Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
i Departmen’t of Phllosophy

_ Please ﬂi m the followmg mformahon

¥ '=;-'1)Your GSIs name \aokzor\ \Cwemmn
",:j-;._2) Course name and number P}u \Q) N@’mf% qi\ %‘impf Term in which taken: E@J I”“’-‘ '

._'3) Your status (cwc[e one Fr . Jr Sr, Other Your major, TE s
- '4) How much effort wouid you say you put mto thzs course‘? - , U |
Do e 2 e B 4 5 8y 7.

" Not much effort ) IS g __:.: a fa;r amount of effort _ guite a lot of effort -

‘ "5) Overail what proporilon of sect:ons dld you aﬁend’? (c:rcte one) L __l;m

--7-.-'iess _than_‘_ S about 1/2 A ‘more than 2/3 nearly all

-

II. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knhows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and heips them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please oomment on the extent to which you GSI dlsplayed these and any other relevant
qualltles
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2) How do you "[hin'l% the. Gél"ooulcgi s?ﬁﬁro\)e sections for this oourse‘?
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| 3 What was most distinctive’ about the' way the GSI taught in thls course? What if anythmg was -
particiarly helpful? ‘What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? .




lIl: For each quéstion in this section, please circle the number you ﬂnd most appropriate.

7% 1) How.well organized were sections?

AR s

poorly organized . moderately well organized

2) How‘ciear.lry'd_i'd yo'ur GSI communicate philosophical cdhéefplts an'd' iés&éé?'

~.. notat all clearly fairly clearly - AN

3)To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diag'réms,*i'and so"c:iﬁ?i- R

2B 4 5 e
. “-notatall o LT ' fairly often - T -~/ all the fime

4) How responsiVe was your GSI fo questions and comments in section?

L 2. 3 4 5 6 e ( 7_) .
‘not at alt responsive ~ fairly responsive extremely res’po_n ive’ .

_5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among students? He tried ! Y2 the CJB&S

1 2 3 . 4 5 @ ST
. not very much : _ - .. somewhat . Quite a ot

"'6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

La'ag ctma‘f" '_

1 o2 3 4 5 g? T e
not very rewarding _ o fairly rewarding extrerfiely rewarding .-

7) How approachable and responsive was your GS outside of secfion?

'8) How éu'béténﬁ'\'..r'.efand helpful didry_q'u' find your GSF's comments on written work tobe?" :. :
not at all substantive . . ~ fairly substantive _ extremely substantive. -
‘- andhelpful . " _and helpful - andhelpful ..o

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? *

R E R Tl S R 4. - 5 6 @>
- notatall approachabte - fairly approachable _ extremely approachable .




Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluat;on
“Department of Phl!osophy Lo

!. Please filt in the following information. - 1

' 1) Your GSI's name: Do e e

2) Course name and riumber: P!’\J\ " 3 : | ; Term in whlch taken &” 45

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. . Jr. Sr. Other,_-- : Your maJor 1% /%M“‘

4) How much effort would you sa /you pu't 'ir';te'this course? . - - _' ____.l'::'-f R 1',:, S
Not njuch effort air amount of eﬁort o R q_uitea lot of effort -
5) OveraIE, what proportion of sections did you attend? (cir.el.e'one) S S Rt
less than . ~ aboutt12 morethan2/3 . nea%bl -

II. Please respond to the following questaons as fully as possrble '

1) A good GSl knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents mater[al clearty, o
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessmenis of the|r written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

qualities. _ (o )
el L g, € '*.I‘*Jf.}!(v“-f KW@{Z”’J '(‘#‘i‘é N‘U\;'}fﬁfv‘ s"’\\ \N‘{’ﬂ) ffﬁsaw‘f”%ﬁ,&: 2’*“‘4?@? i
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2) How do you think the GSl could improve sections for this course? ' :..
CN/A L
e P(T)r‘{;.(?(fé"’idf\ “y

3) What was most dlstlnctrve about the way the GSI taught in thls course'? What |f anythmg was .
particuiarly helpful? What, if anything, was especratly unhelpful? ; . -

Helrful - hand _@,_,,ﬁg,,:_;._tﬁé ' ta _ :rrm« égemréim
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1) How well organized were sections?

" 2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phiibsophicai concepts and iééhe's“?‘.' R

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical idéas'with.'examples, diagrams, and so ori"?'_ o

1. For each question in this section, please circle the number y_oﬁ- ﬁnd hﬁqst'"app"l’opriéfef S

poorly organized moderately well orgamzed 7 exiremely well organized

~ not at all clearly ' fairly clearly © . extremely clearly ..

2 34 5 . (e, 7
- not at all o © - fairly often - - . e \\) all the time

" 4) How responsive was your GS! {o questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 QQ
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi

' 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7)

not very much .- somewhat ¥ ~ quite a jot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

. e 2 . . 5 .

" notvery rewarding . .. - fairly rewarding extre ely rewardlng

7) How approachabi'e and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

not at all approachable © ~  fairly approachable extremely approachable

'8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSP's comments on written work to be?

1o 2 w3 4 S o B T
not at all substantive .~ fairly substantive xtremely substantive . ~...

- and helpful .7 andhelpful . and helpful o

B |




"Grad.uate Student lnstructor Eva!uatlon |
Department of Philosophy '

L P!ease f;ti in the foE!owmg mformatlon

1)YourGSIsname i c,iu:QN K—E’R—M mm

Y Course name and numberpH L»'G%UPH Y 8

Term mwh[ch taken: A s

" 3) Your status (crrc]e one)@Soph g Sr 'Other' S .-'-\-foﬁr'&ma.jei’.: AR{M\TFCT W RE

4) How much effort would you say you put mto th[s course'?
A e 2 B a4 il UB s q R
Not mueh effort - " a fair amount of effort e o glite alot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sectioris did you attend? (circle one) S :
less than ~ about1/2 - - .. morethan2/3 . . __".'@'

Il Please respond to the following questions as fully as possnble i T
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenal clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to siudents. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. "I oM B2 Ao LAy bt LA @t NG, £ ot
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course? =
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3} What was most distinctive about the way the

" particularly heipful'? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? -
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taught in this course? What if anythmg was' B



I For eé_éh 'qué:é,ti:'on in thi's' 'éectibh;‘please circle the number you find most appropriate.

-1 5 21) How well organized were sections? -

' poorly organized - moderately weil organized extremely.-well organized

2)How clearly did your GSI communicate phildsc.)‘.p.hic'a'l concepts and issues?

B S - R 4 5 e (7
~notatallclearly - "~ .0 fairly clearly - extremely clearfy” .

- 3) Tb what eXfeht did the GSI iilustra{e philosophical ideas with exampies, diagrams, and éd on?
'1 o2 s 4 5 6

©notatall . . - . . fairlyoften - all the time -

'_4.) }~I0\.f\_.r respbn_siv_e was your GS! to questions and comments in section? - o

- not at all responsive ' - fairly responsive extremely responsive
5} To what extent did the GS{ stimulate discussion among students? S _ \
_ _ . : ‘ |
1 2 3 4 : 5 6]
npt very much somewhat . quite a lot
8) How inte].le'ctually rewarding did you find sections?

1. 2 3 . . 4 5 6 @
not very rewarding *. o ‘fairly rewarding " extremely rewar '

7Y How approachable and ré_sponsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 4 5 e 0Ty
not at all approachable falfly approachable _ - extremely approachable
'r - .

'8).How 'substa.ntive and heipfui did you find your GSI's comments on written work to b&?

not at all substantive * fairly substantive - extremely substantive =T
and helpful .. - and helpful ... -anghelpful

9 How '\."rv-ou'rld y@q:rgte the QVe_réillt“éiffé,c{ti\'.rén_gss of your GSI'? e




; Graduate Student Instructor Evaluat[on
Department of Phllosophy

- | Please filli in the followmg mformatlon'

1)YourGSIs name: Tarw_rav’\ J/erma‘n

2) Course name . and number Flmi 3 S T in which taken: Fadt 2913

3) Yourstatus'(e"i\fc:[e one) Fr Soph Jr Sr Other L Yo'ur.mej;or:"tfr%ehJeCAOLred

6 7

R A L2 3 e R
* - quite a lot of effort

Not much effort'. o a falr amount of eff__ort_
5) Overall, what propottieﬁ'ef sections did you attend? (ircleone) . 7
less than - ~aboutt/2 0 - morethan2/3 . - " (nearly all

II. Please respond o the following questlons as fuity as poss:ble

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenai clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive {o students. A good GSI alse provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to Whlch you GSI displayed these and any cther reievant
qualities.

4) How much effort would you say you put into thls course‘? @ R

Jaud o o vw&j Cah_(’,ram-i &umm 'c-ui}:,rm'g’ ﬁu’lo.‘. .c.?[ﬂJ"f_/U(,‘?'i’}
%wgﬁ?mﬂ./ﬁ e s vwery] erppaced gng had an EXxcuirern
Gronty ort AL QWY EL  prases ol Hio Commerndsr on oy
PAPLXS  Wwert  extenvive  Jhourough, ond exIremery  me(pu).
Hiv  hawndouds urert gied pelpful and sum ava r)Z,z)cL VL,
leeiu et and el ding métwiau very  wed].

