ ’
Prof. Hardy’s lect(ure)s are variously described as boring, dull, u.norgz}m?eds, (111;;-
intelligible, unrelated to the text, and a waste of time. Description of clas s
cussions is hardly better. Tests are poor. Some even feel that grading is unfair.
subjct to favoritism. Students feel uninspired, unmotivated.

29 32
HESTER, J. A. (15 31 31 29 29 30 23 2
Students ir]nmed(iate)ly recognize Prof. Hester as an extremely knlowledgea:llz'l:g
scholar with an excellent grasp of his field. Lectures, unfortunately, are q ite
monotonous, but students with an interest in the sub]ect. matter can eg.irn a g;me
deal if they keep awake and pay close attention. Hester is very dema(rll ! q¥ és ome
of his students think he expects too much) and l}lS tests are lpng, etailed,
difficult. Term paper requirements are very precise and exacting.

7 39
S, H. M. (30 40 40 43 36 42 3.
gltfl)cllz(n:t}i: f’mI;Il Prof.( H(nges a warm and interesting man, an enthusiastic, tl?er-
sonable, and really enjoyable professor. Lectures are almost always 1nteress ;tr:gi
even though sometimes a little unorganized, and mcludq numer(l)us pl:?rth :
anecdotes. A common observation, however, is that Hodges’ vocabu ary21 ot Hm
lectures and on tests, sometimes floats over the heac_l of the average St;.)ll ent. Hg
is always interested in the student, and will hplp with _aIl sorts of problems.
requires a great deal of reading, most of which is interesting.

27 33 36
LANE, C. (25 29 36 34 3.,6

Most studergts gseem pretty unenthusiastic abqut Pr.of. Lane’s cla§§es. L%turtsf
are dull and delivered in a monotone. Class discussion is “lifeless. Soc.‘“. s u
dents like the text and most consider the readings good. He is always willing
discuss student questions.

29 32
NOBLE, G. K. (20 30 28 31 18 20

Prof. Noble’s ver(y p)oor speaking ability limits communication. Hlsl leﬁdtures fa:e?
horribly unorganized and hard to follow, and note-taking is difficult. anfny e
that he overemphasizes linguistics in certain classes. His tests are ((:1(1? us Hg,e
petty, and too often unrelated to material presented in class or in relaafl i)gs.t ¢
seems to know the material, even if he can’t put it across. He is helpful out o
class.

43 45
PIERCE, J. (41 47 42 42 46 47 43
Prof. Pieche i(s ox)le of the top teachers on campus. His lectures .'a.relmltfel:estmg(i
stimulating, and educational. His tests are difficult, but s.crupulous yli altr, %?‘le
the class is stimulating enough to make the work required seemif ght. The
ability to take notes quickly aids in the enjoyment of the class, but I’{ou iss
something, Mr. Pierce is easily approached outside of the classroom. He see
to be the epitome of what students desire in a professor.

43 45
PITCHFORD, H. (26 46 41 39 36 43

Dr. Pitchford’s class(es ere excellent places to learn sociology. His app}o:achdlto
teaching is humorous and relaxed, which makes lear_nu_mg easy. He fllsn 1'1enf Z:
funny, knowledgeable, interested in the student, and is in general aI e prohen
sor. His classes are demanding, which is as it should be, as one only ezms wd (:;f
effort is applied. Dr. Pitchford’s classes are a worthwhllg experience. hwor f
warning though—don’t let his relaxed manner fool you into thinking the cours

is a breeze.
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WITTE, R. S. (15) 39 41 39 41 37 36 37
Dr. Witte is a likeable, extremely competent professor. His specialty is learning,
and he has a great deal to offer the interested student in 156. This course re-
quires much work, but it is all relevant. Exams here are tough, with very rigid
standards on essay portions. Lectures are interesting. In Statistics 115A, he will
stop and repeat a concept until the whole class understands it, and will give
extra help |.fp it is needed. In Psych 5, students appreciated his good lectures and
keen sense of humor, although some felt he had di

asm for the introductory course.

