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Course Evaluations for Virginie Pouzet-Duzer 

 

Included below are evaluations of my teaching at Duke University in the following courses:  

 French 2.04, Fall 2003 : Second-semester French daily responsibility of a class of fifteen students 

following an eclectic approach, using a pre-established syllabus, quizzes and exams co-designed with 

other graduate student instructors 

 

 French 63.02, Spring 2004 : Intermediate French, responsibility of a class of fifteen students meeting 

three times a week, following an eclectic approach, using a pre-established syllabus, quizzes and 

exams co-designed with other graduate student instructors 

 

 French 100.02, Spring 2006 : ñCultural & literary perspective of Franceò, adapted the syllabus and 

brought chosen readings of articles to this writing and discussion focused class, prepared and 

corrected fifteen studentsô essays and papers, brought realia (podcasts, videos and articles) to class, 

integrated discussion boards and blogs into this course which met three times a week. The special 

project I added to this course was the real blogs done by students ï something they truly 

enjoyed.    

 

 French 100.01, Spring 2007: ñCultural & literary perspective of Franceò, adapted the syllabus and 

brought chosen readings of articles to this writing and discussion focused class, prepared and 

corrected twelve studentsô essays and papers, brought realia (podcasts, videos and articles) to class, 

integrated discussion boards and blogs into this course which met three times a week. Apart from the 

blogs, students were encouraged that semester to precisely follow the elections ï and as they 

were 12 candidates at the beginning and 12 students in the class, everybody was assigned a 

ñcampaignò which made them more involved in these Frenchôs elections.      

 

 French 111S.01, Fall 2007: ñSalomé: The Myth of the Femme-Fataleò, self-designed this reading 

course as a multimedia approach to nineteenth century French literature (i.e. use of power-points, 

wimba, blogs etc.), publicized it, wrote the syllabus and prepared the readings and the assessments for 

the nine registered freshmen and sophomore students. In this course, the final project was the 

chance for students to be creative and some of the projects were essays, while other included 

painting, poetry, dance and videos.  

 

 

All quantitative data and most of the student comments on the evaluation forms are reproduced on 
the following pages, in a chronological order. Supporting documentation (i.e. copies of the 
evaluations per se) is available upon request. 
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Quantitative Evaluations 

Students evaluate different aspects of each course on a scale of 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent). 

 

Scale 1-5 (low to high) 
Evaluation Rubrics 

Fall 2003 
French 2.04 

Mean 

Spring 2004 
French 63.02 

Mean 

Spring 
2006 

French 
100.02 
Mean 

Spring 2007 
French 

100.01 Mean 

Fall 2007 
French 

111S.01 
Mean 

Quality of the course 3.58 4.21 4.38 4.50 4.78 

Quality of the instruction 4.29 4.23 4.62 4.67 5.00 

Amount of effort/work 3.62 4.00 3.92 3.42 2.89 

Difficulty of the subject matter 3.77 3.71 3.85 3.33 3.22 

Intellectual stimulation 3.23 3.86 4.23 4.17 4.11 

Instructorôs enthusiasm about the 
course 

4.50 5.00 4.92 5.00 5.00 

Instructorôs accessibility outside 
of class 

4.00 4.31 4.46 4.58 4.67 

Participation was encouraged 4.46 4.64 4.92 4.75 5.00 

Course expectations were clear 4.00 4.00 4.54 4.08 4.67 

Feedback on assigned work was 
valuable 

4.15 4.36 4.38 4.42 4.67 

Evaluation methods were fair 4.46 4.23 4.31 4.64 4.78 

Gained factual knowledge 3.40 4.08 4.38 4.17 4.44 

Understood fundamental 
concepts 

3.75 4.27 4.31 3.91 4.57 

Learned to apply knowledge 3.63 3.57 4.00 3.38 4.57 

Learned to analyze ideas 3.20 3.44 4.42 4.00 4.44 

Learned to synthesize knowledge 3.33 3.89 4.42 4.00 4.56 

Learned to conduct inquiry 
through methods of the field 

2.00 3.29 4.11 3.60 4.00 

Learned to evaluate competing 
ideas 

2.50 3.20 4.20 3.50 4.22 

Developed skills in oral 
expression 

4.00 4.57 4.85 4.67 4.67 

Developed writing skills 4.08 4.38 4.54 4.17 4.33 
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Studentsô qualitative responses 

× French 2.04, Fall 2003 :  

 OVERALL APPRAISAL 

- Iôm always a little nervous when we get grad students teachers but we couldnôt have worked 

out more with Mlle Pouzet! She is approachable, knowledgeable and has great ideas for 

getting us involved in the class. She was a lot of fun, and I only wish I could have her is 

French 63 too!  