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course? ) _
e "L"'ﬂn‘ng PfAPCPJ ﬂh%W closer “}“(} LA LA '.._YQ\”\.L:’j AT

YUY '
and W d
]i .
- 3) What was most d]stmcttve about the way the GSI taught in thls course’? What if anythmg was
particularly helpful? What, if anythlng, was espemally unhelpfu[’P
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e i éach"q'u'ésti_dh |n this section, p,eas'e circle the number you find most appropriate.
1) How well organized were sections? |

poorly organized BT moderately well organized extremely weil organized™ -

s ‘Q)":Ho\w c[eaﬂydldyourGSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

R L R R T R 4 5 @ 7T
I notatallclearly - o 7  fairly clearly remely clearly -

- . 3)To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams.',. and soon?. -
PR ERTEE P N O S 4 5 ' 7
notatall - . o0 o o fairly often - all the time
: 4) How responé_ive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?
Sl 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive _ ' extremely responsive’
5} To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
-1 2 3 : 4 : 5 _ ( 6 ) : -7
not very rewarding. fairly rewarding ' i extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 _ 2 _ 3. 4 - o BT @
not at alt approachable fairly approachable ' . extremely approachable

8) How substantive and .helpful didyou find ydur GS[’S commeﬁts on WEitteh' work to be? b

2 3 4 5

o ,_ S o S 6. 7)
" not at all substantive - fairly substantive - extremely substantive e
- and helpful - _ : : and helpfui '_ . and helpful

'Héw \{\)oﬁld"ydu rate théf-é_v'efai'l éffébfivehé_és of yroiw; GSI? -




Graduate Student!nstructorEvaluation :

1. Please fill i in the foi!owmg mformahon

1)Y0urGSIsname \Ba(,h,s-,(’)h k()\t‘ V\\.DV\

2) Course name and number. P V\\\Oso;?\n/u\ 2) Te'rm:r iﬂ whlch tekeri" :Eq[ [ '20 %

3) Your status (c;rcle one)@Soph Jo ST Other S Your maJor Qh \5-36{0%\

|
%
4} How much effort would you say you put :nto thls course'? ol . '_
1 [ SR TP S 1 ‘ ';@:_' ST
o q ite a lot of effort’ :

~Not much etfort . a fair amount of effort

5) Overall, what proporhon of sectlons d[d you attend’P (CIrcle one)
less than‘ o about1/2 -~ . morethan2/3 -

I Please respond to the foi!owmg questlons as qu[y as posable :
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenai clearly, - |
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI alse provides students |
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophicat writing

skilis. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

|
.. qualltles B ot 6’8\ EveE & | o |

T -

—

2) How do you think the GSlI could 1mprove sec‘uons for this course? ol - |

(g\ﬂh) MOPQ. d‘ﬁﬁhﬁﬁfc:m_ - ‘ L . . ':7:_. .

) What was most dxstmctlve about the way the GSI taught in this course? What if anythmg was
partlcutarly he!pful? What lf anythlng was espec:ai]y unheipful'? . :




11l For each quééti_oﬁ in fh]s ée'c:tion,;pl.é'ééé circle the number you find most appropriate.

“ 1) How well organized were sections? © -

" 2) How "c'iear‘ly did y(._J.'L.JI'“GSI- communicate 'philos._ophiéa.i qdnbepts and issues?

notatall clearly -~ .. - o0 fairly clearly extremely clearly ..

' 3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
. notatall - - . o . fairlyoften o - all the time
4) How responsive'was youf GSl o questions and comments in section?

not at all responsive fairly responsive . extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 6 g)
notverymuch . somewhat _ quite a

8) How intéllecmally rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 e 4 5 6 |

. notvery rewarding ~ .. " fairly rewarding ' extremely rewarding

7} How approachable and responsive was your GSl outside of section?

1 3 4 5 8 ?
not at all approachable . fairly approachable ' extremely approachabile -
. 8) How éubsténtiv_e and 'h"e!pful'.d'id you find your GSI's comments on written WO'rk"td' be? o

not at all substantive’ - fairly substantive - . extremely éubstaﬁt]ifé

- andhelpful - .0 - and helpful - . . andhelpful L

" 9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? -

not at all effective fairly effective -

poorly organized -~ .~ moderately well organized extremely well organized: -




Graduate Student Instructor Evaiuatlon
Department of Phllosophy / '

L. Please f;!l ln the followmg lnformatlon

1)YourGSIsname %mwfwﬂ T

2) Course name and number a}“iﬁ fm é’"vf&“; s

R Term in Wthh taken t
3) Yoursta’zus (clrcie one) Fr Jr Sr Other ‘“':Your major M&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁ

4) How much effortwould you sayyou put mto thls course’P y ‘;L__. )

PR R S SR D @\ B R
Not muc_:h ef_fort' C o afalramount c_nfeffe_rt S i e quite a ot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one).’s
less than . gbout12 o morethan2/3 . .

I Piease respond to the following queshons as fuIIy as posssble ; _' :

1) A good GSi knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material c[early,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive fo students. A'good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

fM"j Cfff“'m h’a“’f 6\}@13\{ andl ?{fh’ &t vl awdd 7 fwej fE cven

£ e Ji] gg‘&:’&rf‘;@d’a ﬂf&an
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ed and b

alet of confursig peots

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

H«: r,.j@@?’_’:?r;.wfj?ﬁ%éf | wordl #tewd

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was

R partlcuiarly helpfu[‘? What, if anythmg was especaaliy unhe!pful’?




- and helpful

o HI For each quest;on In thls sectlon please cnrcle the number you find most approprlate

b ) How well organlzed were sectlons'? :

L R TR 5 6 G
- poorly organized © " moderately well organized extremely well organized

2) How clearly _'d'id your .GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

notatalfclearly 7 fairly clearly extremely clearly

" 3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

Snotatall o - fairy often - ~ allthe time

4) How respons'iv'e was your G3l to questions and comments in section?
1 2 : 3 4 5 6 @

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) T6 what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

_*n_ot very m_uc_h - somewhat "~ quite a lot.

6j Hew"infellectuelly rewarding did you find sections?
B . i . . i e .

12 3 4 5 (_@) 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding .- extremely rewarding

- 7Y How approachable and responsive was your GSl outside of section?

AR RS 5 4 s g AT

not at all'approachabie fairly approachable B extremely approachab’re”'

4

8) How substantlve and heipful did you fxnd your GSI s comments on written work to be?

not at all substantwe ' fairly substantive _ extremely substantlve
- and helpful _ e and helpful

9) How would you rafe fhe evera'ﬂ é?fébfivenes;s ofyour GSI’P .

fairly effective




' _-:;_ : Graduate Student lnstructor Evaiuatlon
e "____Departrnent of Phllosophy

I' Please fsil |n the fotlowmg anformat:on '

. 1) Your GSI s name d’m{(x &vi «t(e {r Pt

2) Course name and number Fhi fas é P L s Term in which taken:_fz// 2of3

S 3) Your status (czrcle one} Fr Sop '__Sr Other " Your major: ?Sa{th

i S 4) How muoh effort would you say. you put |nto ‘this’ oourse’? 7_ .
DA B R T C) T - 6 7
C Not much effort ' _ _' afair amount of effort . quite a lot of effort

' '5) Overall, what proportlon of sechons drd you attend’? (c1rcle one) S,
less th__ahl__ S oabout1/2. v op oo moTe than 2/3 ', o Hearly alb

I, Please respond to the followmg questlons as fully as possmie

1) A good GSI knows the colrse material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facifitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl! also provides sfudents.
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please oomment on the extent to wh|ch you GS! displayed these and any other relevant
gualities. ' :

LI Cfﬁ‘l D/{rSF?m e»t' Hfu’ 5 czua t"‘-f“ \r-ar’lj-wﬂtt.' z
tl/ug h@rb‘tcﬁf(}mis ﬂ‘v/{‘ g“f;!fc*muf 4j buti oot !
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2) How do you think the GSI could 1mprove sect:ons for this oourse’?
l;\fecf Uw!mq :% 3“”‘ ) R S S
F\“nkib'g 36"”‘4‘ U‘/‘rf ﬂflﬂ G{‘SCvij‘gHﬂv": ﬁv:u{ ;ffma L{“{ﬁaffic Vtg/!
el 3{'{%! f {"Mﬂﬂ«,-;f{%e:?-é“ everz{ S“fuo{ﬁw'f Feﬂ{(’fcss‘am{; Wy,

- 3) What was most drstlnctlve about the way the GSt taught in thls course” What 1f anythmg, was
- partlcularly helpfui’? What, if anything, was especsaliy unhelpful‘? ' '




- 1. For eécjh question in this section, please circle the numbef you find host ap'probria e.
1) -HO'W'weil ofganized were sections? AT By

B T 4 5w A

" poorly organized moderately well organized “extremely wéi{c>r'g:'a|r’:ai'z'i=,~'d'"_'."E

g e s 6 ?)

' 2) How c'léarly-did ybur GSI communicate philosophical conce.p.ts and issues?

o2 3 4 5 : %52 T
- . netat all clearly “fairly clearly T tremely clearly . -

' 3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

T T 4 s ®

. notatall o oo fairly often - all the time. -

100 2 3 4 5 6
not at all responsive fairly responsive exiremely responsive

'5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion'amdng students?

1 2 3 4 5 (s) 7

o 4) How responsive was your GSi to questions and comments in section? _
not very much 7 somewhat quite a jot
|

8) How intellectually rewardihg did you ﬁhd séctidns?

1 . 2 3.4 (5) 6 7
not very rewarding ' fairly rewarding ) extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI| outside of section?
" not at all app‘rOachab!é' o fair?y ajp'proa'chab!é' : _extremely approachable
'8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

' not at all substantive . fairly substantive ' extremély substantive
.and helpful. - : _ _ and helpful - ~and helpful

" " 9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? .~~~ " 0

fairly effective extrémely effective -



Graduate Student fnstructor Evaiuatlon
£ Department of Phllosophy

Op Piease frl[ in the followrng mformatron

| 1) Your GSI s hame: m.h( {}(?ﬁ 5{.? {"K(}\ﬁ

) Course name and number @h\\ﬁ c\fjsr} ’] iti  Terminwhich taken:f /i JOIT
e '3) Your status (carole one) Fr tSoph Jr Sr Other ~ Your major:iiffga‘?ﬁf{ S’[}E“i‘@'gf it
4) How much effort wou!d you say you put snto this course’? o #
Vi DR e B A - R %) 7
Not much effort S _' - afarr amount of effort L quite a lot of effort
5) Overali what proportlon of sectlons d]d you atiend? (c:rcle one} R P
lessthan - . - about1/2 ... ..  morethan2/3 - = .. @ all

Il. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philesophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

qualities. AQ(KBGH kﬁi‘ﬁ 1%‘ iy %w‘t% mC)“"] f”l/f"!tg S{”ff; WY (o 9\}

e A ned Hhe my ‘(w W , ’fﬁ? wﬁm*\luw aaic i Scussion
el 1ions mf& GYYSiaR ;‘;2 g% %f”f” @‘m&ff 8 s Sh, uéé’f’) }3

&) vese e dbe ke

2) How do you think the GSl could :rraprove sections for this course‘?
e doss pretha aoed tdvasibis So l, q\[,u\w Y
ip\ff.\:é*u \k @%gg%ﬁmv«} ov\v\w\n\ (ol x\‘w W\@ \JT&

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was

~ particularly helpfui? What if anyth;ng, was espec;ai!y unheipful'?
| \Xem«l e R




L &ii_l."FcSr'eébh'quésti'dn in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.” R

1

) How well organized were sections?