ZASLOW, R. W. (18) 34 36 38 29 37 35 39
Dr. Zaslow is greatly liked by Psych 142 students. His wit and humor add to the
usually quite interesting lectures, although a few lectures consist of monotonously
intoned%unches of facts. He likes term papers and essay exams. In Psych 5
lectures are often from the book. In Psych 55 lectures are good, and class par-
ticipation is invited, Papers are required in this class, and a reader makes up and
grades tests.

iculty in generating enthusi-

SCIENCE EDUCATION

HASSUR, R. L. (16) 41 41 41 46 45 40 40
Through good humor and friendliness Prof. Hassur builds excellent rapport
with the student. The lectures are well organized and the instructor’s knowledge
of the subject makes them interesting. Tests are hard and old copies are well
circulated although each test is different than the preceding ones.

SOCIOLOGY & ANTHROPOLOGY

BENDER, D. R. (33) 35 34 34 24 29 30 34
Students seem to be quite sympathetic with Bender personally, but are very
critical of his classroom technique. “Nervous” and “disorganized” are the key
words here. Various raters disagreed as to what they got out of his courses. Some
thought that presentation was confusing to the point of incoherence, while others
felt that it wasn’t that bad if one took extremely careful notes. There was also
disagreement as to whether or not he knows his stuff, and whether his exams
are simple or horribly confusing. He is eager to be helpful, but has difficulty
answering questions and making points.

CADWALLADER, M. L. (27) 35 41 43 38 41 22 30
Prof. Cadwallader is probably one of the most stimulating professors on this or
any campus. Any intelligent student who skips Prof. Cadwallader misses a
truly educational experience. Lectures are intensely interesting and present a
huge volume of material. His tests are very educational—in a way that produce
an almost universal cry of agony from his students. They cover huge amounts of
material, are concerned wth many, many facts, are much too specific, and are
ﬁenerally considered extremely ambiguous. Alas, Prof. Cadwallader is leaving
is usual courses and going to conduct the new tutorials program for lower
division lucky ones.

ESSELSTYN, T. C. (23) 37 40 40 44 40 38 40
Classes are run in a rather formal manner. Lectures are generally well-organized
and fairly well presented, although occasionally boring. Most seem to like his
“dry” sense of humor. Both knowledge and personal experience in his field are
impressive. His impersonal manner leads some students to believe that he is
unreceptive and uninterested; others, however, find him quite willing to help the
serious student.
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Mace, J. C.
Madden, E. H.
Maiques, G. M.
Marcus

Maretti
Marshall, C. E.
Marshall, K. A.
Martin, H.
Mattingly
Maxwell, G. W.
Mayfield
MacDonald, A, J.

MacPherson, J. R.

MacRae, J. M.
McBain, W. N.
McCall
McCallum, G. A,
McCloskey, C. L.
McCormack
McDonnell
McGimsey
Mcintyre, M. P.

Mclaughlin, J. A,

McMaster, P, L.
Medeaus
Melendy, H. B.
Melo, L.
Menendez, J.
Menges, H. E.
Messner
Miller, A.
Miller, D. D.
Miller, E. L.
Miller, M.
Miller, M. H.
Minium, E. W.
Mishoff, W. O.
Mitchell, N.
Mitchell, R. S.

Moellering, W. D.
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Morejohn, G. V.
Moreland, M.
Morlen, J.
Morretti
Morris, B. M.
Movat, L. H.
Mueller, K. J.
Muench, G. A,
Mumby, H. H.
Murray, W. R,
Mushiaki, K.
Muzzy, R.

Nagle

Nash

Neal

Nelson, V. J.
Nelson, W. W.
Newman, D. G.
Nicolas .
Nimroth
Nipps, P.
Nixon, J. E.
Noah, J. E.
Norell, 1. P.
Norris, E.
Oback, N. E.
O’Donnell, F. P.
O’Hara
O'Neill, T. P.
Osikawa
Overton
Padgett

.- Pann, F.

Parker, W. R.
Parkman, R.
Parsons
Patterson, H. R.
Pearson, H. M.
Peluso, F.
Percy
Persinger, J. N.
Persky, P.
Petersen, E.
Peterson, D.
Peterson, L. J.
Pfund, M. C.

Pfundstein, D. W.

Pinkston, M. C.
Pirofsky, F.
Porter, A. L.
Post, R.

Potts
Powers, H. E.
Prange, E. M.
Pratley, J. N.
Prian, V. D.
Prima.

Prisk, B. E.
Prosser, E.
Pruitt
Pugno, L.
Quera, L. N.
Ramonda, R.
Randal, W.
Rasmus, W.
Raven

Rayburn

Read, R.

