Dean Jolliffe
Applied Econometrics-340.731, Enrollment 30
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[ Student Section (Questions regarding Course, Instructor and TA to follow)

What is your degree objective?

If you are a SAIS degree student, does this course:

How many classes have you missed regardless of the reason?

Do you participate actively in class?

MA. | | 92.3%
MI1PP. | 0%
phD. [] 7.7%
Non-degree I 0%
Fulfill a concentration requirement | | 65.4%
Serve as an elective I:l 34.6%
o | | 61.5%
2 [ 7.7%
s [ 7.7%
4 or more I 0%
Regularly I:l 23.1%
Sometimes I:l 23.1%
Hardly Ever | | 50%
Never I:l 3.8%

n=26

n=26

n=26

n=26
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Approximately how many hours do you spend studying or preparing for this class in a typical week? n=26
More than 10 I 0%
10 [ ] 19.2%
57 | | 57.7%
Fewer than 2 |:| 3.8%
Approximately how much of the homework, readings and assignments have you completed for this class? n=26
75% | | 50%
50-75% ] 7.7%
Less than 50% I 0%
The size of this class is: n=26
Appropriate for the subject matter | 53.8%
Too small I 0%
[ Course Section (Questions regarding Instructor and TA to follow)
L . 62% 38% 0% 0% 0%

;Ftr;?e%l?Jectlves and the requirements of the course were clearly Strongly Agree / Strongly Disagree s
av.=4.62
dev.=0.5

. . 62% 23% 15% 0% 0%
The methods used (lectures, group work, discussions, etc.) Stronal > > = - .
- . L gly Agree [ 4 Strongly Disagree =26
were well suited for communicating course content. T =20 a6
dev.=0.76
. . 77%  12%  12% 0% 0%

The multimedia and technology resources (other than ERES) Strongl . : : 2 2 '

A h gly Agree [ Strongly Disagree =26

that were used were appropriate for this class. L] e o5
dev.=0.69

. . 50% 27% 12% 12% Q%

The amount of assigned work (readings, problem sets, Stronal > > > = .

? ? gly Agree I [ 4 Strongly Disagree =26

projects, papers, quizzes, tests and exams) was reasonable. T 2 s
dev.=1.05

. . " 35% 54% 12% 0% 0%
The other students in the course contributed positively to my '
- A Strongly A Strongly D

learning experience. rongly Agree —f— rongly Disagree n=26
dev.=0.65
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This course enhanced my understanding of the subject matter.

| would recommend this course to fellow students.

7%  19% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree —— Strongly Disagree n=26

av.=4.73
dev.=0.53

73% 15% 12% 0% 0%

Strongly Agree f - i Strongly Disagree n=26
av.=4.62
dev.=0.7

M I luati f th . it 73%  15% 12% 0% 0%
y overall evaluation of the course IS positive. Strongly Agree A } . Strongly Disagree o6
av.=4.62
dev.=0.7

Please add any other comments to explain your ratings or to elaborate further on any aspect of the course.

PROs: Practical application, ie the problensets given, is very, very useful for future job
requirenents. CONs: nore rigorous exam nation of mathematical concepts behind woul d
enhance a |l ot nore real, fundanental understanding of the issues. dossing over themin
power poi nt does not help/is insufficient. Furthernore, | do not understand why | went
through the harsh/pai nful Econonetrics (Advanced Math) course to then go back to this very
simplified approach. (1 Count)

CGood course. It's hard to find a bal ance between theory and practice in SAI'S econonetrics
cl asses because of the different backgrounds students have and | think Prof. Jolliffe
succeeded in this. The material focuses on surveys and microdata (this is clear fromthe
start) so maybe not appropriate if you're interested in tinme series or macro anal ysis.
It's good to keep a nore narrow focus, you learn nore about this aspect at least. (1
Count)

It was a very good course. However, | was disappointed that it focused al nost exclusively
on survey data and nethods. | would have liked to have covered tine series and other non
simpl e survey techniques in the class. (1 Count)

I would not reconend this course for students with only one other econonetrics class as
background. (1 Count)

Many of the problemsets required the usage of Stata comrands that were not taught in
class. Since the TA sessions were |ate at night on a Wednesday, very few people could
make it. It would have been nice if all of the Stata comrands that we would need in the
cl ass woul d have been provided at the beginning of the course or stated at the beginning
of each problemset (or, if the TA would have sent out a log file after each TA
session--she did that in the beginning but then didn't continue). 1In ternms of the class
material, | |iked going over the papers, especially the Iraq paper and the seat belts/car
crash ones. (1 Count)

This really reinforced everything | |earned in Econonetrics and even added to ny
under standi ng of the subject. (1 Count)