- Good instruction but overall the course is designed poorly + makes it excessively difficult for 

students 

- Strong course overall. Good instruction and friendly/encouraging environment 

- She was enthusiastic and really pushed participation 

- Virginie is an excellent French instructor. She really cares about the class and about helping 

the students learn French.  

- Virginie is awesome. 

- Mlle Pouzet is a wonderful teacher and always has the class engaged in activities so the 

class is fast paced and fun. She is the best French teacher I ever had. 

 COURSE CHARACTERISTICS 

- I really didnôt like how we didnôt seem to learn any grammar all year, but then did 5 tenses in 

the last week and half: the text-book is set up really poorly (i.e. : ñHorizonsò) 

- A lot of thinking + learning with little/no improvement 

- Class not hard, but a lot of homework 

- Lots of verb tenses + vocabulary 

 COURSE DYNAMICS 

- Instructor very enthusiastic and encouraging 

 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

- Language requirement should be optional on curriculum 2000 

- Virginie was, by far, the best French instructor I have had. While I do not enjoy French, she 

made it way less painful.  

- Course has been a huge struggle. 

- I really like Virginie and the course was great. Wahoo! 
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× French 63.02, Spring 2004 :  

 OVERALL APPRAISAL 

- I really really liked French 63! French class in high school was extremely stressful (it gave 

me ulcers!) but here I feel like it is okay to make mistakes when speaking in class. Our 

Professor, Mlle Pouzet, was so awesome. She was really energetic and nice to us. I canôt 

wait to continue on in French department and hopefully study in Paris!  

- She explained things but could have done more examples to make it clearer. 

- The course has a very wide range of god topics. The instructor knows how to keep us 

interested in the subject and makes us understand our difficulties. 

- One of the most enthusiastic professors Iôve had at Duke. I got the sense that you truly 

loved what you were doing. Definitely the best French teacher Iôve ever had.  

- My French skills improved a ton from this class. The grammar was review because I took 

French in High-School, but I had an English teacher and we never spoke French in class. 

Having the entire class in French this year improved my listening skills so much and overall I 

am better at speaking the language. 

- I donôt like how class is not everyday, so we canôt speak everyday. When we have class 

there is a lot to cover, so you donôt speak much in class: I feel as though I sustained my 

level but not really improved. 

- Mlle Pouzet is very nice, and I wish she could personally make up our tests ï this would 

make the course easier to handle and not create disparity over grading. 

- The instructor was very nice + helpful, but a lot of the information that we reviewed in class 

was not pertinent to the tests & quizzes. 

- Textbook was okay. Would have liked more practice exercises to be available and less 

lectures in class.  

- Too fast! We learn something, have one day to revise, and then take a test. 

- Overall the course was great. I feel like both my spoken and written French have improved 

and I am more solid on grammatical concepts. Class was also fun! 

- I thought this course was OK. I think that it targeted thing I was really bad at and I donôt think 

my writing or listening/speaking really improved this semester. The instructor was very 

energetic & wanted to help but I donôt think this course is set up well in general.  

- Obviously we learned accurate information about French culture and were able to listen to a 

real French accent. Both of these things were great. 
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 COURSE CHARACTERISTICS 

- We had a lot of homework in the class (workbook pages, reading assignments, rédactions 

etc.) but I thought it was useful because it kept us in the French thinking mode throughout 

the week.  

- We had to learn different verb tenses, words, pronouns and expressions. The assignments 

were useful for this.  

- The homework was quite a lot but nevertheless, the exercises were very helpful and helped 

me improve my French. I felt the comprehension in the text-book (i.e. ñSur le Vifò) was a little 

un-helpful.  

- The readings in ñSur le Vifò were too hard. It would be helpful to have more practice 

worksheets and write answers on the board because Iôm a visual learner and I donôt always 

understand the answer by just hearing it. 

- There were a lot of assignments usually in the workbook but I think most were good 

practice.  The strong points of the course were the fun activities we did in class ï we has 

games to practice vocabulary and did little skits sometimesé these made the class really 

fun and it was more fun to learn.   

- The assignment + readings were useful; they corresponded to what was being taught.  

- Very fast paced.  