Read, V. B.
Reed

Reeves

Reiff, W. W.
Rendahl, M. R.
Replogle, L. L.
Rhoades, J. L.
Rich, C. H.
Richards, L. A.
Richardson, H.
Richardson, R. W.
Richter, R. E.
Rico

Ring, R. E.
Roark, D. E.
Roberts
Robertson, R. S.
Robinson, H. W.
Rodrigues, A. F.
Rogers, W. R.
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SAWREY, J. M. (13) 36 33 34 33 39 38 41
Dr. Sawrey is an experimentalist, and he knows his field extremely well. His
lectures are usually rated as quite interesting, involving a good sense of humor
and a willingness to let the class discuss the issues it feels are important. A few,
however, (usually the poorer students) felt that the lectures were a little above
their heads. In Psych 55 tests are multiple choice and straight out of the hook.
In 155 a paper is an important part of the final grade.

SCHOCK, A. (24) 35 29 29 23 18 32 35
Dr. Schock is a wise, sincere, very friendly man who likes students. It’s too bad
his lectures are so very dull. They are taken from the book almost word for word,
but the book is often far more interesting, He always takes roll, so always be in
class. Tests are objective and from the book, and are very “fair” (read “easy”).
He is also quite sympathetic to students having difficulty.

SELTZER, L. (15) 34 31 25 27 18 31 36
Dr. Seltzer is interested in her field and in her students, but her lectures are bet-
ter than a sedative. She tries to make the material interesting to students, but
the monotonous delivery is a tremendous handicap to effective presnetation.
Tests Frf, sometimes difficult, but all are fair. She is helpful if you see her out-
side of class.

SEMENOFF, W. A. (19) 38 32 32 27 23 36 35
Dr. Semenoff’s lectures can put one to sleep—he speaks in a monotone and tends
to pace. But he’s anxious for the student to understand, and he recognizes effort
and interest. He is willing to aid the student at any time—on class work, or just
as a sympathetic ear and adviser to the student with personal problems. Psych
%0 and 117A have quite a bit of outside reading assigned, but tests are quite
air.

TELFORD, C. W. (13) 30 32 29 40 25 38 41
Dr. Telford has a great deal of experience in the field. Lectures are well organ-
ized, but delivered in a sleep-inducing monotone. Tests are exceptionally fair and
clear. Dr. Telford is a pleasant man, and despite the lectures, his command of
the subject can make his courses valuable experiences.

THOMSON, C. W. (22) 42 39 35 37 41 44 44
Dr. Thomson is an excellent instructor! He is very enthusiastic about the field,
and has a sense of humor everyone appreciates. His Psych 55 students raved
about him: one said “He makes a class of 50 feel like a class of 10.” In Stat. 115A
he “puts a difficult subject across with ease, clarity, and relevance.” He empha-
sizes practical applications rather than theory. This is very much appreciated by
those with poor math backgrounds, although it can be a’slight disadvantage to
those who continue in statistics. Psych 20 is a difficult course; this is Dr. Thom-
son’s specialty, and his tests require thinking rather than memorization. In all
courses he is very much interested in and willing to help the student, and his
tests are outstandingly fair.

TUTKO, T. A. (32) 41 38 41 37 43 38 39
Dr. Tutko is an extremely charming and witty clinician whose lectures are
usually very entertaining as well as very informative. Students in 110 and 116
especially enjoy his acting out of various psychological disorders. Students in
these two classes also are encouraged to participate in a program of visits to
Agnews State Hospital. Dr. Tutko is very interested in the student and enjoys a
good class discussion. He will go over difficult material until it is thoroughly
understood. Midterms are usually standardized tests covering only the text, and
in upper division the final covers only lecture notes. Grading is quite fair.
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BRISTOW, L. (12) 26 31 26 14 15 28 30
Professor Bristow is highly disorganized in his lectures and class organization.
He has a problem in communicating his ideas to the students and his lectures
tend to be sleep-inducing. He mumbles. His handwriting is atrocious, and he
h_and-wntes all of his examinations which are, therefore, unreadable. Once de-
ciphered, the questions are often straight from the book.

DAVIS, P. E. (13) 35 34 35 22 25 29 335
Prof. Davis’ lectures are disorganized and hard to follow. He has trouble relatin
his knOWleglfe to the class. He is willing to help the student and tries very har
to put the ideas across. Students will have to pick up the material on their own.

