
Introduction

The Society of Linguistics Undergraduate Students (SLUGS) is a small
but active group in the Linguistics Department.  We show linguistic films,
host lounge lectures, and throw socials.  To find out more about us, leave
us a message in our mailbox at the ASSU Office, SS 1068.

SLUGS Executive 

LIN 100Y1Y  Introduction to General Linguistics

Instructor(s):  E. Gold

Enr: 120 Resp: 84 Retake: 61%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 2 2 12 23 22 28 8 4.8
Explains 1 4 13 22 23 25 8 4.7
Communicates 0 2 6 28 27 26 8 4.9
Teaching 1 2 3 26 32 27 6 4.9
Workload 0 2 3 53 33 4 2 4.4
Difficulty 1 2 3 54 22 8 7 4.5
Learn Exp 4 1 1 40 20 18 13 4.8

Gold was easy to approach and enthusiastic about linguistics.  It was
because of this that she was able to make tough material easy to learn.
The tutorials, however, were not worthwhile.

Instructor(s):  E. Gold

Enr: 137 Resp: 64 Retake: 60%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 1 4 9 20 28 15 20 5.0
Explains 1 6 7 18 26 31 7 4.9
Communicates 1 3 6 18 23 31 15 5.2
Teaching 0 7 3 18 32 21 15 5.0
Workload 1 3 12 59 17 3 3 4.1
Difficulty 0 4 7 50 28 6 3 4.3
Learn Exp 2 0 8 44 14 24 6 4.7

Although Gold was very clear and organized, students felt that it did
not balance out the negatives of the course.  The communication between
the instructor and the TA’s was poor and the assignments seemed either
vague or just too difficult.

Instructor(s):  A. Ali

Enr: 150 Resp: 53 Retake: 79%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 1 1 3 9 20 43 18 5.5
Explains 1 1 5 16 22 32 18 5.3
Communicates 0 1 0 7 32 34 23 5.7
Teaching 0 1 0 13 16 35 32 5.8
Workload 0 3 5 60 17 11 0 4.3
Difficulty 0 0 13 39 33 11 1 4.5
Learn Exp 0 2 9 36 21 17 12 4.8

Ali was described as “amiable, attentive, thorough, and helpful”.  His
enthusiasm was said to be contagious although he tended to get dis-
tracted easily.  Most expressed an overall enjoyment of the class and lik-
ing of the instructor.

Instructor(s):  A. Ali

Enr: 15. Resp: 66 Retake: 70%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 1 6 26 29 21 15 5.1
Explains 0 1 3 30 27 26 10 5.1
Communicates 0 1 3 30 24 29 10 5.1
Teaching 0 1 1 15 34 35 10 5.3
Workload 0 0 7 50 29 10 1 4.5
Difficulty 0 1 4 53 28 9 3 4.5
Learn Exp 0 2 2 34 29 17 14 5.0

Students in this section found Ali to be enthusiastic and helpful, an
overall good instructor.  Some suggested a website or handouts to be
available on the internet.

LIN 201H1F  Canadian English

Instructor(s):  E. Gold

Enr: 34 Resp: 28 Retake: 75%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 3 0 17 57 21 5.9
Explains 0 0 0 3 21 57 17 5.9
Communicates 0 0 0 10 10 60 17 5.9
Teaching 0 0 0 3 25 50 21 5.9
Workload 0 0 7 71 14 3 3 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 3 89 3 3 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 3 7 40 22 14 11 4.7

Overall, there was a positive response for this course with minor
complaints.  Gold was said to be helpful with questions, well organized,
and offered many examples.  The time allotted for tests and partner
assignments was felt to be insufficient.  The tests also demanded the
memorization of, what was felt as superficial details.

The majority of students found Canadian English a very interesting
course with Gold as an enthusiastic instructor.

