
    

Spring 2014 Peer Observation 

Jason Patskoski observing Megan Jaunich, Hydraulics (CE 382) 
 

I observed Megan Jaunich’s class, Hydraulics (CE 382), on March 25, 2014 as part of the PTP 
peer observation process. The class was learning about conservation of energy in fluid 
mechanics and the class activities included a lecture and some example problems. I took notes 
on the observation evaluation, and made comments throughout the lecture. 
 
I noticed several effective moments in Mrs. Jaunich’s class. When class began, she quickly 
reviewed the material from the previous lecture and asked if there were any questions. I feel 
this is important because engineering builds on itself, so if students didn’t understand the 
previous material, they would not be able to follow the current material. At first the students 
just sat there, and she responded in a very effective way. She said something to the effect of “I 
don’t understand stares and head nods, I need answers.” I thought this brought the students 
out of their shells so to speak and forced them into the learning environment. It also showed 
the students that she really did care about their opinion and learning, which made her 
personable and approachable. 
 
Once she answered all the questions about the previous lecture, she went over the learning 
objectives for the day’s lecture. This was a good transition from the review as the learning 
objectives were based on principles from the previous lecture. It also gave the students a good 
idea of what to expect for the lecture as well as what would be required on future homeworks 
and exams.  
 
Megan then went over the theoretical equations for the learning objectives. She made sure to 
describe how the Energy Equation was similar to the Bernouli Equation (an equation learned 
earlier in the semester). This gave the students confidence in learning the new material as they 
had done similar work previously. After the theoretical material, Mrs. Jaunich gave some 
example problems to the students. She went through the first one step by step, showing the 
students that while the problem seemed intimidating, it could be broken up into easy steps 
which relied on knowledge the students already had. Once she explained what the next step 
would be, she asked the students to work out that step in groups. This gave the students 
confidence in solving the problems as well as promoted active learning within the classroom. As 
a kinesthetic learner myself, I really appreciate this style.  
 
Megan and I talked about the class in a post-observation meeting the next day. This discussion 
happened after the post-observation meeting for my lecture. Since her class is a prerequisite to 
the class I taught, we were able to have a good discussion on what teaching styles work and 
don’t work for this particular discipline. Further, I feel like we have very similar teaching styles, 
so our reviews of each other helped us both become more effective. We talked about how 



important it was to engage the students when teaching, and how asking them to solve 
problems in groups forces them to be engaged in the learning process. I mentioned that she 
might want to consider giving her students a little more time to work through the problems, 
and she identified that as a goal for future classes.  
 
Overall, I think Megan was a very effective teacher. The students seemed to follow along in her 
lectures, and when asked to perform, they were able to come up with the correct answer. This 
is quite impressive, since they had only seen the material for less than an hour. 
 