T R S LRI T 4 5 .6 gQ
poorly organized o moderately well organized - extremely well organized” -~ .o

o . :2)'wa"élléér'ly.d‘id'ybur.GSI cbn;m'ljnicate philosophical concepts and issues;?'_ _

IR R 3 4 5 T el 7).
~...hotataflclearly -~ - - _ fairty clearly L extremely clearly '

- "3) Td What 'ext'e'nt did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, ahd soon? -l . ' }
‘notatall _ - fairly often N = all the time

4} How re'sponsiye was your G5 to questions and comments in sectior@?

1 2 : 3 4 .5 6. @
not at all responsive . fairly responsive O extremely responsi '

5 To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?.

1 2 3 4 5 6 )
" not very much somewhat quite a It "

6) How intellectually rewarding did yoij find sections? o =
1 2 3 _ 4. 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ;- - ' ' extremely rewardi

7} How approachable and responsive was your GSI outiside of section?

not at all approachable ' fairly approachable extremely approachab |
» | | ;
8) How substantive and helpfut did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?
At 2 T3 e g s 6 @
- not at all substantive . fairly substantive -~ . extremely substantive
... andhelpfut . and helpful .~ . and helpful ‘

.

How would_yo_tj’ ré{e rt“he ovéra?l effé,&ivehess of ourGSI’? e

not at all effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation S
Department of Phllosophy e Ll

[. Please fill in the following mformat:on

1) Your GSI's name: ﬂ%&&ﬁm

2) Course name and number; ?}N féﬁmﬁéﬁ @?ﬁ? Term in Wthh taken Fg //} /5

3) Your status (circle one): @oph Jr.- Sr. Other C Your ma]orgﬂwmﬁﬁ?@ﬁ%ﬁf; &fi Bic€E
4) How much effort would you say you put mto this course? L :.' o ey '-_ T SR

1 2 34 s g T

Not much effort afairamount ofeffort ~ - qguite a lot of effort.

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) - T o

less than about 1/2 ~ morethan2/3 e r}earlw o

Ii. Please respond to the foE!ow;ng questlons as fully as posmble

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cieariy,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills, Please comment on the extent to which you GS! displayed these and any other relevant

eles ﬁ,@é.ﬁm WAS ' gvf@wﬁaw w& wmmwmw%y

s and wnanes of | compliottd veoligs He e/
L%g(f sutlings oy b Yo writiny e wan
. b a ,wf asle  len- Vgé\gﬁlf et %/méﬁ“c‘?{"t‘/ ol
_&zﬁ;j-__%. Wiy v@? aless, ble }”}w[%/ wrfy dffw%ﬁ

2) How do you think the GSl ceu!d improve sections for this course?

- rerbe

viin YT _
/?Lv e«w‘ww@ f 57!,42&4 o :LZ.-_.CZ@;%‘?S‘ Wfﬁ W&{.

3) \Nhat was most dlstlnctlve about the way the GSI taught in thls course'? What, |f anythmg, was
part;cu!arly he!pful'? What if anything, was especaaily unheipful’? ,

7"“ 0 A M W@a:?
&* 2 ﬁ-’ﬁvf Mm A@gé’

b LY ot Twethsheck



~ " 1) How well organized were sect;ons‘?

. and helpful

- poorly organized : moderately well organized .

" 2) How clearly did your GSI commuhiéat'é'ph'ilq'sophi'c':'al éoncepts and Jssues'? SR
not at all clearly - fairly clearly. -

3 To what extent did the GS illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on? -

1 2 3 4 s T e

not at all ~o--e o fairly often - e e all. t'he'time___ o

4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in set:tidn?_

1 2 3 4 5 s @

not at all responsive “fairly responsive . . . extremely responsive

' 5)To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among students? =~ - -
y 2 Y , 4 5 - @ g
not very much .~ .~ somewhat oy . quite a lot
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
“not very rewarding . .- : fairly rewarding . S Textrémely rewarding
: _7) H_ow épproacha_bie and responsive was your GS| outside of section? |

R S 3 4 g

-not at all approachable - fairly approachable - extremely approachable -

i .
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your.GSI’s comments on written work to be?-- - o

. not at all substantive _ o fairly substantive extreme[y substantsve
b L and helpful = - ~.and helpful

9 How would

rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?_

extremely effective”

_extremely well organized

- extremely clearly. - -




Grad uate Student lnstructor Evaluat:on
Department of Phllosophy L

- 1)Your GSI's name: \JGCFKYUH T - .' L .
' )Course name and number WIHO\SUPHU,! 79 : ~ Term m wr‘:ic'h'nteken ﬂ“ lb

)Your status (cm:!e on ) Fr. \ Soph Jr Sr Other Your majdr' P‘(O ttd as
' ) How much effort would you say you put lnto thls course’? : o
DU w2 R R A 5. . 6] 7
. Not muoh effort e a falr amount of effort B ife a lot of effort

) Overal! what proportlon of sectlons d|d you attend'? (crrcle one) _ K :
less than e about1/2 <. Lo more than 2/3 © . f nearly all

l. Please respond to the fol[owmg questions as quEy as possable _
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cfearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent {o which you GSI diSpIayed these and any other relevant

S T utdeon i e definitin OF 4 good €SI s ecttung
i holp WL UNdvotand the  LLOYO, bREFOY
St g wTh mads la\JT\sﬁYV\MWMg is vwa unofwr

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for_this"cou.rse‘?__ L _ . — : |

fave u¢ e mvo -

: 3) What was most d:stmctlve about the way the GSI taught in thls course'7 What if anythmg, was
partloular!y helpfui‘? What, if anyth:ng was espema!ly unhelpful‘? -




I For eabh_. 'due'stib'h:in'tﬁis section, pleasé circle the number you find most appropriate.
1 )How Weili?o'r'g'a'hi.z'f'éd"_\‘tvé're sections? -

3 4 5 geE 7

moderately well organized extremely well organized . "

' boo.r.iy'.o}g;ah'iz'e'd ':_

é) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

<. notatallclearly . “fairly Tly extremely clearly

. 7
" ali the time

"3} To what ex't'én.t did the GST illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagra | ‘andsoon?.

o2 s 4 5
..o notatal ot UC - fairlyoften

| 4)-How responsive’ was your GSl {o quésti'pns and comments in section?
1 2 . 3 4 5  [s 7
not at all responsive - - fairly responsive _ extkemely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussionamong students?

_ 1 2 3 4 5 8 .7 .
P nat very much _ : - somewhAt 0 o o quite a lot 4

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2. 3 4 s 6
not very rewarding . . fairly rewarding = .. . extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of se_ction?

6 7

¥y approachable

not at all approachable -~ fairly approachable . extrem

1 2 g s ) 6 - .7
not at all substantive .~ fairly substantive =~ 7 " _éxtremely substantive '

- and helpfut - ..., andhelpful- .. . T and helpful

8) How subs{apﬁ\}e and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be? . SO o
|
|

frep 'e{y- effectiv




- \4) HoW much effort woutd you sa you put [nto thss course? T N e
T 2. 4 5 . | R ARREE RS

- particularly helpful? What

Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
: Department of Phllosophy

Please ﬂll in the fotlowang mformat:on

1) .Your GSP's name 5%

e m o

) Course name and number Ph 305“’ ﬂtybu Term in which taken fau LB

3) Your sta’tus (c;rcle one} Fr Soph @? Sr Other Your major: /ﬁ‘ﬁi}b\f{—dot-vhe, =

Not much effort

. a fa:r amount of effort quite a-lot of effort

EESS "ha” SR ,about 1/2 . '.-'_-.,n.ea?’fv' .é!_l. S

II Please respond to the followmg quest[ons as fully as possrble
1) A geod GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly, o

© facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students

with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

quahtles L _

TR H;e, Wa% éﬁ&lwwt” alwys alle o Agips G botta Sacles
%o Fhoat e u.,mtw: tooel lroto- },oln IGS%ﬁ?’Wct a@awif\v‘—’i woviEs

Hb W\P‘M‘- t(@yﬂ“}‘ vS - ovzﬁfﬂt f‘f/t/.?}'f?t/\ WS c’i’wm gxhﬂ%*&mlyf V"‘ﬁt{"'

: HA/ t-c’ v\us c,«»% da HM g as /’acfjttpw L :

’_ 2) How do you thunk the GSE could smprove sechons for this course'P :

- u? dl &M” w?f?g, &.— Dovxuk'&?

3) What was most dlstmctive about the way the GSI taught in thls course’P What if anythlng, was .
if anything was espemally unhetpfu!'? R




1) How well orgamzed were sect:ons’?

poorly organized:.;' R

notat all clearly -~ . - fairly clearly - - PR A e extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

notatall - - ©oooo fairlyoften oo oo et e o -all the time

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 s | |
not at all responsive fairly responsive extréfiely responsive : |

.~ B} To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? |

*: - not very much . ~ somgwhat . T quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? ©

1 23 4 5o @ 7
. not very rewarding fairly rewarding - _ R extremely rewarding -

7} How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of seCtion?.-‘

" not at all approachable . = - fairly approachable = | - - extremely approachable : S
- 8) How substantive and helpfﬂl did yﬁu find yo.LEr. GS!'s comments on written work to be? o

T T I SR D
.. notat all substantive - fairly substantzve ' S extremeiy substantlve
- and helpful and helpful = ' - . ~

fairly effective extremely effective -




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluatlon
5 Department of Phtlosophy

i Please f;ll in the foi!owmg lnformat!on

2) 2) Course fiame and humber: Pt’\l\%ﬁphu\ D o .":'T-_Term in whlch taken: ﬁ“

)Your status (cnrcle one) Fr @ Jr Sr Other Your major \‘5"’\‘)*1'\
)How much effort would you say you put mtot ourse'? ;' S A

1 g V2l 3o {a) B B e T
Not much effort Y a faar amount of effort et s v guite alot of effort

“neéarlyall

__Iess than L " about 112

Il. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible. -

1) A good GSI1 knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS3I also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philasophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant
qual:t[es

- ndgpn fono WS mafes ks cxmt S “\”-13 ?m(}miz f o
| o\\_gcus‘;tef\_ Ho,, 13 {,V\Ahuslﬂx“ﬁw wa;t W\adazg (_uwf

A pleahon @mu teg)xc%

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this cotirse? -

. ) What was most dlstlnct:ve about the way the GSI taught in this- course'? What |f anythmg, was'
_ part:cuiarly heipful’) What if anythmg, was espemally unhelpfu!’P S .




1 2 .3 4

poorly organized - I - " moderately wellorgarglzed 3 extremely well organized .

