Document has to remain in Serbian since it is a big file of tables. Only first summarizing pages are translated, as well as the questionnaire.
Page 1. The Decision of the Educational and Scientific Council of the Faculty signed by Dean on adoption of the Report.

Page 2-3: The Report of the Commission (given on next page of this file).
Pages 4-408: Statistics of questionnaires on each person grouped in a certain chair (department).
Questionnaire:

	Faculty
	Mechanical Engineering

	Study program
	…

	Name (title) and code of the subject (course)
	…

	Name and position of the teaching staff individual whose pedagogical work is being evaluated
	…

…

	Number of students who participated in the evaluation of this teacher in this subject
	…

	Total number of students who are obliged to attend this subject with this teacher
	…


Part for professors:
	No.
	Statements
	Average grade

	1.
	Are the classes regularly held                     a) lectures
	

	
	                                                                    b) consultations
	

	2.
	Understanding and the way of teaching
	

	3.
	Compatibility of teaching plan and volume (contents) of teaching matter
	

	4.
	Boosting student to be active, critical in thinking and creative
	

	5.
	Lectures of teacher help student to absorb matter more easily
	

	6.
	Scope and quality of recommended literature
	

	7.
	The teacher supplies useful information for future student work
	

	8.
	The teacher answers to questions and takes care on comments
	

	9.
	Professionalism and ethical approach in communication with students
	

	10.
	Objectiveness and non-favoritism in students’ knowledge evaluation
	

	11.
	General impression
	

	12.
	Total average grade (out of previous 11)
	


Part for assistants:
	No.
	Statements
	Average grade

	1.
	Are the classes regularly held                     a) exercises
	

	
	                                                                    b) consultations
	

	2.
	Understanding and the way of teaching
	

	3.
	Boosting student to be active, critical in thinking and creative
	

	4.
	Exercises of assistant help student to absorb matter more easily
	

	5.
	The assistant supplies useful information for future student work
	

	6.
	The assistant answers to questions and takes care on comments
	

	7.
	Professionalism and ethical approach in communication with students
	

	8.
	Objectiveness and non-favoritism in students’ knowledge evaluation
	

	9.
	General impression
	

	10.
	Total average grade (out of previous 9)
	


To the Teaching and Scientific Council 

of The Faculty of Mechanical Engineering University of Belgrade
To the Dean Prof. Milorad Milovančević

SUBJECT: Report on the results of student evaluations of pedagogical work of teachers in the winter semester of school year 2011-2012. 
Pursuant to the Regulations on student evaluation of teachers' pedagogical work of the University of Belgrade and the Faculty of Mechanical Engineering University of Belgrade, the Commission for organization and conduction of the students’ evaluation, submits the following

R E P O R T
Student evaluation is organized and conducted by the Commission with the following members: Professor Vladimir Stevanovic, Dragan Tucakovic Associate Professor, Assistant Professor Aleksandar Marinkovic, Assistant Professor Dragutin Djuric, assistant professor Gojak Milan, Goran Lazovic assistant, assistant Bojan Ivljanin, Blaženka Maslovarić assistant, research assistant and Sanja Prica and the Students: Maja Radovic, S. Punoš, Ana Trnčić, Nenad Tabandželić and Milena Tešanović. 
Students’ evaluation was conducted in terms of regular classes in the winter semester of school year 2011-2012.

Students’ evaluation included 124 teachers and 99 employees, with the total number of subjects 171. Individual results of student evaluations of teachers are given in the appendix.

The results of student evaluations of all teachers, averaged for all subjects in the Faculty for which student evaluation was conducted, are presented in the following table:
	No.
	Statements
	Average grade

	1.
	Are the classes regularly held                     a) lectures
	4.86

	
	                                                                    b) consultations
	4.74

	2.
	Understanding and the way of teaching
	4.52

	3.
	Compatibility of teaching plan and volume (contents) of teaching matter
	4.57

	4.
	Boosting student to be active, critical in thinking and creative
	4.51

	5.
	Lectures of teacher help student to absorb matter more easily
	4.55

	6.
	Scope and quality of recommended literature
	4.50

	7.
	The teacher supplies useful information for future student work
	4.60

	8.
	The teacher answers to questions and takes care on comments
	4.66

	9.
	Professionalism and ethical approach in communication with students
	4.70

	10.
	Objectiveness and non-favoritism in students’ knowledge evaluation
	4.71

	11.
	General impression
	4.60

	12.
	Total average grade (out of previous 11)
	4.63


And the results of student evaluations of all associates, averaged for all subjects in the Faculty for which student evaluation was conducted are presented in the following table:
	No.
	Statements
	Average grade

	1.
	Are the classes regularly held                     a) exercises
	4.86

	
	                                                                    b) consultations
	4.78

	2.
	Understanding and the way of teaching
	4.61

	3.
	Boosting student to be active, critical in thinking and creative
	4.58

	4.
	Exercises of assistant help student to absorb matter more easily
	4.64

	5.
	The assistant supplies useful information for future student work
	4.66

	6.
	The assistant answers to questions and takes care on comments
	4.70

	7.
	Professionalism and ethical approach in communication with students
	4.70

	8.
	Objectiveness and non-favoritism in students’ knowledge evaluation
	4.72

	9.
	General impression
	4.68

	10.
	Total average grade (out of previous 9)
	4.69


In Belgrade, 28.02.2012. 

For the Commission to organize and conduct student evaluation procedures

Prof. Vladimir Stevanovic

Appendix: Individual reports for teachers / assistants and subjects (Forms 2a and 2b)
· Files concerning this matter which were sent on CD are in folder InSerbian and have the names:

· Anketa2011-12letnji.pdf      = file on summer semester 2011/2012

· Anketa2011-12zimski.pdf   = file on winter semester 2011/2012

· Anketa2008-2011.pdf          = file on previous years but just summarizing reports