DIECKMANN, R. H. C. (13) 39 41 35 42 35 41 42
Prof. Dieckmann tends to speak softly at times during his lectures but they are
very well-organized; he covers the material thoroughly. He presents the material
so that everyone can comprehend it. He does not require memorization of a larges
number of proofs for his tests. He is interested in helping the student who tries.

EDGAR, H. M. (13) 39 30 29 37 32 32 33
Prof. Edgar is highly competent in his subject field but usually leaves most of
his students in the dust during his lectures. He emphasizes theory and does very
little with practical applications. His examinations are rugged and rigorous, as
is his grading,

FOWLER, K. A. (20) 35 39 35 38 34 42 43
Prof. Fowler presents a very well-organized lecture that covers the course ma-
terial thoroughly. He is not very dynamic in his presentation, but this can be
overlooked by the fact that the material is made clear and understandable. He

:ng;s to have more interest in upper division courses, especially algbraic struc-

gR;EEGR, E. (29) 41 39 35 35 33 38 38
rof. Greer lectures very fast but is good at explaining the material. He requires
a large amount of homework that can help or hurt the final grade. Dr. Greer
usually puts a rush on the last five minutes of class and usually holds the class
past the bell. He is interested in his students and will help any student who is

1‘:“",:;% tx:‘;.uble. Those who are willing to work will usually find their experience

{)IOfGGATT, V. E. (]17) 43 36 38 28 35 38 34
Prot. Hoggat_t often lectures on material which is not relevant to the course but
in which he is currently interested. He usually has trouble covering the required
class material. His lectures are very few, as he likes to have the students put
problems on the board and explain them to the class. Assignment of final grades

seems to be based more on his likes and dislikes than on valid criteria — such as
tests and homework.

%O\I{‘ACLIA, .A. R. (19) 39 40 38 45 45 39 39
r. f'(l)lvagha_ls an excel.lent, dynamic teacher who lives mathematics. His lectures
are filled with enthusiasm. He emphasizes theory much more than practical

ﬁliﬁllication and moves very quickly. Engineers take note — be prepared to work

I]\)/IYELI;S, W. H. (10) 48 49 46 50 47 49 47
r. Myers teaches an extremely well-organized course. His lectures are clear,
FO.DCII?IG, and easily understood. His tests are hard but on the material and very
air. Homework counts about 20% of the final grade and attendance is mandatory.
Note: All reports were from lower division students.
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WASHINGTON, E. (11) 37 28 26 23 24 25 26
The disorganized Dr. Washington never lets her students know where they stand,
grade-wise or otherwise. Her grades are seemingly based on three mid-terms
and a final, but don’t count on it.

ENGINEERING

ABOU-TALEB (10) 37 37 31 28 33 38 39
Prof. Abou-Taleb lectures very little and runs an informal and effective class.
Most class time is taken up by problem solution which the student must do. He
is very easygoing.

ARNOLD, R. E. (12) 29 33 30 36 25 25 33
Professor Arnold’s lectures are too abstract, theoretical and dull. His exams are
long and hard, and he considers only the final answer to each problem.

BARRIGA, ]. (16) 34 22 18 18 15 21 30
Professor Barriga's lectures are exceptionally dull and misleading. His labs are
as enjoyable as his lectures. The amount of work he requires is high, but it hasn’t
changed in years.

BLAIR, P. M. (12) 35 38 32 34 33 37 39
Professor Blair is a very informed lecturer who makes the material as interesting
and enjoyable as possible. His tests tend to be rather difficult but are compen-
sated for when grades are assigned.

BLYTHE, W. R. (10) 25 33 29 34 25 25 26
He is a well-informed instructor whose lectures are extremely theoretical and
inapplicable. His tests are extremely hard and usually include material that has
not been covered. At the beginning of the semester Professor Blythe predicts
that a certain percentage will fail — they do.

BUSHNELL, L. (29) 38 36 35 25 31 34 36
His lectures are poorly organized and the material is presented in a rather hap-
hazard and uninteresting manner. Professor Bushnell is a very good practicing
engineer.

DIONNE, E. A. (10) 95 37 34 29 24 32 32
Professor Dionne is an interesting lecturer. He makes the students in his one- or
two-unit courses do the same amount of work required for a three-unit course.
He will not tolerate views which differ from his own. It is difficult for the stu-
dent to get along with him.

ENGWICHT, H. (10) 29 29 28 19 15 23 25
Professor Engwicht is from the old school. He is a poor lecturer and is easily
confused. He never returns exams until late in the semester. His grading on
exams is very inconsistent.