2) How clearly did your GSI communicéte philgsophical concepts and lssues"‘?"_' 7_ e
not at all ¢learly T o fairly clearly- R < er_nely clearly -
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?.

1 2 3 4 5 L

©eo. -+ notatall - - cfairlyoften s .o o 70 alithe time

4) How r_esponsivé was your GSl to questions and comments in sectidn‘?.' -
1 2 3 4 5 . 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely responsi

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1o 2 3 s 5 . .

notvery much - somewhat , .- - - .. quite a lot

" '6) How ihfe_iiectuéily'fewarding did you find sections?

e s gy

not very rewarding fairly rewarding ' e extremely rewarci:ng
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

. not at all approachable- fairly approachable - _ = extremely approach Z’;

“* 8) How substantive and helpful did you fird your GSP's comments on written W'ofk"to be?

not at all substantlve fairly substantive -~ extremeiy substantlve :

.. .and helpful _andhelpful and helpful .

“fairly effective extremely effectiy




Graduate Student lnstructor Eva!uatlon
Department of Philosophy

" I. Please fi” ln the followmg mformatlon

W)YourGSIsname  Yac ﬁﬁﬁm fié’f’i’!/f’f*) /\ L e
2) Course name and number foh ’ 3 /(/q£ & I\D’( Terrn in WhICh taken F:f N {f
3) Your status (csrcle one): Fr. r." Sr Other L Your ma]or /l/[( f” |

4) How much effort would you say you put snto th1s course'? SR
Not much effort o a falr amount of effort o : S

5) Overal, what proportlon of sections did you ‘attend? (cnrcle one) ' T ~
lessthan - a_bout'].fz_ o S more than 2/3 T | nearly ali j

II. Please respond to the foilowmg quesﬂons as fully as posslble

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents maferial clearly,
sacilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSE displayed these and any other relevant

gualities.

TL@ ' (Mgw \;«»05}‘/ : biﬁ(’”'( -z-if ; U«{?{ ﬁ}\ﬁf/’iﬁ - _egg),,‘_gj f{’@q'@: é“"ﬁ@ﬁ
H’%ﬁ @m! i""“g“ﬁ’ ““f’m}?‘{ -l SR

quite a'ot of effort

' _. 2) How do you thlnk the GSl oould ;mprove seo’uons for thls course’P
Ry ﬁﬁ5 ngn {ﬁk}if iiue@%ga @N.‘e‘ ' tf/’i&a’*fl_‘;_ﬁ"
S s ﬂm | Mmf / i wfﬁ%

o 3) What was most dlstmctive about the Way the GSI taught in thls course? What ;f anythlng, was
- partlcuiarly helpful'? What if anythmg was espec1a!iy unhelpful? .- _




o2 ; 3 s 4 e ;
. poorly organized - moderately well organized . extremely well organized—

2) How EIee'rIy did S',fo'ur'G'St _cc‘:'rnt'mmitieete philosophical 'ec':z'tcepts and issues?

not at ail ciearly- CUn L fairly clearty S erely clearly —

E 3) To what extent dld the GSI |Ilustrate phllosopmcat tdeas w1th examples, diagrams, and so on‘? ]
e PR

4 s s s ?7
o onotatalt - oo e T oo e fairly often o - —gltthe time C |

4) H'o\.{\.r responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

R =

)

1T 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsive - _ fairly responsive extremely regponsive
5) To What extent did the GSI st|mulate discussion among studenis?

1 --2-_; o34 /:\v 6 7
notvery much - -~ . = somewhat e guite a lot
6) How 'intelteetually rewarding did you find sections?

not very rewarding . - . .o fairly rewarding _ extreme!y rev@ng

I

.. 1) How approachable a:ttd“respohs“i_ve was your GSI outside of section?

. notatall approachable -~ - fairly approachable B extremely approac@e -

© 8)How _euti:stantive and he_!pfutd'id' you find your GSI's comments on written \t\r'ork tobe? o
not at all SUbStaﬂth@ : : fa|rty substantlve S extremely substant:vé N
: 'and helpful . - and helpfut ST and he[pfu[ .

5t at all effective fairly effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluatlon_-: o
Department of Ph[losophy

I P!ease f||l in the followmg mformatlon_

lz-ev/ !"\raﬂ

1) Your GSlS name:. Jackfvoy\'-- : _ S
2) Course name and number_ pl’l 050}0 11 LR % e Term sn WhICh taken ﬁi” 2015
3) Yourstatus (c:rc[e one) Fr Soph Jr Sr Other_-i;;m;_Your major ' Cag 56;

6. 7

4) How much effort woutd you say you put mto thls course? Y o :
C ! ‘quite a lot of effort

1 f 2 Bl cgnin DAL I
Notmucheﬁ’ort.. R afalramountofeffort

5) Overall, Wh.at-proportio'n of sec’nons dld you attend? (cwc!e o:he)'

less than - about 12 ... .- morethan .2/3‘.\_ - ':;r}eaﬂ‘y all - '

Il. Please respond to the foI!owmg questlons as fuliy as possﬁaie

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materlai ciearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. - A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them 1o develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

A/lg Qéi Jr?f]égeaﬂ 'fhe%{ }um( es +° the Pu“es‘f‘ He

\evew e Cﬂvu@e madaial  in an

960%’10749 Ow\o\ ,onasewjrc}f “H’LL md't—-el/rd/l-. ciearf?. (+e emcmmﬁca(
g\‘scw@lcﬂq . M \/'cg .V\\/dh/c’/y( ':fl het},ap?, ug W;H/z m

eﬁédﬁrﬁ .
2) How do you think the GSi could i amprove sectlons for th[s course? e

M'ﬁf %ﬁgcshm/\ W\cW b-c Hal e eac 55::5144« we. metg
e it we e gy ot e gt s, ber
m Ceven Wots aﬂoric o

r_

3) What was most dsstinctrve about the way the GSI taught in thls course?. What 1f anythmg, was o
partlculariy helpfui’? What if anyth;ng ‘was especlally unhelpful? e .

Cout, was d,Lm;gA ,ore}ﬂau/ed for



__'-,bﬁorly_orxgahizéd

. _II'I.'For'éac':r.i:cj_qés't-ion in this ée&ioh, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections? =" .-

1: 2

L ' moderately well orga_nized extremely well organized E

B ‘:2:j"_l4'!b.v:\}'éle.arly d|d your GSI :'_C'Bmml'Jn:_iCaIte p.hi]osdphiéai-cbncepts‘ and issues?

‘not at a.Ei".c.::Ee"éi"ly ': o S faifly clearly . extremely g[éar;y' S

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate bhiioSo'phica! ideas with exémples, diagrams, and so on?

'vno‘it'é_t all - RETERRSARS S :faifiy often_"'_- R - -all the time.
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

not at all responsive _ fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? - -

12 s S N O N
nofverymuch .. . .- . somewhat. - T quitealot

1 R R - A S S I €
not very rewarding ... . . ... fairly rewarding o : ... extremely rewarding
7)'How abpfbachablé and résbonsive waé"your GS| outside ofééctioh?. | o

not at al!{tapprgaciggbie.-_ . fairly approachable .~ - .- " extremely approachable

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? - -~ = =TT

8) How su:bsta'ntive _and héib.fu’i dld you find Y:C_?u'r GSlfsEomments dn w'f.itt_éniv\ié‘r'k' i be? ] '
© . fairly substantive = extremely subistantive
.and helpful . < -ccandhelpfule -

not at all substantive . ..




Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluataon
Department of Phllosophy

I Plegseﬂ! in the followmg anformaﬂon _ : L
:1)YourG8lsname rﬁ’\b‘?m"‘ | YM’ Efgs o S
2) Course name and number 0?%’3 { w‘mw%\w """" Térm'in Which taken; %711 & ‘Eﬁf? dol>

3)Yourstatus (Clrcie one) Fr. Soph Jr Sr. Other — Your major: %l’k?{?(@iﬁf “{ﬁﬁ“’%‘gﬁm -

' 4) How much effortwould you say you put |nto thls course? —

e 6 7
Notmuch effo(t . x afalramount ofeffort L

guite a lot of effort

5) Overall what proport;on of sectlons dld you attend'P (cwcle one) :
. lessthan oo about12 - . - morethan2/3.

II P[ease respond to the foilow:ng questlons as fully as posslbie

1) A good GS! knows the course material, is prepared for seclions, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you Sl displayed these and any other relevant

o qualities. Takio bt yoni -ge WQJ?QW jéwi‘im;”f) @55
%ig ywi Ul \/% {gﬂﬁ@?‘ M%m m,\cf fe“" Wmeégev’%@” e it ey oy

QE;\N(EE!" %ﬁ&f@é‘“ éﬁg"‘ ggw@%”‘ '&@ﬂg L\ %L& Zvrwmﬁ W s M}‘?f?ﬂw ﬁr‘k (M . ‘
mﬁ%ﬁﬁ" & vk jp& éﬂ”“‘ et f%«!pﬁ&&z&%@rs«mﬁ“’?‘ ; e e ol % i
| ﬁ—t " ?@ é\ﬂ, &.y@j\g «égvg,fﬁ&gé Hr\ &ﬂ.«k W%’”@y’%“‘ H{ KUWW M((m % f}i
T M | g \F‘gf’af & i

i - L %ﬁ%&@“@’ﬁ@w 593&‘“\
l\/\M 3&%} g rygmaé tjbu.« ﬁa? %' 5&?%‘@ gzgfi, L\;M % @wt é”%}%ﬁf :

Iy T\».gr_

?ér@@% o ?

2) How do you think the GSI could |mprove sectlons for thls course?

'T:UVML?M wf;b s Y Ly yye@ﬁmw _ m/f  se ;,1? P j}] ST S M?;?
o ] 'ﬂ)’“hé . w;g«za@;:gd‘f’ M

> SV é%/f l Z'?L é”@ﬁ@i{ f@’?f}&ff ‘
;j;&“"& | M:g;* “i%;é g @y 2 "M o E ‘g;w %%wmww w_uvi%w"’i" ﬁ"’@?“

%‘iv 5@ % fﬁf\w% \5,@ wgﬁ ..fgé,%%@;} M .;,

3) What E most dastmctlve about the way the GSI taught-in th|s course'? What lf anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, lf anythang, was e pemally unhelpful?g :

e Vendoodt

art  aber




_"Ii‘|.‘ _For éécﬁ_ 'qUe's:'ﬁo'n' i'h_ thi_s"?séc'tion, please circle the number you find most appropriate. -

1) How well organized were sections? =~

-, 2 B 5 6. b

-, "poorly organized ' ' moderately well organized extremefy_Wel_l’organigj '

2) owclearly Vd'id yourGSi ébmmﬂnicate b_hil_osophical concepts and issues?