- I was not a big fan of ñSur le vifò, especially the workbook: directions for exercises in it were 

sometimes very unclear.  

- I felt as though this class work was a pretty good amount because we has so much due at 

every class period. I wish that there was a better way to deal with it, but I guess it makes us 

keep up with the work.  

- I definitely learned a great deal of grammar and read many interesting passages. 

 COURSE DYNAMICS 

- I thought the class clearly organized and everything was clear from the beginning. One thing 

though: the absentee/late work policy might have been a little harsh. 

- She didnôt really encourage us to come to her office hours and we didnôt really know where it 

was. Even though and information sheet was given in the beginning she could have 

reminded us of expectations and requirements because they werenôt always clear. 

- Everything was perfect.   

- I would prefer you to call on people in class instead of always allowing free responses. I 

didnôt always understand right away and missed out on some opportunities to speak. 
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- I didnôt know participation was being graded + I didnôt really know what the grades on the 

homework meant. The teacher was awesome though § she was always very exuberant and 

interested which really does make a difference: it makes you want to come to class.  

- Course was very organized. We knew from the beginning expectations and grading system.  

- Some questionable grading on participation. But otherwise everything was fine.  

- Class was organized and Mlle Pouzet was very enthusiastic and encouraging. She is a 

great teacher, very friendly, approachable & helpful.  

- Class very well organized + thorough & instructor very helpful.  

- I was never really sure what outside event I was supposed to attend. Homework grading 

was a little confusing because I never knew if it was actually graded for accuracy or just 

completion. I would have also liked to have an explanation for participation grades and 

some sort of rubric to go by so I knew what was required for different grades. Instructor was 

always very positive and enthusiastic.   

- Enjoyed lectures; great books; interesting class. 

 APPRAISAL OF PROGRESS 

- I feel like my reading comprehension has skyrocketed after being in this course. Also my 

speaking & writing skills improved. ñJôaimais la classe!ò (sic..) 

- Didnôt learn many facts. 

- My oral skills improved as well as my writing skills. My overall understanding of the French 

has improved. I would stress a little more on the subject about when to use imparfait and 

passé compose. 

- My speaking skills and oral comprehension were greatly improved. 

- Not an information based class. More about learning to express opinions and ideas in 

French. Would have liked more exercises and practice of activities in class rather then the 

lectures & readings. 

- I feel like we have just begun to have meaningful discourse in French and this is the first 

time we have done this in any French class I have ever had.  

 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

- Very sweet instructor 

- More written practice with grammar 

- It was a great class because our teacher taught us in fun ways and was excited and tried to 

make class interesting with games and activities to learn 
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× French 100.02, Spring 2006 :  

 OVERALL APPRAISAL 

- The Best teacher Iôve had at Duke! I LOVE HER. Sheôs so smart and happy, and also an 

amazing teacher ï kind and considerate of students. I looked forward to class.  

- Mademoiselle Pouzet is a great teacher. She knew a lot about French culture and provided 

a lot of knowledge.  

- I thought the material was interesting & the instruction was very good. 

- Very fun course 

- Some readings were difficult to understand 

- She was very enthusiastic and fun 

- Very enthusiastic but she makes grading extremely difficult. Her grading system is 

completely inconsistent with other French professors 

- Instructor was very enthusiastic at every class and fostered really interesting discussions  

 COURSE CHARACTERISTICS 

- I learned a lot. 

- We had great discussions about culture through a book and lots of readings assignments. 

- Very relevant readings. 

- Good writing assignments, with lots of choice (didnôt have to write about a particular topic) 

- Often too much reading was given to adequately comprehend and prepare for class 

- Reading were every relevant to class discussion 

 COURSE DYNAMICS 

- A tough teacher, but creative assignments. She really encouraged participation and tried a 

lot of innovative ideas in new teaching approach. Made us laugh and think a lot.  

- She was a fun and dynamic teacher and always had lots of energy.  

- Very organized. 

- Good office hours (very helpful), guidelines for participation was a bit unclear, very 

enthusiastic instructor, much appreciated 

- Student/instructor interaction was great and very amicable 

-  
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 APPRAISAL OF PROGRESS 

- Interesting topics. 

- The course greatly improved my writings and oral skills in French.  

- Developed French speaking skills 

- Definitely improved my writing & speaking skills 

 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

- Loved the class because of her! 

- Virginie was awesome & Iôd suggest her to anyone interested in French or anything else! 