GLOVER, E. C. (14) 46 35 34 29 27 34 37
Professor Glover is a man with a pleasing personality and sense of humor; he is
a competent engineer who likes machinery. The dull material that he must
present is enlivened by his vast experience. He is very willing to help the student
and tends to be an easy grader.

HASKELL, B. P. (22) 97 31 29 31 28 32 31
Professor Haskell is interested in things other than engineering and freely ex-
presses his opinions of the subjects in class. He is often cynical and arrogant,
and his classroom is not big enough for him and someone with a different point
of view. He has little respect for the student or anyone else.
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HECKBERT, A. I. (15) 49 42 43 33 41 42 41
He is one of the most stimulating and dynamic professors in the engineering de-
partment. His lectures tend to be slightly disorganized but this disorganization
comes from his sincere effort to help the students by trying to answer every
question. Dr. Heckbert is extremely willing to help any student.

HUANG, ]. (17) 28 28 31 28 22 22 31
Professor Huang has two strikes against him in the classroom: He is a very bril-
liant man, and he has trouble with English grammar and pronunciation. His
approach to electronics is high-powered and t eoretical, and only the top stu-
dents can expect to stay with him in a lecture. Tests tend to be on the same level
as the lectures.

LIMA, J. A. (17) 45 41 37 41 36 42 41
Prof. Lima is a good teacher who works at it. Most students agree that Professor
Lima is very conscientious in his lectures. He is really interested in putting the
material across. If he doesn’t know the answer to a question, which happens now
and then, he will admit it. He likes to give pop quizzes, which may help or
hinder the student, depending on the individual case.

LORELL, W. W. (10) 39 42 42 48 46 39 40
Professor Lorell burns with a gem-like flame. He has an exceptional grasp of
the material, and his lectures are ve , very good. The only thing he can’t do is
tolerate mediocrity. The student who asks a foolish question w11§ be told so. Be
of stout heart, you can’t help learning something in his class.

MACE, J. C. (10) 27 30 29 14 20 27 286
Professor Mace is the head of the largest department in the engineering division
(E.E.). He has many administrative duties to perform, and consequently his
lectures suffer. Lack of preparation is the most common complaint. This is un-
fortunate because it makes the department look poor.

MALTER, H. (16) 19 33 26 26 23 29 29
Prof. Malter appears reluctant to share his knowledge with the student. Many
students feel rebuffed when they try to seek help outside of class. He does not
like to argue a point with the student.

McLAUGHLIN, J. A. (10) 39 37 38 38 30 39 38
Professor McLaughlin is a competent instructor. He delivers the material in a
clear, concise manner and usualll))r gets it across. Some students feel that he lacks
the polish of the more seasoned instructor.

MCcALLISTER, A. S. (25) 43 38 36 41 40 39 39
“Dr. Mac,” as he is affectionately called by his students, is the only instructor
who teaches E. E. 98. He is a dynamic lecturer and has a very good approach
to basic electronics. He is sincerely interested in secing the student learn the
course material. The more sensitive student may be repelled by a very caustic
sense of humor which frequently comes to the surface.

MILCHEVIC, N. M. (13) 38 33 30 22 30 30 33
Professor Milchevic’s lectures are disorganized and wander from the subject. He
apparently also has trouble returning corrected exams on time. In spite of this
dlfawbz:ick, he has excellent command of the subject and is very willing to help
the students.

18
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WINTERS, M. G. (26) 35 38 36 33 30 38 38
Dr. Winters presents a rather paradoxical picture. Her lectures are very detailed,
but her monotonous voice detracts from their possible excellence. Her lectures
are well-planned but she has a tendency to become confused if she is interrupted.
Survey cﬁasses appear to be Dr. Winter’s forte, but many students complain

that she favors istory majors in grading. Her numerous exams are minutely
detailed and require absolute regurgitation.

HOME ECONOMICS

PIROFSKY, F. (11) 41 43 46 42 46 42 39
Prof. Pirofsky is an intelligent, well-informed instructor. She is described as
wonderful, the best, and excellent. Her tests are essay in which the student is
encouraged to state her own opinions.

ZUNICH, M. (10) 34 25 28 22 25 32 32
Most of Prof. Zunich’s class period is taken up with discussion, which 15.50% of
the grade. His students run the class. If active verbal participation is your
strength, this is the class for you.