- fairly clearly (‘?m.ely cEearly__‘

. not at all clearly - -

3)' To what extent did fhé G3l illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams,',énd'so on?

2 3 4 5 6/ 7
Poovs e e potatall o s o 0 s o fairly often - : : - all the time

4).H'ow resp'dnsive"wa.s.'your G5l to questions and comments in section?
1 2.3 4 5 @ 7
hot at all responsive fairly responsive _ exiretmely responsive
' 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? =~ i
S 2 g 4 | 5 00 8 @
y  notverymuch .- o - - somewhat - S - quite a* »
'6) How intellectually :r'ewa'rding did you find sections_?'_ ST . .

no't"ve_r'y'r'é\ivarding' B * fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

..~ notatall approachable .. . fairly approachable - T - - extremely approachab

" 8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSP's comments on written work o be?
B T R T EEEARE S T (- Rr Y A 4
not at all substantive .~ - fairly substantive . extremely substantive .
d helpful s 0 - - and helpful - _iw - and helpful -

| effective




Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluatlon
Department of Ph:losophy

) P!ease ﬂll m the followmg mformatlon

.-.7771) Your GSI s.name; \)%c k.ﬁ L K(’ {’“,Q,;,_;\. “

) e
2) Course name and number I/‘Li k 5 ~ Temin wh;cn‘taken V"\ // / 2
)Your status (carcle one) Fr éoph/‘Jr Sr Other ' - Your ma;or [ /i/f gCT L
- ) How much effort wouid you say you put mto th|s course’P '"___\ _ . L
1o s 2 e B3 A -__.-'*“:"" S .. B 7
Notmuch effort afalr amount ofeffort T quite a lot of effort
'5) Overall, what proport[on of sections did you attend? (crrc]e one) R ™
______ less than - ebo:_.rt /2. .= morethan 2/3 S Qearly all ’

Il. Please respond to the fo[!owmg questlons as fully as poss;ble

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them 1o develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent {o WhICh you GS8l displayed these and any other relevant

quahtres ‘ S -
U SV
“\,\J J”:> \,Q /;}” 7}4;%5(_% gu&{}/ %qg tac,,m V/ZLQ Z»’mf/f% gf,;z;%/t)tfu 71 -
W\\’\ & iy '%Zf”lg goret de J el e o, (P Y 1;!
t/ ‘ 4;’{/151’] e V’cﬁf 0 '”{f fu %wséiZ/,

)\ 2a wy e pve 4 }s“ J el
- 2) How do you think the GSI could |mprove sec’uons for this cou__r__se'? ' é é\

I s oi, VL

3) What was most distlnctwe about the way the GSI taught in thrs course'? What, ]fanythmg was T
part:culariy he[pful’) What lf anythlng was especrally unhelpful'? . . | o /{—'




“*Il. For each questlon in this section,'pieaée circle the number you find most appropriate.

" 1) How well organized were sections? . " -

poorly organized ~ .~ moderratefy' well organized extremely well orgam d

~"'2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

. notatat clearly © .. 7 fairly clearly : ~“extremely clearly

3 Té What éxfent did fhe GS_[' illﬁétrafe philosaphical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
conotataloo o LT T fairly often DR - all the
4) Hdw responsive was. your GS! to questions and comments in section?

- . ) . '/"‘a"_"m““‘"\.‘
1 2 3 4 5 6 CMZMJ
not at all responsive _ fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? -

TEEIET S N 3 4 5 6 . @
‘notvery much * - somewhat S ' qu1tea|ot

= 6) How Ehtelléétu'a'lly rewarding did you find sections?

PR T R SR SR 4 5 & @

. notvery rewarding - fairly rewarding o . extremely rewarding

7)' wa abproahhabl'e and responsive was your GSi outside of section?

;. notatall approachable o fairly approachab[e S extremely approachab’te

2o

'_ 8) How substantave and he!pful dld you fmd your GSI s comments on wntten work io be'?

' fairiy“substan’;ive_ R extremeiy substantwe -
_andhelpfut ... ...~ U and helpful -

| effective

_’_w_,/f i ...”_':.;. .




Graduate Student Instructor iE\.lalu.ai:t'ibn_
Department of Ph[losophy_ e

o 1. Pleas.e fill in the following mformatlon
: 1)YourGSisname TUKC}:S OV\ : e

2) Course name and number: D\m s Dtb‘ﬂ q 5 Term |h_wh|ch takeh.; Fal
3) Your status (circle one)@ Soph Jr Sr. Other o Your major UV] /‘/(QC\KJ{ 6{)

4) How much effort would you say you put mto thls course? i A S _- : o '_
1 2 B T R R ST AR

Not much effort _ afa|r amount ofeffort 0 quite alot of effort _'
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clréle one) oLl SIEMRCINE e
less than _ about 1/2 -+ morethan2/3 - -~ - - . oongaryall) o

: II Please respond fo the followmg quest:ons as fui!y as possﬁaie S .
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materlal clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive {o students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of thenr written work, and helps them io develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS! displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.-

[nckson wWos gruays on MWMJQhUd%
Ptﬁmmgad J%‘xmw'\wﬁﬁe ron Cuséd
W alwoys Lxpla thﬂ dU@
amaM%Q5<MHLUO@0mq

2) How do you think the GS! could improve sectjons for this course’?

e was 4 @WM “’ISI,'Y\D zmpﬂou-?/m“ﬁl/!f
mé@dfd : T

3) What was most dlstmctlve about the way the GSI taught in thls course‘? What lf anythlng, was
particuiarly heipful’? What if anythlng was espemaily unheipfu[? i i _




"_-,.}1 s 2

. For each questlon in th:s sectlon piease mrcle the number you find most approprlate

1) How well orgamzed were sections'?

' moderately well organized . . . - extremely well organiz

(S

poorly orgamzed

2) How clearly did your GSI communicaté philosophical concepts and issues?” -

- notatallclearly - = 0 Aairlyclearly oo extremely clea

&

" 3) To what exteni dld the GSI liiustrate phﬂosoph[cal |deas W|th examp!es diagrams, and so on?

notatall - o oo L Cfairlyoften .

©J

—all the ti

4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

not at all responsive _ fairly responsive exiremely responsive

O

5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 TR BRSNS R 5 B
not very much -4 . . somewhat. . _ ' o7 quitea

6) How intellectually rewar'ding_did you find S'éc.tith?i i

notvery rewarding - faivlyrewarding ...~ extremely rewardl .

| 7) How approachable and responsive was .yo'u'r GSI’_OL’Jts'ide of secti.dh'?__ .

not at all approachable SR fair]ry"a"pproachab!e R extremeiy approach be

_ ) _- 8) How substantave and helpful d]d you find your GSI s comments on wntten work to be'P

IR P

not at all substantive . - SR _extreme[y substantlve - . o

e o andhelpl
" 9) How would you rate the overall e

not at all effective




- __ :: a(iﬁ,ﬁ\!\s.-”

Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Phlloso hy :

l. Piease ﬂll in the followmg mformatloh

1y Your GSI s name:_ <yl 1\} ﬁ{”\ - fﬂfﬂ\’%ﬁ

d b “)1 o ? R ST S 'ﬁ.'s 7 f};;

2) Course name and num er % \‘a vl u}H { —— Term :o Whlch t.akeo ﬁ i .3

3) Your status (Circle orie) .{Fr éOph . Sr Other s Your major;_KAsaru A and (pl ,%:‘@Eeiﬁ} f
\-_w’f N f' ".- R ) L E

4) How much effort Wou!d you say you put lnto thls course’? L :

Ao e 2 B e ot 5 8 7

Not much effort o e falr amount oMort R guite a lot of effort

'5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (mrclé ohe‘)i VI eI

less than - - about 1/2 morethan2/3 .~ - { mearlyall )

e

[I Please respond to the followmg guestions as fu!iy as poss;ble

" 1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, ' presents material. olearly,

facilitates class discussion, and is responsive fo students. A good GS! also provides studenis
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical ertmg
skills. Please comment on the exient to which you GSi d|sp§ayed these and any other relevant
quatataes

”'S}uv ,\f\ | d\a:a\%uf‘\/jgﬁ ‘Nlm"‘ wa : V%r.\} mi-{,g; PR %"w{\j {:U'{f\%f

i Yy . 7 I o D o A
J\r\&}\ Q@x\b \*\ SOU ROy ?)\m\“ f?m*@a}ﬁﬁwq ajﬂ ‘p\ii, b\f"z\\,u\ﬁff@ M {/LL}&}{‘;U(E__B

a

Ao
m Q})&\ib \w}oax;\ M“:f‘(x }m@” 34 WG,

i
<

2) How do you thmk the GSE could improve sections for this course?
) dard .
Moge Here Cﬁf‘» }{% fﬁ‘? TST {‘\@\ e 4 _),F ﬁﬂ J;f%g clar Ty Qj;

o ‘w

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
partscularly hefpful? What lf anythmg, was espemall unhelpfui?

G ‘_ (‘*{ \7\ _;};M;f\i'j ‘(‘Qf\ %\)\/ O’x“’”\:} b}“‘jﬁ o




o l_'ll.'For'ear':h__";ju'ést_i.on' in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate. -
1) How well organized were sections?

- . poorly organized. © - - moderately well organized extremely well organized
" '2) How clearly did your Gsl barhmunidaté_philosophical concepts and issues? |
. notatallclearly - o o fairly clearly exfremgh‘/_. clearly

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, én_d".so on?

