The George Washington University GW

Summer 2021, IAFF 6186 Military Power & Effectiveness Section 20
Instructor: Wunische, Adam (Primary)

There were: 16 possible respondents.
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Text Responses
Question: Use this space for comments on strengths of the course.

Despite the online setting, the professor set a smooth rhythm for the class with clear expectations on reading, asynchronous video lectures, and a common plan for each
lesson to discuss readings, the class-related topic, and then group/team exercises. One of the best and most organized online courses I have taken to date!

I think was a great course with interesting subject material.
The discussions are usually fruitful tackling issues in different scenarios.

I think the course was great, but the online setting is always a hurdle. However, Professor Wunische did a great job to keep us engaged during class and outside class.
Outside the class hours, he posted short and sweet videos, yet sufficient to cover the key aspects in a creative fashion.

Used readings to provide non US perspective. Instructor very knowledgeable on subject matter.

Question: Use this space to provide suggestions on how to improve this course.

I would have benefited from a full-term in the course to really deep-dive into the topics.

Maybe a few *suggested* background readings aimed at giving more context to student who have no experience or background in military/national security.

The topics are overall scattered. I dont think they are well-connected to the overarching theme of military effectiveness. If I could restructure the sections, I will do them
this way: 1. Presenting a topic (Space security) 2. Why is it relevant? What is the history of this topic? 3. Current incidents and events that are related to the topic. Some
sections are already shaped this way, but still.

Provide more focused questions during the discussion

Question: You indicated that you were academically prepared to take this course, what prepared you for this class (which prior courses, which topics)?
Undergraduate coursework in Global Studies helped prepare me for the discussions and reading material.

International security, security policy analysis, and US national security

Civilian-Military relations

Civ-Mil relations by Prof. Bradford Wineman.

I have taken international affairs courses that scratched the surface of military effectiveness.

Familiar with subject area.
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