Very well done course, excellent problemsets that expanded ny know edge of STATA
dramatically, showed some of the nore manageabl e proofs but focused on the inplications of
themrather than the calculus. Very good use of STATA exanples in |lecture. Tough final,
but asked the right kinds of questions. Picked interesting articles to discuss, though
the class was a bit large to actually discuss them (1 Count)

I got a lot out of the course, including the non-textbook readings. However, | think 6
probl em sets was just too many. Going down to 4 or 5 would seema |ot nore reasonable to
me. Particularly having a problem set due on the same day as the exam seened |ike
overkill. (1 Count)
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B GREAT COURSE. Much better than the basic econonmetrics class at SAIS. | now feel a |ot
nmore confortable with STATA and have a better understandi ng of the power and limtations
of econonetrics. Wen | read academ c papers now, | feel like |I understand the
met hodol ogy much better than | did before. | wish we did sonething with tinme series
stuff, as that seens to be pretty useful for SAIS related topics. (1 Count)

m Geat structuring of the course and m x of homework, paper and examto round it all of.
WAs a great experience. (1 Count)

m | would have liked the examto involve nore of the application of the econonetrics, ie
"was this a good instrunment, why/why not?" as opposed to the technical calculation of
concepts. That being said, | did |learn a great deal about how to use various nodels, and
felt that the workl oad was heavy but not overburdening. (1 Count)

m Geat class! Very practical and clear. (1 Count)

m Geat class, but the 6 o' clock start for such a technical subject is a bit tough. (1
Count)

mIf you have taken econonetrics, you should take this course since it really shows you what
you can do with the econonetrics you have |l earned. Oherwise all the theory you spent a
semester learning is pretty useless. | think this course is practical and hel pful for
those interested in working in the policy and devel opnent fi el ds. I think it would be
great to have at |east one problem set and/or |ecture focused on using macroeconom ¢ data
in econometrics. The course focused entirely on microecononi c issues using household or
i ndividual level data. Since | amnore interested in nacroecononm ¢ and nonetary, | would
have found it very hel pful to see econonetrics applied in these areas. (1 Count)

m There was far too much work in this class. | understand that we should be tested on the
concepts, but it would be better to have fewer problemsets (and certainly not one due on
the sane day as an exam). Perhaps problem sets should be given the first half of the
senster, and the second half of the senester be devoted to the pooject. | thought the
project was a really useful exercise. | also think the lectures could focus a little
| ess on sone of the theory and equations and nore on pratical aspects of applied
econonetrics. That is, it's inmportant not just to learn command for various stat tests,
but to understand sone basic techniques and strategies in dealing with messy data in
Stata. Overall, | thought the course was quite good. It covered a broad range of topics
rel evant to survey data. | would have preferred though to have the lecture on fixed
effects and panel data earlier. (1 Count)

H The readings were valuable in seeing the application of econonetrics. The problemsets
wer e manageabl e, but there were a lot of them The final did not allow nme to accurately
denonstrate nmy know edge. (1 Count)

m Possibly the best-prepared and nost useful course | have taken at SAIS. (1 Count)

[ Instructor Section (Questions regarding TA to follow)

100% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree n=26

The instructor was consistently well prepared for class.

73% 19% 8% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree } [ Strongly Disagree n=26

av.=4.65
dev.=0.63

The instructor established high standards, challenged me and
encouraged me to do my best work.

76% 20% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree ,__|_| Strongly Disagree n=25

av.=4.72
dev.=0.54

The instructor encouraged active participation in class.
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The instructor's manner of delivery clearly demonstrated strong
understanding of the subject matter (consider effectiveness of
discussions, presentations and lectures).

The grading technigues were fair and relevant (consider

projects, papers, quizzes, tests and exams).

The instructor provided timely and constructive feedback on
assignments.

The instructor observed the scheduled class times.

The instructor was available and provided the assistance |
needed to succeed in the course.

My overall evaluation of the instructor is positive.

85% 12% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree —4—

31% 31% 23% 12% 4%
Strongly Agree ! .- i

75% 21% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree —f—

85% 12% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree ——

75% 25% 0% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree 44—

85% 12% 4% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree —4—

Please provide any additional comments that would be helpful regarding your instructor.

m The gradi ng schenme was 30% for problenmsets that you do in pairs and that swallow a

substantial anmount of your tinme, 30%for a paper (not yet delivered),

teammork (this can be quiet problemtic),

April).