O S R ® 6 7
Slopotatalls . faiyoften - ~ . all the time

4) How résbon'sivé Was'your GSl to questions and comments in section?
1= : 2 - 3 4 5 6. Sl
not at all responsive _ fairly responsive extremely responsive

'

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? g . ‘

R R S 5 e {7
, notverymuch -~ -~ somewhat . _ ~ quitealot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
LI B g 4 (5) 6 . 7
not very rewarding = .. . fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7 How ap.p'rc.)'achable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
2 s 3T 4 CLNBS 6 T
‘notat all approachable -~ fairly approachable ' extremely approachable

8) 'How'sUbStén.té\ié :a'_r'ld"helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be? -

" not at all substantive - fairly substantive =  extremely substantive. '
—and helpful.egez oo w0 Tand helpful.. - ¢ 20 . and helpful




-. 1) Your GSt's name: \.\acw(w\ LQ’IY V\ ‘ ¢ n

Graduate Student !nstructor Evaluatlon‘.
Department of Phllosophy '

- I Please fill in the following lnformation

2) Course hame and nurfiber: Yh\ l\)\w‘)hvi 2) : Terrn in wh|ch taken Fq” Z’Dl 3 o
S i'3) Your status (circle.one): Fr. SophSr Other; - = Your major SOU 6” WQ“F“ N

' 4) How much effort would you say you put ;nto th|s course‘? RERRI R~ S j-:3 T
) How much eff y youputmio iy m;ﬁs_,gwepgr,zw~
Not much effort © afairamount of effort - . v quitealotofeffort

.5) O\terail, what proportion of sectioné_ did,you'attend? (cirole oné) S N o
+_less than about1/2 more than2/3 = L

il Please respond {o the following ques’uons as fully as pos&ble o

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materlal c!early
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive {o students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant - .

G GCT Wi Oredr re prouded
handoudl and Wi/ awidy 7 e WU e
CU/M acessible. e d\v‘%”% Jﬁmﬂuf-q{fd
ooawjjw@ and CU”““QV@i~-@.@_ﬂ““f

P ovunghnivy. e W\ﬁﬂem%}igt+ﬁ eow

\}W\Cl@/&h) sd g £ Al gr;ﬁw\}i S %V‘ «/\5{/147_

_ 2) How do you thmk the GS{ could improve sections for this course'? (J
‘\\\

Nmﬂym MJVMU PO
""W\ﬁwﬁ moye exqmﬂ€j @mﬁ_
| ?ﬂwn\{’ e § £ O‘Ln.j 5 HE

B )What was most d:stmotwe about the way the GSI taught in thls course? What if anythmg was o
partlcuiarly he!pful'e’ What if anythmg was especually unhelpfui'? . &




Ill. For each question in this section, please'cirCEé'thé_n'ijbé:r'you'ﬁnd most appropriate.-

1) How well organized were sections?

.

&

extremely well organize

poorly organized " moderately well organized

not at all clearly o fairly clearly ©

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philasophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

notatall . -~ - C e fairlyotén o oo oo o alithe time
4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 8
not at all responsive fairly responsive ' ' extremely responsive

" 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among Students?'
R 3 4 5 T
“notvery much y somewhat ' o quite a lot .

" 6) How intellectually rewarding did ybu find sections? .

L o, 5 AT @ T

not very rewarding “fairly re.wardihg'_ B extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of secti,on? L

S, RN 5 .-_6_ L @

not at a'll'_appr"oacha'ble fairly approachable

e e eXfreme!y appfcachable_r :

8) How su,bs'térjiiv:e and helpful did you find your GSI's COmmenté on written Wdrk’ tobe? .

extremely substantive.

not at all substantive fair!y substantive
; : - -and helpful -

and helpful - -and helpful -

" 9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? .

4
fairly effective extremely effectiv




Graduate Student lnstructor Eva!uat:on
Department of Phalosophy

_ F’Iease ﬂli in the followmg information.

TOCKSON Kermon
O@m{g’é

T b ’t)YourGSIsname

) Course name and number;__ Tn\\0S ~ Termin Whlch taken T:Q,\\ o

o )Your'status (circ!é'one): Fr.@\}-r. Sr. Other: S Your | major ® UﬂdeC\QVQ CQ :
_4) How much effort would you sgy you put into this oours'é‘?”:'_'_' e o ': _ﬁ':; 5 o SITRRE
R, 2 . % 4 B e T
Notmuch effort ' d fairamount ofeffort .~ - -~ .~ - ‘quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ohe) R ot
' : leo__s th_apﬁ . about1/2 more t_hz?n 23 i qoariy_all__

I, Please respond to the followmg questions as fully as possﬁaie

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cleariy,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them tc develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
quailtses

S Hewss §€ 0\\\‘5 ﬁxce\\e'(\*r\

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

- novning, did 0 really good oo,

3) What was most d[st:nctlve about the way the GSI taught in th|s course’? What, |f anything, was .
partscular!y helpfui’? What if anyth;ng was espema”y unhelpful?




1) How welt organized were sections?. .-

6 g

1 2 Tl 3o g S ey
- extremely well orgahized

poorly organized - moderately w'éi"! 6Fg'aijlzed'_"

not at all clearly e T tairly clearly .. =

L ext'renjefy_ clearly
3) To what extent did the GS! iflustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on? .
not at all o e fairly often - o e s siall the time -
4} How responsi’ve was your GSi to questions and comménté Eﬂ section? -

1 2 3 4 5 - & 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1o g 3 o4 5 6 7

~hotvery much _ somewhat, - quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

12 3 4. - 5 6 7

not very rewarding _ fairly rewarding ' extremely rewarding

7) How 'apprqachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremeiy-approaChable

8 Hb{"}.-éubﬁénﬂ“’e a”dlhé’hf”fdid you find your GSP's comments on writteﬁ work to be? - o
- notat all substantive : fairly substantive . extremely substantive
- -and helpful. . and helpful S ~_and helpful I

9) How would you rate 't'h:_é“dvér'éil_'effeqtj'Venéss of your GSI?

L e
fairly effective _exitremely effective -~




ésté_‘étLident instrucfor Evaluation
‘Department of P_hi_losophy

Please fill in the following information. 0T | Ch

'é

1) Your GSI's name sent Kernien

PR g | . el
ﬂ‘« /&' >-_£3£;: 4'{7 2 : Term in which taken: F. 5!5

) Goirse ame and number. |

3) YOdr‘éfétﬁs (‘bir'c-:l':é'd‘hé)'i@: Soph “Jr7Sr. Other__ Your major:

A Ho\_::\} hiuch'éffbrrt wzc").qld'you_ ‘say you put into this course? N _
Not much effort =" =~ -~ 7 .+ a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort -

Son

.

oS

y ' 5) Overall, what 'propbrtf'oﬁ of sécﬁo.n‘"s‘_'did yoﬁ attend? (circle one) e
- less than Lo about1/2 - “more than 2/3 i nearlyall -

e

Il Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills.  Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

gualities. -

7&5'{{‘9’\ i ey ;&%“A’ led gh bl bt f!ig L folirTE Ter,l

JPse Verp ged ©at o Oxphiung Megtay The ncepls
o f”["ﬁw& et y A FEE
2 HE gave ear and o helpfel conoments 90

i F

w e ?s /{t’ G : : , .
e e ;f/y” mea Ty ‘(’““y_ Sl edpy P ﬁli’;/(‘{’)é{,';\/@_ LR RS SV PN

i

N & P (;. f\{:; PO {(} . /}- /0 /, ) ; ) B - . .
LT 5/“}”2‘,« SOL YN R Ay réa/éf I - e ER ey Fos f~

2) How do you think the GS1 could improve sections for this course?

"3) What was most di'_stinc'tiv'e ébb'ut;t.h”e way the GSI tQUQh't‘i'n.thi's cbdféé"? Whét, if ahyfhing, was
- particularly heipful? What, if anything, was especially. unhelpful? Co




S . 3) To what extent did the GSlI illustrate philosophlcal ldeas Wlth examples dlagrams and s0 on’? _'

_onotatall o - ~ fairly off

" poorly organized ' moderately well organized - extremely wei! orgamzed

2) How -t':i‘eérly did_ YOur GSi communicate philosophical concepts and is’su’e‘e‘?_' e

hotatall cleérly' s fairly clearly . —— fremely C-iééﬂy‘_ Lh

12 3 | 7
o - all the time =

4) How responsive was your GSi to questions and commients in section?

/,—e
f

1 2 3 4 5 6 s
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responstve

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
LA 2 3 - 4 5 6 s
- notverymuch - somewhat _ quite atSt

6) How intet[ectu.ailylrewa'rding did you find sections?

(PR D 4 5 6 7",‘
not very rewarding . ~* . fairly rewarding ' extremely rewardmg

' 7 H_ow' epp'roachabie and responsive was your GSl outside of section?

© 8) How s-tz'_bs_tahtiv'efand helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work tobe?
B L5 (6)
 fairly substantive _ Extremely substantlve

|

notat alt approachable -~ fairly approachable = . ' extrembly approachable
\

|

t

~ . and helpful . ...: and helpful |

|

|




. . iy

Gradtlate Student Instructor Eval.ua'tioh'--”
Department of Phl!osophy

lease ft” in the fo]lowang mformat:on

*’-.'1)YourGSls hame: Tau;kshh Kerniom . B e
2 Course nameand numberJ’HlLoS 3 ___Teminwhich taken: FA 2013

e ) Yo_ur status (c:rcle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: Your mé}or:MﬂCC’{Um

4y How much ig.ji would yau say you put into this course?
~ Not much effor

a fair amount of effort .. 7L quite a lot of effort

5) Ot/ératl"' what proportic')n. of sections did you attend? (circle one)

© lessthan . ‘about2  morethan2/3. - Chealyald .

. Please respond to the following guestions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any cther relevant
qualities.

Jackson woas Awaﬂs V) reqare dired: v ,;Lm:ombhf and

'“"”""("—‘! A e c,ouuo'e mederial. He, anco “‘I‘A

?Ml xt\m owi Mu"ki‘? vided axtva help 4o stydevty
wa-wh:d ov (heeded 6(0?/((&\’( -F&:Abacb o~ ?A?cq

W\bf"-‘—'ﬂwtm I lkfeﬁkd

2) How do you think the GSI could |mprove secttons for this course’?

The-j Uuere cyooa’c

3) What was most dlstmct[ve about the way the GSI taught in thlS course? What 1f anythmg was
partlcuiarly he!pful? What lf anythmg, was espemally u_nhelpfut'?

3 4 R TR SEU R




Itl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find nﬁ'c;s:t ébprop.riété',:

1) How well organized were sections?. - ..

1 2 o3y g B iEy 7
L. - extremély’well organized

poorly organized - moderately well organized -

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philoscphical concépts and issues? . ¢
not at all clearly ST e fairly clearly - Rt extremefy_ clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl ilustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and soon?

! 25, 4 s ey
conotatall o e o e fairdyoften s s T it time -

4) How responsive was your GSl to queétions and comments in section?

