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Background: The University of Waterlm Distinguished Bacher Avards havebeen gven annudly since 976. Oiiginally,
threeawads were mack each yea (athouch thee were four in 1983 but, garting in 1989 a burth Avard in a ®paae ate
goty (for teachers who ae rot reguar faailty) was nsttuted. An amounementof the D90 Avards in the Uhiversity Gazette

(March 28, page3) induded the following gatement:

The caiteria wlsedto sled UW's top teachers ae ceseibed by Snde & follows: "The Dstinguished BacherAward is
givenin remgntion of a ontinuel record d excdlencein teacling at he Lhiversity of Waterl. It is gpen to dl those who
teach dudents athe Lhiversity of Waterlm and is not limited ust to hose holding facuty appointments The Séedion
Committee wll lodk for intdledual vigourand @mmnunicaton sklls in the ntepretdion and preentdion of sibjed matter
The teeches human qudity, the @nernfor and &rsitivity to the reeds of gudents, $ an dviousindicaton ha the romi-
neehasa favouable and lading influene on $udents Evidenceof successul innovation in eacling would dso support a
nomingtion, but it is dso clea tha excdlencein teacting does rot recessarily require innovetion:

The sledion mmmitee conssts of three undergradae gudents, two grduae gudents, ae dumnus, bur members o
facuty (induding the eacling resource ersm) and the povod as dairman They met wice b consder the romindions

recéved from across @mnpus.

This yea 21 digible nomingionswete mwnsdered The @mmiteereportedthat mary of them were grong homindions

sipportedby autstandng recora of teacling and €nvceto sudents

Using, whele gopropriate the tackgoundinformation gven ebove, wha Ansver§ can ya gve from the daa overkeaf m

page 343 b the bllowing Questbn®

® |sthe sdecting process for distinguished teache's at the Universty of Waterloo biased agang instructors in the Faculty of

Mathematics?
® Areingructorsin the Faculty of Mathematics generally poor teachas?

® |sit appreciably easier to obtain a Distinguished Teacher Award in some University departments than in others?
In eacth case indicae eplicitly how the dda kadto your Answver and its imitations (usng aur $x cate@ries ¢ overdl

error) or explan why the déa b not provide an Aswer

Sugyestan eplanaion for the higher proportion of Awards to £mdesthan to nales éeeNote 1 averkaf o page3.43.

Briefly explan which valuesare nore wsdul in comparing Avards anong Fauties the numbe of Awards in each Fac-

ulty or the Avard rates.

® The rumbes d faalty menbes in each Faallty, usedin the catuation of he Avard raes, efer © 1988 Disauss
briefly whether ths yea provides an ppropriatebasisfor the ratecalcuation.

The ommentsgiven at the light gopeaed in the Letters’ sedion
of the Lhiversity of Waterlam Gazette on April 10, 1991, a vweek or
so dter the aanaunementof the Diinguished Bacher Avards
for199% three d the Hurl1991 avards (to WH. Chery, R.G.R.
Lawrenceand L1 McGee) went to Mattemdics and ae (AV.
Morgan to the Depatment ¢ Earh Sienes n the Rallty of
Sdene. Onthe bass of this inbrmation axd the d&a gven
ovaleaf ; page343 write a ey to the kter d the iight from
Profeser Sahas addresingthe datistical issué€y he raises.
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Why no ‘top teachers
in faculty of arts?

It is dways with joy and pide ha | readthe rames
of the 'top teachers” and ronteachers at Waterlm.
| am sure ha the DTA Commiteeis at @ins b be
imparfal in arriving a the hree or 6urnames ety
yea among '"mary very strong nominaions.

Ore may aly wonde whether tre lamgestfacuty
in this ecndogical University has teen doing such
a bad ph. Or is it tha the Raallty of Arts is btdy
raising some uncorrforteble questbnsfor the Univer
sity administrdior? Or is it that someonefrom ebove
is trying to &nd a gnalto the ‘Irrelevant"Sccid
Sdenistsand Himanists elow? Or is it tha a lack
of comnunicaton and wnderstandig, togeher with
a aisis of identty, is reacling darming proportions
in this Uhiversity? O, heavenforhid, is it dl of the
above dist wandeing.

Daniel Sahas
Relgious Sudies

#344