Evaluations, Pouzet-Duzer 9 

 

 

× French 100.01, Spring 2007:  

 OVERALL APPRAISAL 

- This course was extremely helpful in understanding more about the French and improving 

my French. Discussion was always encourages & worked well 

- Talk too fast at times, tend to call on same people to respond to questions a lot, very 

exciting/interesting person 

- I thought this course gave an excellent overview of French culture, especially in areas that I 

had not previously studied. Our instructor was great and she definitely improved as the 

course went along.   

- Instructor is always accessible + always energetic. She makes class fun & interesting. 

- Madame Pouzet-Duzer is a superb instructor. She uses a broad scope of multimedia + 

keeps the class interesting 

- Instructor was very knowledgeable and approachable. Class was a good, clearly writing 

level class. Learned a lot. 

- Very enthusiastic, readings were interesting & never repetitive or dull, in class activities were 

engaging & encouraged participation 

- Instructor was very amicable 

 COURSE CHARACTERISTICS 

- The readings were interesting & never over-burdening. Overall I think it was a very 

appropriate amount of work 

- Too many extra-emails about course work & homework & too much reading per day with not 

enough time to discuss 

- There was a lot of reading but it was always applicable to class discussion + therefore was 

necessary. I do feel like we could have done more writing practice.  

- Doing a lot of writing + reading was necessary. Discussion was the most prevalent form of 

communication + the class really improved my oral skills 

- Really liked the textbook we read for the first half of the class & didnôt like the novel we read 

the last weeks 

- Too much reading; selection could have been streamlined 

-  
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 COURSE DYNAMICS 

- She was so enthusiastic about everything & put lots and lots of work into this class & 

assignments. 

- Test/papers not given back in timely manner & class need a more simple structure 

- There was good class/instructor interaction and she was a fair grader. 

- Feedback was always very useful & instructor extremely accessible 

- Very clearly organized, heavily participation based 

- Feedback on papers & assignments was very helpful & instructor was VERY 

ENTHUSIASTIC. 

 APPRAISAL OF PROGRESS 

- Not much preparation taught for writing 

- This was probably  the first French course Iôve had where I felt like I learned skills that would 

be useful in other subjects 

- Learned a lot about French culture & improved writing and speaking 

- I would have enjoyed more focus on the language, but this is a culture course 
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× French 111S.01, Fall 2007:  

 OVERALL APPRAISAL 

- Great, accessible, smart 

- The course was a lot of fun and not too much work. It was good! 

- Mme is a highly enthusiastic, effective teacher. She is helpful without ever making students 

seem dumb, very encouraging and infatiguable. 

- I love the professor ï so friendly, approachable & accessible! Knowledgeable, enthusiastic, 

interesting 

- This course was very interesting and really improved my language application 

- Instructor very enthusiastic, very helpful/eager to discuss things outside of class + lots of 

use of technology & real world examples    

 COURSE CHARACTERISTICS 

- Great thesis for the class 

- The readings were good + instructive 

- The material was very interesting, good discussions. 

- Not too much work but some good thinking involved. 

- Lots of abstracts thinking, linking lots of ideas together, to build on, learned lots of French  

- Course very helpful in reinforcing French skills  

- Lots of literary analysis = comparison of different authors and literature styles 

- Lots to learn but so interesting! 

- Some of the readings and poems demanded a lot of thinking and integration of knowledge, 

which was challenging to do in a different language. 

 COURSE DYNAMICS 

- The role of blogs should have been clearer and the online quizzes could have been in class 

and organized 

- The class was small so we really got to know the professor. She was amazing.  

- Everything was available on blackboard which was easy to access and very clear for 

readings/assignments 

- Very clear expectations + organization of course 

- Very clear, teacher very enthusiastic  
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- Prof. Pouzet-Duzer was very enthusiastic and easy to talk to + really encouraged everyone 

to express their ideas on each topic 

 APPRAISAL OF PROGRESS 

- Could have used more graded writing 

- Especially oral + writing skills 

- There was some historical background but it was mostly comparison and literary analysis 

- Final project really made me think of what I learned in the course 

 ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

- Mme is an excellent professor, highly enjoyable course. 

- THANK YOU!!! 

- Instructor made work very manageable so that it was rewarding and I actually understood it  

- Interesting subject, unlike any Iôve ever taken 

- Excellent, awesome, open, fun, enthusiastic and every other positive adjective I can think of: 

she is a wonderful instructor and any student would be lucky to have her. 

 

 

 