LIN 204H1F  English Grammar

Instructor(s):  P. Reich

Enr: 156 Resp: 63 Retake: 61%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 3 3 6 31 24 22 8 4.7
Explains 1 1 11 24 29 19 11 4.8
Communicates 1 3 3 22 21 27 19 5.2
Teaching 1 1 11 21 27 27 8 4.9
Workload 0 4 18 68 4 3 0 3.8
Difficulty 0 1 10 70 15 3 0 4.1
Learn Exp 2 8 6 55 15 8 2 4.1

Though Reich had many good intentions, his use of technological
devices was more of an obstacle than an aid.  Many students felt that he
would have done better to explain the concepts rather than quickly read-
ing aloud his lecture notes.  He provided many examples though these
would often lead to anecdotes, detracting from class time and material
covered.  Students were upset with the inconsistency between the organ-
ization of the lectures and the notes they purchased from him.   Most stu-
dents felt that the tests were unfair and not enough time was given to
complete them.

LIN 229H1S  Sound Patterns in Language

Instructor(s):  E. Dresher

Enr: 66 Resp: 51 Retake: 77%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 6 28 46 20 5.8
Explains 0 0 0 13 23 41 21 5.7
Communicates 0 0 1 11 19 35 31 5.8
Teaching 0 0 0 4 26 44 26 5.9
Workload 0 0 5 70 23 0 0 4.2
Difficulty 0 0 5 54 27 11 0 4.5
Learn Exp 0 0 2 44 25 19 8 4.9

Everyone loved Dresher, saying he was very  helpful and approach-
able, lauding him for his “stellar understanding and enthusiasm”.  Others
called him “dynamic” and “funny”.  Dresher answered questions in and
outside of class and his practice assignments were found to be quite help-
ful.  The only complaint was that the textbook was not very helpful at all,
not a good study aid,and essentially useless.
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LIN 305H1S  Quantitative Methods in Linguistics

Instructor(s):  R. Smyth

Enr: 14 Resp: 17 Retake: 47%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 5 11 29 35 17 0 4.5
Explains 0 5 5 35 27 17 5 4.6
Communicates 0 0 0 11 41 35 11 5.5
Teaching 0 0 5 11 35 29 17 5.4
Workload 0 0 11 41 23 23 0 4.6
Difficulty 0 0 5 35 17 29 11 5.1
Learn Exp 0 0 6 56 18 18 0 4.5

Students found Smyth to be enthusiastic and knowledgeable but
those with no prior math background found the course too difficult.  No
one liked the textbook and they found the multimedia lab not to be con-
ducive to learning.  Many said Smyth was funny and performed well as an
instructor, yet could have explained abstract concepts a little more clear-
ly.  The assignments were felt to be too difficult and took too much time.
More examples and step-by-step instructions would have been helpful.

LIN 322H1S  Phonological Theory

Instructor(s):  E. Dresher

Enr: 22 Resp: 15 Retake: 80%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 6 6 33 53 0 5.3
Explains 0 0 0 13 13 53 20 5.8
Communicates 0 0 0 0 6 26 66 6.6
Teaching 0 0 6 0 13 40 40 6.1
Workload 0 0 0 66 13 13 6 4.6
Difficulty 0 0 0 53 26 13 6 4.7
Learn Exp 0 0 0 38 38 23 0 4.8

Students had very little to complain about.

LIN 323H1F  Acoustic Phonetics

Instructor(s):  M. Chasin

Enr: 35 Resp: 33 Retake: 89%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 3 30 39 27 5.9
Explains 0 0 3 6 33 30 27 5.7
Communicates 0 0 0 0 3 31 65 6.6
Teaching 0 0 0 0 12 51 36 6.2
Workload 0 6 27 63 3 0 0 3.6
Difficulty 3 3 6 59 28 0 0 4.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0 33 29 25 11 5.1

Students could not praise Chasin enough.  He was described as
approachable, enthusiastic, knowledgeable, outstanding and funny.  The
class was taken on a field trip described as fun, interesting and a nice
break from the typical classroom setting.  Dull material was made inter-
esting by Chasin.