1 2 ' 3 4 @ 6 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive : extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? -

1 o2 a3y 5 6 @
notverymuch . .. oo somewhat s SRR quite a 10
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? -
@ 2 3. 4 D T
~ hotveryrewarding . © . fairly rewarding : . extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
R T e Y S - 7
not at all approachable . fairly approachable ~ - extremely approachable

8) How substantive and help'fu'f dit.i'iyou find yc.)'ur' GSi's comments on written work to be? '
R R e T S

not at all substantive | fairly substantive L ektre.mél'y substénti’vé
and helpful - -~ . and helpful - .+ and helpful

'9) How would you afe the overall éffe

e

v hot at aii'effe_c_:ﬁ




L 1)Your GSIs name

Please ﬂII in the follo ing rnformat;on T
:To.eksou f‘fet'ﬂ ec::VL
2) Course name and number Ph ioScphy A

radijate Student Instructor Evaluation
B Department of Phllosophy

: 3) Yourstatus (cwcie one) Fr Soph(gj > Sr.” Other:;

4) How much effort Wouid you say you put ;nto th:s course’?

ST e e @ Gam il B L e 4

Notmuch effort R : afalr amount of effort

- 5) Overall what proportlon of sectrons did you attend'? (circle one)
Iess than L abotlt_ 2. - - ~more than 2/3

| lI Please respond to the folfowmg quest:ons as fufly as possible.

Term in which takerr: f':a// 2@’3 - e

Your major._£.a gt

qurte a !ot of effort

L nearyall

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenal clearfy, :
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

qualmes

Oa;;i@sow o s QLB SN H &Jwayﬁ !em“_’f W lfla:-{-- @Zé.__'_:f_‘f‘__ ;t_mlfe;‘ﬁa&m{;

’ Gtmawens all ﬁmeatawﬁ completely, anel s [Dregaré«.(_ o s chion.

2) How do you think the GS) could improve sectrons for this course')

[ymol:: mpgrs JC(A,S‘%f‘f

3) What was most dlstrnct;ve about the Way the GSI taught in thls course'P What rf anythmg, was

partlcuiarly he!pful? What rf anythmg was especrally unhelpfui'?




A

Il. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you'. ﬁ_n'd'.rﬁés't‘ ébpfbp_riaté','-_' L

1) How wéll organized were sections?

. poorly organized maoderately well organized " extremely well organized. "
" 2) How cléarly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues? 7 - = s .

" ‘not at all clearly fairly qlear!y g R _'_'extremely'clearly_ T
| 3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philasophical ideas with examples; diagrams, and soon? =
2 3 s 5 e

notatall - - - : -~ fairly often - allthe tiffie

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 - 4 5 6 @,

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
2 - 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? ‘ _ _
1 2 3 4B R I

not very much L ‘somewhat y o 'quite:aiot

6) How intellectually rewar.ding did you fi.n'd'sections?

1 2 e i ® 5 - 2
not very rewarding - - ... . fairly rewarding - extremely rewarding .

7) How ap'proachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

© not at all approachable - . .- - faitly approachable --. =~ = .-~ .- . exitremely approachable

T T Ea S
.. fairly substantive. - extremely substantive - o

net at all substantive B )
L - and helpful

© candhelpful -

and helpfu!_r"

- 9) H_bw would you rate the éi\_)fef;a_\f_l effect Venessof yt_iuﬁf_GSiI?:.__'_ s

not at all effective:

i
. |
g) 'How_‘substanti\ré and helpful did you find your GSU's comments on written work to be? L o o




Graduate Student Instructor Eva!uatton S
Department of Phulosophy '

Please ﬂll in the following information. ER
: 7
1)YourGSI’s_ name. 1 Clé ()Df’\ KU/}/\ “m

2) Course name and number: Ph ’0% (ﬂ'f)/\s/f ?}F j\m“\ 5{ 3 'E'erm in wh|ch taken Sal{=13

)Yourstatus (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr/ Sr Other Your ma;or (j/’

4) How much effort would you say you put into thls course’? K = ;
1 2 3 4 . @
Not much effort a fair amount of effort o

5) Overalt, what proportion of sections did you attend?' (circle one) .
less than  about1/2 o more than 2/3

IL. Please respond to the following questlons as fully as possible. T
1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenai c[eariy,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students - -
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

_ gualities.

ackson 8 Mf / sod at  maky |
mﬁ:rma/ﬂvﬂ ﬂ[&f’js !}Q’y/ ZNM Lilw) s [/fﬁ(u//“
. [,;/)g,/./z&é{? Capld A é@ Vzl/ St/}./ Z &,

2) How do you think the GE‘? could improve sections for this course?

W A

' 3) What was most d;stmctwe about the Way the GSl taught in thzs course’? What if anythmg was
. part;cularly helpful? What lf anythmg, _\Nas especially unhelpful?




SR 2 3 4 - R

i T 3 e -3

L and helpful .

1) How well organized were sections?

T

. extremely well organized

poorly organized ' moderately well organized - -

2) How clearly did your GSI éommunicate philosophical concepts and issues?

not at all c!e_arly S Coen fairly clearly “extremely clearty

1 2 3. g R N

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
notatall~- - .- - © ws e fairly often o
4) How r‘es'ponsi\)e was your GSl to q'uestibn's and comments in 'se'ctio:n? :

1 2 3 4 5 8 (7 )
not at all responsive fairly responsive © . extremely responsi

. 5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among students? -

... -notverymuch .. .. spmewhat L E quite ]

- 6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? . .

not very rewarding ' fairly reWarding _ _ o eRbre

- 7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of’section?__ 7

"_

*+8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

fairly substartive . extremely sub'stan:tivre- -
“"and helpful - SRV d helpful 0

not at all substantive

P ely rewarding . |
not at all approachable - fairly approachable ' - - extrefgelf approachable ™ .




" Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

Please fllf.lﬂ the follownng mformatlon A

:t)YourGSls name \d(%ﬁ{gm \C«G?VPV\\C’V’\ R L _
i'"2) Course name and number 'P"f\\\ DSOPW% g4 Term in which t_aken: ;@Q Q %Q\% o
j;; )Yourstatus (c1rc[e one) Fr_ ' JJr. Sr. Other____ Your major: ¥¢ t.%(;_:‘m-m\ {3{:3&%. -

e 4) How mich effort wouid you say you-put into this course? T
120 3 o 4 , 5 RS IS @ '
'Not much effort ) R afairamount of effort . quite a lot of effc

o )Overai] what proportlon of sections did you attend? (circleone) -~ .. - TN

- lessthan . . .about12 __miore than 2/3 : @ali

I(. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussicn, and is responsive o students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written werk, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant
gualities.

JaCLson uns an aW\Q%iﬁC} S t‘%‘ﬁ'xﬁﬁf NSV é WA mt,g 3
oaond ()CWF"GIK‘%% w00 as %N“’h - i,}‘f’ \;\x\ '-ig’?ﬁt\%tﬂwﬂfﬂm S\"’Ly;Q_
| especiaddaf lived vaw a\eavt% e expiainodd |
ANe modeiall aam/@ VA O V\Q\gﬁf ‘)\ WL ISERRTS Qf Wi—-‘*jfi-. \f\ﬂwwf‘f'i;,

A"

2) How do you thlnk the GSE could lmprove sectlons for thss course'?

o Ct;qé)pS’?\@ﬂ N\ %} e w{h ()ﬁi%"ﬂ“ﬁf}

3) What was most dlstlnct[ve about the way the GSI taught in thls course‘? What if anythlng, was
partlcularly heEpful'? What If anythlng was especlally unhelpfui? =




-7 1) How well organized were sections? iU

poorly organized moderately well organiz_éd

" 2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical coricepts and issues? -
- not at all clearly - fairly clearly

T F 2 o3 4 5
, - natatall- - . ___ fa;riy often i P

4) How responsive was your GSI to qdestions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
notatall responsive . fairly responsive extremely responsi

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 02 aln 34 5 e Ty
notverymuch .- - - somewhat s - quite

B8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? N
1. . L2 L s34 LB B AT
not very rewarding - ... " fairly rewarding - . extremely rewar{sﬁng

7) How approachable and respbnsive was yOUr'GS[ outside of section?

not at all approachable’ ~ = fairly approachable - - - : extremely approac abjeﬂm

— R . ‘
|
|

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on writien work to be?
not at all substantlve '_ PR fairly substantive extremely substantwe
e and heipfui Coreeeii and helpfui S . and he{pfui

verall effectiveness of your GSI? :

irly effective -




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluat;on
Department of Phllosophy

e followmg :nformatlon

' |;- PIease fu; 'm

1)YourGSIsname XO\(‘[L?@M ILQ(‘T\ @y‘

S 2) COUI’SG namé and number @”’h l@ r): o ~_Term in which taken: tSQLl o135
PR )Your status (cwc!e one) Fr Jr Sr Other SRR Your major L@Q! SHUCL’ &')
) B 4) How much effort Would you say you put |nto thls cours.e'? : S
e A D2 B 4 ... | 5. T - 7
L Not much effort = "o a fair amount of effort ) ! - quite a lot of effort
- ' 5) Overall What proportlon of sectlons dld you attend'P (cnrcle one) . - N
. lessthan . ooooabouttiz o morethan2/3 .~ . . (--nearyal

o, —

1. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A.good GSi also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

" IO Yo i erpdthese vy el He W
&k@@% N@@wu Q\M hod

T (oould Veawe [ect ot Conridesd Gund Seotion
CCfomnd owsSigor o 07 %%Mtw amd
V%¢4 erz m@ Cewﬁ

) How do you think the GSI could |mprove sections for this course‘?

m@’f“‘& MONe @@)‘\@f\g Q@ Q | |
&mmwgg “WW

' 3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
- particularly helpful?. What, if anythin spema!ly unhelpfu['? '

RZ{VVAS IO S 24 s




- HI For each queshon in th|s section, p[ease circle the number you find most approprtate

S j1) How we[l orgamzed were sections? -

poorly organized. - moderately well organized _ extremely well orga zed zed

| 2) H__C')W_ é_l_éérly d|d your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

“notatall clearly " S o fairly clearly 5 extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

r © . notatall - oo fairly often S el th--'

1 2 3 4 5 8

4}y How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1. 2 3 4 5 6 @

~ not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

'5) To'what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? - .

' . notverymuch - o . somewhat : ' quite a lot »

6) How intellectually rewarding did y.ou find sections? o |
. notvery rewarding = ~ fairly rewarding - . .. extremely rew
' 7) How app’rbachable'and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

_ - ",-_not at all approachabie_; S0 fairly ap'proachable X e extremely approacha !e

not at all substantwe R fairly substantlve L extremely substantlve
d helpfu! I and heipful DL e and helpful .

