
1 - Overall Quality

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Poor (1) 1 3.23%

Fair (2) 1 3.23%

Good (3) 2 6.45%

Very Good (4) 9 29.03%

Excellent (5) 18 58.06%

4.35

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
31/220 (14.09%) 4.35 0.98 5.00

2 - Knowledgeability

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Poor (1) 0 0.00%

Fair (2) 1 3.33%

Good (3) 1 3.33%

Very Good (4) 9 30.00%

Excellent (5) 19 63.33%

4.53

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
30/220 (13.64%) 4.53 0.73 5.00

3 - Approachability

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Poor (1) 0 0.00%

Fair (2) 1 3.33%

Good (3) 4 13.33%

Very Good (4) 8 26.67%

Excellent (5) 17 56.67%

4.37

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
30/220 (13.64%) 4.37 0.85 5.00

4 - Availability

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Poor (1) 0 0.00%

Fair (2) 1 3.45%

Good (3) 4 13.79%

Very Good (4) 9 31.03%

Excellent (5) 15 51.72%

4.31

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
29/220 (13.18%) 4.31 0.85 5.00

Instructor: Daniel Bauer

ENGIE1006_001_2022_3 - INTRO TO COMP FOR ENG/APP SCICourse:

Fall 2022 SEAS Final EvaluaƟon
Columbia University: School of Engineering

135/220 (61.36 %)Response Rate:

Mauricio Quintanilla,Franck Mugisho,Sopho Kevlishvili,Shivani Patel,Anna Szeto,Maxwell LevaƟch * ,Rachel Michelson,Alayna 
Nguyen,Taƫe Chitrakorn,Sophie Tsanang-Tigoumo

Page 1 of 2



5 - Communication

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Poor (1) 0 0.00%

Fair (2) 1 3.45%

Good (3) 4 13.79%

Very Good (4) 10 34.48%

Excellent (5) 14 48.28%

4.28

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
29/220 (13.18%) 4.28 0.84 4.00

6 - Does this TA communicate effectively in English?

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Yes (1) 28 96.55%

No (2) 0 0.00%

N/A (3) 1 3.45%
1.07

 0           25           50           100 Question

Response Rate Mean STD Median
29/220 (13.18%) 1.07 0.37 1.00

7 - Comments
Response Rate 7/220 (3.18%)

• He is the one of the best TAs I have had so far. Very patient in address students' academic challenges. Highly knowledgeable of class material.

• Truth be told, I never went to a recitation, but I selected Maxwell at random because the system made me select someone, and I'm sure he's excellent.

• good

• Thank you very much.

• His recitations were helpful and OHs helped.

• Max is the most patient and amazing TA ever. At the start of every recitation, he would ask us which particular topic we wanted to focus on. He'll then use the blackboard as well as write code online
to explain the concepts to us. If we don't understand it in a certain way, he'll use another way to elucidate the concept. He never gets mad at us no matter what questions we ask or how many. Once,
when we had to move out of the classroom because another class was using it, he gladly brought us to another corner to help us with the incessant questions we still had on the course material. He
genuinely loves teaching, and it shines through. It's a recitation class I always look forward to attend. Best learning experience I've had this semester! Going to miss this immensely.

• Max explained things in a very clear and effective way.

Instructor: Daniel Bauer

ENGIE1006_001_2022_3 - INTRO TO COMP FOR ENG/APP SCICourse:

Fall 2022 SEAS Final EvaluaƟon
Columbia University: School of Engineering

135/220 (61.36 %)Response Rate:

Mauricio Quintanilla,Franck Mugisho,Sopho Kevlishvili,Shivani Patel,Anna Szeto,Maxwell LevaƟch * ,Rachel Michelson,Alayna 
Nguyen,Taƫe Chitrakorn,Sophie Tsanang-Tigoumo

Page 2 of 2