JOURNALISM & ADVERTISING

BENTEL, D. (18) 29 34 34 33 36 32 31
Dr. Bentel is blunt, opinionated, fidgety, outspoken, and a fascinating and excel-
lent lecturer. His term paper for “Press & Public” often determines the final grade.

LAW ENFORCEMENT
MISNER, G. E. (11) 33 35 31 32 31 38 37

The course is interesting but Prof. Misner, the inconsistent instructor, is demand-
ing. He will help the student; it is evident by his flirting that females have an
advantage.

LIBRARIANSHIP

MISHOFF, W. O. (11) 39 41 32 30 27 41 39
The lectures are dull, but Prof. Mishoff's knowledge of the subject gives the
student a good background. A good grade is easily obtainable if the weekly
assignments are completed, and especially if the student visits the instructor’s
office regularly. Tests are open-hook.

MATHEMATICS

BIRD, M. T. (15) 32 47 36 42 37 44 43
Prof. Bird is very well-organized, clear, and exact in the presentation of. material.
Occasionally he tells stories in class to break up class routine. He ]glves daily
quizzes which are based on homework and works problems that the class doesn’t
understand. He often introduces different methods of problem-solving to the

class other than those contained in the text.

BRIAN, R. B. (12) 43 37 34 32 37 48 47
Prof. Brian is a very friendly person who attempts and succeeds to make mathe-
matics fun and interesting for everyone. He is very interested in the student and
is willing to give help to those who are having trouble. Examinations are
thorough, but fair.
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KLOSE, N. (25) 22 28 27 23 15 29 32
Dr. Klose must know his material — he has a Ph.D. Unfortunately he completely
lacks the ability to impart any of it to the student. His well-used lecture notes

are read in a scarcely audible monotone. Questions are looked upon as interrup-
tions and discussion is at an absolute mimimum. Exams are usually objective and
practically worthless as an indication of the student’s knowledge.

KULSTEIN, D. I. (10) 37 37 37 38 34 39 38
The majority of the evaluations turned in on Dr. Kulstein were from students in
the Humanities, making it difficult to discuss him as a history professor. About
all that can be said for sure is that he is a devoted Francophile and can be
stimulating. In Humanities, he is a dynamic lecturer and good leader during
discussion, although he tends to value his own opinions a little too highly.

LEE, L. B. (13) 40 38 34 42 33 37 38
Dr. Lee is a very knowledgable historian who will do anﬁthing in his power to
help the student. He is well-known for his dry sense of humor and, def)ending
ulpon the individual’s temperment, this may affect the feeling towards his lectures,
although it is generally agreed that they are well-organized in nature. Weekly
quizzes are given to keep students up on assignments.

MAIN, J. T. (25) 40 37 39 47 46 43 42
Dr. Main is undoubtedly one of the finest professors in the department. He is an
extremely capable professor and an expert in colonial history. His lectures are
very well organized, easy to follow, and quite useful as study guides. Exams are
difficult but as fair as any given on the campus.

MARTIN, H. L. (13) 30 34 34 35 36 36 37
Dr. Martin is a well-informed professor who shows he possesses a clear under-
standing of his material. However, many find his lectures quite boring due to
his poor speaking ability. He is an expert in Asian history. Exams are a combina-

tion of objective and essay questions with the objective questions being very
exacting.

PATT, J. M. (20) 34 34 32 36 31 36 39
Dr. Patt’s lectures tend to be somewhat boring. They follow the text quite
closely and are delivered in an uninspiring monotone. Exams are a combination
objective-&ssa{ and are not difficult. Dr. Patt is a Republican and likes to begin
class with a joke about the Democrats.

PANAGOPOULOS, E. P. (26) 43 40 36 33 39 35 37
Dr. Panagopoulos is a very lively lecturer who is fond of the anecdote. Some
students complain that his lectures tend to wander occasionally, and others
complain that his Greek accent is difficult to become accustomed to, but most
agree that his method of teaching and willingness to help the student make up
for any defects. In Humanities he is a good lecturer who can be quite stimulating,
although he will go off on tangents frequently.