Two critiques on the exam

Strongly Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Strongly Disagree

n=26
av.=4.81
dev.=0.49

n=26
av.=3.73
dev.=1.15

n=24
av.=4.71
dev.=0.55
ab.=1

n=26
av.=4.81
dev.=0.49

n=24
av.=4.75
dev.=0.44
ab.=2

n=26
av.=4.81
dev.=0.49

whi ch you also do in
and 40% for a |ate m dterm exam (begi nni ng of

it puts nmost of the workload towards the end of the
semester. Moreover, it was roughly one hour - open book that determ nes al nost half of

your grade. For ne it did insufficiently reflected your understanding. It was al so just

about time pressure - finding the right note you made at the right nmonent. It is quite

frustrating, too, if mssing 2 questions -

(1 Count)

m Geat professor. One of the best | have had at SAI'S without a doubt.

prepared, and also extrenely nice and nakes cl asses interesting. Thanks!
mProf. Jolliffe really enjoys teaching!

m Professor Jolliffe had an exceptiona
clearly to the students throughout the class,

(1 Count)

mastery over the material,

He is very well
(1 Count)

5 points out 50 gives you a B instead of an A-.

and was able to convey it

al ways repeating highlights from previ ous

cl asses when applicable. | liked it especially when we would | eave the details and talk
nmore about the bigger picture. He was very eager to teach and unlike nmany SAI S
professors, his focus was very much on the students.
exam wer e di sappointing. The grading of the problem sets was done by the TA, and seened
very arbitrary. The final exam despite being curved, was not an accurate nmeasurenent of
it was nore of a race to see who could find the

right nunbers in the notes faster. (1 Count)

peopl es understandi ng of the material;

m Professor Jolliffe was excellent, it

to a non-PhD audience with nore clarity than he did.

every class (which was really hel pful),
qui ckly, and answered questions very well,

occasi ons when his first attenpt when over our heads.

The gradi ng system and the fina

is hard to imagi ne how one could present the material
Vel |

prepared, provided slides at

was extremely approachabl e,
finding new ways to explain things on those
(1 Count)

graded the exam
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m Extraordinarily conmpetent and dedicated to the material. Always well-prepared. Engaging
| ecturer given how dry nmuch of the material was. (1 Count)

mProf. Jolliffe is a spectacul ar professor. H s |lectures are always very well organized
(if alittle fast for ny tastes) and thorough. | would conpare himto Bodnar in ternms of
the anmobunt of work he denands and the level of quality he expects. The only
di sappoi ntrment for ne was his grading. The test he wote was far too long for the
allotted tinme - reflected by the fact that the vast majority of the class did not even
finish the exam- and he did nothing to conpensate for his error. Students at SAI S expect
exans that can be conpleted in the allotted tine without having to rush feverishly
through. The GRE/GVAT are witten in that way, but you go into those exans know ng t hat
you have to hurry. Wth the exception of that test, | feel that Prof. Jolliffe did an
excel lent job teaching this course. (1 Count)

m | was caught off-guard with the exam | thought | had prepared sufficiently for the exam
yet | had never done so poorly on a test than | had on this. Part of this was certainly
my fault but | believe students who already had a strong background in econonetrics or
quantitative analysis were able to adapt to the examnnore easily than those who | acked the
background. (1 Count)

mProf. Jolliffe is very patient and very help. | really enjoyed the course. | amjust a
little unconfortable with all powerpoints presentations, but this is a mnor issue. Thank
you Prof. Jolliffe!! (1 Count)

mProf. Jolliffe was very hel pful and al ways of fered office hours, even if students did not
al ways take advantage of it. (1 Count)

m Keep teaching Professor Jolliffel (1 Count)
m Geat teacher! Well prepared, notivated, funny, helpful. A+ (1 Count)

mProf. Jolliffe's experience with applied econometrics is inpressive. H's presentation
mat eri al s and handouts are very hel pful and well organized. | think the assignnments and
exams were fair and helpful. He is also very approachable, though | didn't seek him out
for help much during the senmester. Prof. Jolliffe is a great adjunct professor for SAI S
(1 Count)

m Excel l ent instructor. Very approachable and know edgeable...but | felt quite challenged in
the course as well. (1 Count)

mProf. Joliffe was extrenely hel pful and al ways nade hinmsel f available, which is a
necessity in this course. M only problemwas the design of the final, which destroyed ny
grade in the course. (1 Count)

[ TA Section

There was a TA for this course. If no, skip this section. n=23

Yes | | 95.7%

No |:| 4.3%

. . 43% 35% 22% 0% 0%
The TA review sessions were helpful. > 1 - . > > >
L]

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree

n=23
av.=4.22
dev.=0.8
ab.=1

. " 48% 48% 4% 0% 0%
The TA was available for office hours. - N : > : :

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree

n=23
av.=4.43
dev.=0.59
ab.=1
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74% 26% 0% 0% 0%
Strongly Agree 4 Strongly Disagree n=23
av.=4.74

dev.=0.45
ab.=1

The TA attended class sessions and/or was aware of what
materials had been covered in lectures.