LIN 331H1F  Syntactic Theory

Instructor(s):  D. Massam

Enr: 20 Resp: 24 Retake: 95%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 8 37 33 20 5.7
Explains 0 0 0 12 8 50 29 6.0
Communicates 0 0 0 0 12 33 54 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 0 8 58 33 6.2
Workload 0 0 0 36 27 27 9 5.1
Difficulty 0 0 0 30 34 30 4 5.1
Learn Exp 0 0 0 10 31 42 15 5.6

This was a challenging and exciting course.  The instructor made dif-
ficult theoretical concepts accessible, however the textbook didn’t give
much insight.  The take-home exams (2) were a huge plus but the week-
ly assignments were a lot of work.

LIN 362H1F  Historical Linguistics

Instructor(s):  E. Dresher

Enr: 31 Resp: 29 Retake: 55%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 17 46 25 10 5.3
Explains 0 0 3 7 40 37 11 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 7 11 44 37 6.1
Teaching 0 0 0 0 28 57 14 5.9
Workload 0 3 10 67 10 7 0 4.1
Difficulty 0 3 7 57 25 7 0 4.2
Learn Exp 0 0 8 50 20 16 4 4.6

Many students enjoyed this course, citing Dresher’s humour, enthu-
siasm, and ability to clearly explain confusing concepts.  While some said
the handouts and notes were helpful, others found the wording on assign-
ments to be confusing, and the material on assignments to be out of sync
with the class’ progress.  The actual text itself was disliked, with much of
the material covered in other courses.  Some students suggested a tuto-
rial section.

LIN 372H1S  Introduction to Cognitive Linguistics

Instructor(s):  P. Reich

Enr: 32 Resp: 25 Retake: 65%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 16 24 12 40 8 5.0
Explains 0 0 8 24 16 28 24 5.4
Communicates 0 0 0 4 8 28 60 6.4
Teaching 0 0 0 17 34 21 26 5.6
Workload 0 0 20 60 20 0 0 4.0
Difficulty 0 0 8 44 32 16 0 4.6
Learn Exp 0 0 12 31 12 18 25 5.1

The instructor was a wonderful lecturer who discussed interesting
and enjoyable material.

LIN 451H1F  Dialectology

Instructor(s):  J. Chambers

Enr: 9 Resp: 9 Retake: 88%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 0 0 88 11 6.1
Explains 0 0 0 0 0 55 44 6.4
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 7.0
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Workload 0 11 0 33 33 11 11 4.7
Difficulty 0 11 0 55 11 22 0 4.3
Learn Exp 0 0 0 0 37 12 50 6.1

Chambers was always available to discuss the project and give sup-
port.  The real downfall was that the final paper made up a substantial
amount of the  mark.  A great course for students who aspire to original
work!

LIN 452H1S  Issues in Dialectology

Instructor(s):  J. Chambers

Enr: 6 Resp: 6 Retake: 100%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 0 16 50 33 6.2
Explains 0 0 0 0 0 66 33 6.3
Communicates 0 0 0 0 0 16 83 6.8
Teaching 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 6.5
Workload 0 20 0 20 20 20 20 4.8
Difficulty 0 0 0 40 20 40 0 5.0
Learn Exp 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 6.0

Chambers was described by one student as “one of the best teach-
ers I have had at UofT.”  They continued on to say that, “the opportunity
to gain from his expertise is a great one, and I recommend it to all with
the chance.”  The only complaint from the class was the unfamiliar com-
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puter program, expressing the desire for more guided instruction.

LIN 481H1S  Introduction to Analysis and Argumentation

Instructor(s):  G. Alboiu

Enr: 9 Resp: 9 Retake: 57%

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean

Presents 0 0 0 0 25 25 50 6.2
Explains 0 0 0 25 37 25 12 5.2
Communicates 0 0 0 0 37 37 25 5.9
Teaching 0 0 0 0 25 50 25 6.0
Workload 0 0 12 37 12 25 12 4.9
Difficulty 0 0 0 25 25 25 25 5.5
Learn Exp 0 0 0 50 0 16 33 5.3
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