ROGERS, R. C. (14) 34 36 35 38 40 32 35
Dr. Rogers strikes students at different levels in different ways. Lower division
students leave his survey classes feeling that they have learned something, while
upper division students taking seminar courses find just the opposite. Dr. Rogers
seems to be at his best when teaching general upper division courses. Class
discussion is encouraged and lectures are thought-provoking. All agree that the
assigned reading is excessive and tends to be “busy work.”
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MOUSTAKAS, E. (26) 38 40 38 43 39 36 38
As one of the hardest-working )irofessors in the Engineering Department, Profes-
sor Moustakas gives an extremely clear and lucid lecture. He puts a great amount
of time into class preparation, and it shows. However, “beware of Greeks bearing
gifts.” In return for his fine classes, he expects the students to work hard. His
examinations are designed so that only the very exceptional student can hope to
write a perfect paper. If you really want to learn, this is the man to see.

MOYNAHAN, G. F. (13) 23 35 36 25 25 32 33
Here is engineering the easy way. Professor Moynahan’s lectures consnst.la.rge!y
of working the howemork problems. You dont even have to ask questions; in
fact, you are encouraged not to. The tests are fair and so are the grades.

MUNIR, Z. A. (23) 47 41 40 47 46 39 41
Professor Munir has that rare combination of knowledge, enthusiasm, and teach-
ing ability which few instructors possess. He presents material effectively, he
motivates the student, and he has the wide range of interests that an educat'ed
person should possess. Examinations are challenging and occa_sionally require
maturity that is beyond the average student. Most students find him exceptionally
interesting and very willing to help outside of class.

NIELSEN, H. J. (20) 34 32 31 32 25 32 3.5
Professor Nielsen’s lectures tend to be somewhat formal and occasmna}lly dry.
They are also precise and very informative. He uses both the theoretical and
practical approach to the thermodynamics; the change from one approach to the
other bothers some students. Tests are numerous, and a fair amount of work is
expected from the student.

OFLYNN, M. O. (12) 42 35 32 34 34 38 38
Professor O'Flynn has all the charm of the true Irish gentleman. He has a rustic,
easygoin% manner and has a good sense of humor. His courses are taught in
a very relaxed manner, some think too relaxed, and he is always open to discus-
sion of a point. He will always give the student the benefit of a doubt.

PETERSON, R. E. (18) 22 23 24 17 13 23 29
The most frequent complaint of Professor Peterson is that.hls lectures are unin-
teresting and usually more effective than Sominex or Physics 52. He has a habit
of talking into the blackboard. He does seem interested in helping students,
however, and he gives fair grades and tests.

PRATHER, R. E. (29) 32 32 28 40 28 31 32
Professor Prather is fairly well-recommended for E.E. 100; he makes a good
attempt to teach nine units of math in the three units alloted the course. His
lectures are very good, partly because he has an excellent command of his ma-
terial. Most students thought his previous Tower List rating far too harsh.

PRIAN, V. D. (10) 41 34 32 31 31 33 3.5
Professor Prian is a very good lecturer; he knows his material extremely well.
His blackboard techniques leave a little room for improvement. He often relates
the material to industry and to is own experience. He is very interested in the
students, with grading seemingly influenced by his personal appraisal of the
student’s knowledge. Exams are usually the same as in previous semesters, with
the values chan geg.
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ROBERTS, ]. E. (12) 38 39 44 46 42 40 38
Professor Ro erts is a very interesting person and teacher; his lectures are inter-
esting, informative, and loud. He has a forceful voice — the class tends to migrate
to the back seats after the first meeting. (It is impossible to sleep in this class).

He kl"lf)WS his field — dirt — forwards and backwards, and he generates the stu-
dents’ interest in the class.

RUDAVSKY, A. B. (17) 24 34 34 27 26 36 29
Professor Rudavsky is a very intelligent man in his field, but unfortunately he

oesn't seem to have much interest in students or teaching, especially C.E. 99. He
doesn’t seem to prepare for lectures, for they are poorly organized. He does not
like to have mistakes pointed out in class. Tests and grades are fair.

SNYDER, W. (17) 38 34 33 19 21 30 386
Professor Snyder is extremely helpful to students who come to his office, but he
does less well in the classroom. His lectures are generally poor, and he talks into
the board. He is interested in the student, grades fairly, and gives hard exams.

VAN DYKE, J. R. (15) 37 37 32 32 22 33 33
Professor Van Dyke is a very likable person, if not the best teacher. His lectures
are boxzng, not too mf,ormative, and long. The student will get good coverage
of the “good old days” and Van Dyke’s world travels. He is always willing to
help, though, and tests and grades are fair.