. . o %  26% 0% %
The TA clearly and constructively explained concepts. 3_9 b 35% - 6% 0% 0%

Strongly Agree ! Strongly Disagree n=23
av.=4.13
dev.=0.81
ab.=1

. . . 52% 35% 13% 0% 0%

My overall evaluation of the TA is positive. Strongly Agree ; - Strongly Disagree 23
av.=4.39
dev.=0.72
ab.=1

Please provide any additional comments that would be helpful regarding your TA.

mCanille was great, and extrenely available. She really did a good job. (1 Count)

m The TA was very dedi cated and conscientious. TA sessions were definitely hel pful
Unfortunately, The grading on problemsets was screwy. | do not knowif this was due to
the professor’s instructions or sone other reason. It was often unclear why points were
taken off. Also, one mstake early on in how you processed the data would result in every
subsequent answer being counted wong, even if the interpretati on and procedures used were
correct. (1 Count)

m The TA graded our homeworks in a manner that ne and ny study partner, at tinmes, considered
uncl ear and unfair. Yet, the TA was always avail abe for advice. (1 Count)

m!| did not have nuch interaction with the TA because | did not seek it out. In general,
t hough, she seenmed to know the material and was willing to help. Her grading seened
arbitrary at times. (1 Count)

mCanille was amazingly avail abl e given that she was working full-time sinmultaneously.
Useful reviews for problemsets and exans, and |ots of good STATA help. (1 Count)

B Revi ew sessions for the examwere particularly helpful, and she was hel pful in figuring
out how to do the problemsets. However, grading of the problem sets seemed extrenely
arbitrary, and she was very defensive when approached with questions regarding the
gradi ng. Also, TA sessions were at extrenely inconvenient times for me, and in ny SAIS
experience it is actually very unusual to have themso late at night. For students with
famlies, it was a problem (1 Count)

m TA was great. Unlike many SAIS TAs, she really went out of her way to help the students.
(1 Count)

mCanille is the best!!!Thank you for all the hard work! (1 Count)

mCanmille was extrenely avail abl e and hardwor ki ng and hel ped us all slog through the
honmewor ks - she's been really great. (1 Count)

mCanille was ny TA for standard econonetrics, and so having her |lent some continuity to ny
econonetrics study. She was a definite help in getting through the material and the
semester. (1 Count)

mCanmille was a terrific TA. Attending her TA sessions was very hel pful/al nbst essentia

for conpleting the problemsets. | appreciated how she was al ways avail abl e for questions
on the problem sets and the paper. She responded i mediately to our enmils and even spoke
with me on the phone for 45 minutes to help me with using Stata. (1 Count)

m | thought the TA was decent, but frankly |I only attended one session because | didn't find
her to be too hel pful in answering questions. She could convey the prepared material for
the nost part, but didn't seemtoo know edgeabl e about problens we would cone across in
undertandi ng the theory or applying the concepts. (1 Count)

mCanille is wonderful. (1 Count)
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Profile

a——a

Subunit: Spring Courses 2007
Name of the teacher: Dean Jolliffe

Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Applied Econometrics-340.731, Enroliment 30

The objectives and the requirements of the course were clearly
stated.

The methods used (lectures, group work, discussions, etc.) were
well suited for communicating course content.

The multimedia and technology resources (other than ERES) that
were used were appropriate for this class.

The amount of assigned work (readings, problem sets, projects,
papers, quizzes, tests and exams) was reasonable.

The other students in the course contributed positively to my
learning experience.

This course enhanced my understanding of the subject matter.

I would recommend this course to fellow students.

My overall evaluation of the course is positive.

The instructor was consistently well prepared for class.

The instructor established high standards, challenged me and
encouraged me to do my best work.

The instructor encouraged active participation in class.

The instructor's manner of delivery clearly demonstrated strong
understanding of the subject matter (consider effectiveness of

The grading techniques were fair and relevant (consider projects,
papers, quizzes, tests and exams).

The instructor provided timely and constructive feedback on
assignments.

The instructor observed the scheduled class times.

The instructor was available and provided the assistance |
needed to succeed in the course.

My overall evaluation of the instructor is positive.

The TA review sessions were helpful.

The TA was available for office hours.

The TA attended class sessions and/or was aware of what
materials had been covered in lectures.

The TA clearly and constructively explained concepts.

My overall evaluation of the TA is positive.

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

N———

7

Strongly
Disagree

~

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

av.=4.62

av.=4.46

av.=4.65

av.=4.15

av.=4.23

av.=4.73

av.=4.62

av.=4.62

av.=5

av.=4.65

av.=4.72

av.=4.81

av.=3.73

av.=4.71

av.=4.81

av.=4.75

av.=4.81

av.=4.22

av.=4.43

av.=4.74

av.=4.13

av.=4.39
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