WILLIAMS, D. E. (35) 46 42 40 42 44 44 44
It is difficult to get a course from Professor Williams unless one can pre-register.
He is an extremely interesting lecturer and person; he makes the material clear
and interesting. There should be a “hall of fame” for teachers so that Williams
could be in it. He is one of the best professors at SJS.

WOOD, W. W. ( 2) 31 32 26 28 23 29 25
Professor Wood is the only instructor who teaches report writing. He is not a
very good lecturer (rambles in a monotonous voice), but he does try to make the

Ea:erigl interesting. Grading is highly subjective; he counts highly on a “Wood
ctor.

ZSUTTY, T. C. ( 17) 36 36 34 32 32 39 43
Professor Zsutty is highly recommended for all courses he teaches. He is a very
good instructor and a very friendly person, also. His lectures are interesting and

are spiced with good wit. He makes the material clear and interesting to all
students.

ENGLISH

BEZANKER, A. (11) 35 38 36 34 36 38 36
Prof. Bezanker is a good professor and interesting lecturer. He expects a lot of
hard work from the student and is helpful and fair.

BOGOSIAN, E. (15) 35 42 42 32 40 43 43
Prof. Bogosian is a very capable scholar, eager to convey a message to his stu-
dents. He leads discussion with a strong hand, and is somewhat evasive in leading
up to the point which he tries to make. The student, depending upon his critical

ability and background in philosophy and literary history, will find him either
obscure or profound.
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GILBERT, B. F. (15) 35 38 35 34 32 36 36
In the lower division Prof. Gilbert’s lectures are superior in entertainment and
information. He cracks his voice to emphasize historical insights. His rigorous
objective tests are beautifully structured. In the upper division, he is unable to
communicate his vast knowledge. There is no give-and-take discussion, and the
class is generally boring,

GILMORE, G. H. (27) 37 37 38 44 42 38 40
Prof. Gilmore is highly praised by nearly all. Her exams are essay and require
organized reproduction of her lectures. She will listen to all students’ ideas, admit
it when she’s wrong, and research the answer in this event. In the lower division,
she assigns two book reviews to be done in class. In the upper division, she en-
courages discussion based on heavy outside reading.

GRAHAM, F. E. (35) 33 36 37 47 43 38 35
Dr. Graham is a dynamic lecturer, but he’s aloof from students. He gives picky,
objective tests. The student should take verbatim notes, and forget about buying
the book. There is no outside work.

HAZARD, B. H. (19) 31 32 29 28 30 34 34
Dr. Hazard is an exceptionally nice fellow, but has trouble lecturing on the
topic in an unconfuseg manner. He’s very anxious to help students. In his
European Civilization classes, he often digresses into Japanese military history
(his specialty). This can prove to be uite dull for many except ROTC men.

HENDRICKSON, E. J. (25) 29 31 28 40 28 31 33
Prof. Hendrickson’s lectures present a great deal of information, but student
interest is quelled by his assembly-line style of delivery. The essay-objective
:ests stress the elaborate details of his lectures. Many students feel his text is
horing,

HINCKLEY, T. C. (17) 44 39 39 39 42 37 40
A fine professor of U.S. History, Dr. Hinckley is an enthusiastic and extremely
capable lecturer in both upper and lower division courses. He assigns more than
what is considered the normal amount of reading, but the good student will find
the material quite valuable. Classroom discussion is at a premium in most classes

and is well handled.

HORNIG, E. A. (29) 33 35 35 45 43 36 36
Conservatives, beware! As Dr. Hornig will readily admit, he considers himself
to be a “liberal Democrat” and will brook no nonsense from the other side of
the road. His interpretation of recent U. S. History tends to read like a history
of the Democratic Party. However, Dr. Hornig grades his exams quite fairly
and will go out of his way to help good students.

HUGINS, W. E. (18) 39 38 37 37 32 39 40
Dr. Hugins has an excellent command of history and is capable of presenting
some good material in class. However, his poor speaking ability may make it
difficult for the student to follow the lectures. Upper division classes taught by
Dr. Hugins will require a thorough indoctrination in the lower division surveys.
His Humanities lectures are dry and discussion is limited, but outside help is
valuable.

JENSEN, B. B. (30) 43 37 35 46 41 40 43
Dr. Jensen is one of those rare individuals who is sincerely interested in the stu-
dent and is willing to help him outside of class. She gives announced objective
type quizzes, and her midterms and finals are a combination of objective and
essay. Lectures are well-organized and thought provoking, although they are
occasionally given a little too rapidly.