8) How substantlve and he[pful dld you find your GSI s comments on written work to be’P ' j




Graduate Student Instructor Evaiuatlon
A Department of Phllosophy

L Please fllt in the followmg mformatlon _

'1)YourGSls name \J“GEJW\ 2 kermov\

)Course name and number ph:losaph,, ‘37 Term in which taken: Fall 20(3
3) Yourstatus (c:rc[e one) Fr .Jr Sr Other "~ Your major._Media Sindi es

e 4) How much eff wou!d you say you put mto this course’7 :
s L selslesh T3 ute s - 4 e B 6 L7
R Not much effort . - a fa:r amount of effort R quite a lot of effort

5) Overali what proportlon of secttons did you attend'? (carcle one)
: lless than ERRTEE D - i+ morethan2/3 N nearly all

Il. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible:

1) A good GS| knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
gualities.

= Made rwfy 'uu‘oH handoud

Pr\'-.len-lw/ ftl»“ ) '“‘U"\"L‘R] dnSM}Uon ’bu-fdl'm/;_g

2) H.ow do yeu thin'k the GSl co.uld irhetove' sections for this course?
H{/ ' d é - 999‘5 dafo bt‘lﬁ"\ Cirv j ndew ¢
-durowﬂ;on'_' 0-f *H«.(, 40’916-‘ '

3) What was mostdtstinctlve about the way the GSI taught in this course’? What if any’thmg, was
partlculariy helpfui‘? What ;f anythlng was espemaliy unhelpful? .




L 1) How well orgamzed were sections?

G g 4

FEEEE P S S ) .

' !II For each questlon in this section, please circle the number you find most approprlate -

=

. poorly organized L moderately well organized 7 extremely well organized
: 2)Howcleariydld 'yo.ﬁr. Gsl eommunicate philosophical concepts and.is.sues? - =
N B - 4 5 @ T
.- not at all clearly o fairly clearly B remely clearly - -
3”) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on? !
e 2 3 4 s e @
notatall - - fairly often : : ~ - all the titnes
4) Hoiw respensive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
" 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1o 2 3 4 5 6

not very much S somewhat o _ quite a

6.). How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

not very rewarding © fairly rewarding - extrémely rewardmg -

7) How approachabie and responswe was your GS! ouiside of section?

S 1 o 2 ; 35 .4 @ .
not at all approachable' ' fairly approachable : . extrem approachable '

o 8) How substantwe and helpful did you fmd your GSi s comments on written work to be’? '

not at all substantwe fairly substantive extremely sub t;ve
nd helpful. =~ : ~and helpful - and helpful _

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? -

not at all effective airly effective - “extrefnely effective



W\{ motwtwt b domff%u}e ool e ol shred m/uffl@

Graduate Student Instructor Eva!uat[on
Department of Phl!osophy

I. Please fill in the fo[fowmg mformatlon e

1) Your GSI's name:_ .~ )&(((30/1 l/émi Lo : :_;5 3 o

2) Course name and'number"' /Aﬂ ‘OSUQI”H 3 /[/ﬁf"w d’tﬂlﬁﬁrerm 1r1 WhiCh taken %N Zf) % c

3) Your status (circle one)@SOph Jr Sr Other Your major %@L{@d

4) How much effortwould you say you put mto th|s course’? . ) T el N o

1 e LB A 5 FIEEARE S
Ve ET _ealotofeffort

Not much effort L afa[ramount of effort R
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than - - - about 1_/2___ R ;more'than 2/3__

- neaf'V6>

II. Please respond to the fol!owmg questlons as tully as possnble

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material ctearty |
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students |
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing |
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant ‘

qualities. A-H botd(gm WS d,ﬁbdj’ Mmtﬁﬁm ok U%
o e wnd Ut“‘/t’hbjua/ﬁ v“;te wmc ewtong
Wd"\»{d 42)&%(«9 P | |
T Bgydedled gl e a@r:; -
W(Mt‘ﬂ citgvie o Seian (Hreclnss, not jc«dc,@g,,);_ s MQ who ot ]

(e vk s mnd mel (ﬁrbyec /MW"’S(W W“‘(’mj"‘f o i)

' 2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course? .

TF e ﬂ@éwv\?{i A mgtg Lot fwt’uf’fatm/ AMWM( W&' ol Le

L gy wﬂftbvtcd w ek olhF d J0AY L SLvssmﬁmz
eww, M/ e (:m*t/‘ﬂ) malke {«]—w{&ﬂ; ‘c_‘v;\f?( @M’qu/omfij

5 '3) What was most dlst:nctlve about the way the GSI taught in this course’? What lf anythmg was
_ partlcular[y helpful‘? \Nhat if anyth;ng was espema!ly unhelpfu ? :




l. For each questzon in thIS sectlon please cnrcle the number you find most appropriate.

GG
g

° 7y
extremely well organized L -

: '1) How Well orgamzed were sectlons'? 2

" poorly organized . .o moderately well organized

' 2) How clearly did your GSI commumcate philosophical concepts and issues?
oo notataltelearly - o o 0 fairly clearly . extremely cled e

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

42 g g s 6 @ v
notatall - U0 failyoften e omeeo all the tivs” -

unigug, Ll

4) How responsive was your GSI tdquestion’s and comments in section?

1 23 4 5 8
not at all responsive ~ {airly responsive- extremely responsivé

5) To what extent did the GSi'stimiilate:dis:c'ﬁssion among students? - () 5(;055““ _
D e W
L e
‘notverymuch y " . o somewhat | ~ quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? =
notvery rewarding . . . - ol _f'air]y rewarding : oex ely rewarding

7) How approacha_b'le and responéivé_ was your GSIV o’uté_ide'of's’eétion?

TIURTICTRLINE SRR S5 o - O L e @
. not at all approachable - ' fa;rly approachable 0. extremely approachak |

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be? o i

not at all substantive T fa:rly substandve o extremely substantwe

S and helpfui . and helpfui

' 9) How would you rate the ove

. not at all effective’




- _ parucuiarly helpfu[’? What if anyth:ng, was espec;aiiy unhelpful?

Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluat:on
Department of Ph|losophy

|. Please ﬂi] in the foilowang mformatlon IR

2) Course name and number Q?j L :}‘

1) Your GSlI's name }9\% “'ué"é\

3) Your status (cnrcle one)@Soph Jr. Sr Other

43y How much effort woufd you say you put :nto thle oourse‘?
Not much effort -~ . -~ a fair amount ofeffort_ L N

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) - g
lessthan = - ~aboutt2-  “enmorethan2/3. 0

ll. Please respond to the following quest[ons as fully as poss;ble : ;

1) A good GS! knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenal clearty,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSt also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any gther relevant

qualltues :}{w u\! N\ :?i_,_f ,\g,}wg} Chia ‘.] ‘ o \ggfg ; Mgwew; gj\q

: "3) What was rnost distmctnve about the way the GSI taught in thls course'? What n‘ anythmg was o




_poorly organized . -

not at all clearly.. - AT '_feir'ly- clearly © .. extremely clearly"

“notatall oo fairly often - -

7) How approachable and responsi\}re was your GSI outside of section?

" 8) How substantive and helpful did y"c')u'_f'ind your GSbs coifhmente on Writte’n'work {d"be?-:": e

Ik For each questlon in th|s sec’uon please C|rcIe the number you flnd most appropriate.

1) How we]! organlzed were sechons’?
: )

T

ot

g LA 2 ai T T e
extremely welk. orgapized,f’ o

hrs

g

i,

3) To what ekten"c did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on? __ .

1 a2 s 4 s

4) How responsive was y'o'ur'GSI to guestions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5
not at all responsive. fairly responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

notvery mugh - somewhat o " quite alot”

8) How inteflectually rewarding did you find sec':tio'ns?l

not very rewarding = . fairly rewarding o extremely rewa‘[gjng‘

not at all appreachable . fairly approachable -~ = © . . extremely approa

not at all subsiant:ve R fa[rly substantzve o extremeiy substantlve A
and helpful d he[pful . - and helpf P oo e e

v would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

irly effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evalulatio.o_
Department of Phllosophy

| Please Al in the following information.

':E)YourGSIsname ) Z/cmr }/erhoﬂ e _
"'2) Course name and number: P}w m?)é‘f 3 U Term in Wthh taken ! // / B
: 3) Your status (cwcie one)@ Soph. Jr. Sr. Other___— =" Your major [ g ST R
7 4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? - ST "
: 1 2 3 4 LB e
.~ Not much effort a fair amount of effort .. -~ 3 — quitea [ot Ofeffort' '
'5) Overall, whai'prooortion of sections did you attend? (circ[é one) S | __j*,;;f;;,____q

_ less_than_' ~ abouti/2 ) _morer_than 213 »w

D

[I. Please respond to the following questions as fully as pOSS|ble

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materiaj ciearly, :
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any cther relevant
qualities.

)&c{;{ph ol | i:gwae/ O}mr{ Jm Mwﬁ{s’{/g jc’ifﬂ({ P p;!’)c? Ch‘?;/f f‘fu;;f’r)ﬁ/(gi/frp
(‘/((w,vn(f H? f(’th‘(”d’t" T}f’ﬁ duﬂﬁd:om; Wiv w{rff fzsm;;‘ﬂﬂﬂ/ “H{(

/,}F Vifl&j Q‘gq{? ILE 'ﬁ! m(‘CﬂL CC’FJW’(?’?’ fl{‘fé“yy.?( ,‘i}‘ ”e{}": I (’“O;i’.mag;vﬂ

Cobh L.(j;gg; ‘ SRS )
“1(:" J!;cﬁff,ﬁnf L]F/{ﬂ?/( T /O ﬂg’f‘;{;{!ﬁ ) & t}'z;, j,(}w i//f }‘Zl }iJ e__:_ ;.9?-,'%':";’/»?( = ,,,_.;6{/-(,4/1[;'{
a/lu{ a[J\SGWS !Odfcu’ G‘ihd ;‘\fm,v ,?({
{/my cw“m w‘ffi"'t{

/,E’ !/’?/ﬂﬁﬁmm GgL f(’vf’ /a/.:ufq%

2) How do you think the GSE could ;mprove sectlons for this course’?

_T.l't( ow[7’ ’mémwﬂme"‘ (_”L*H! 1?6 vlr:f ro[dj Af arctiigm

#w}ué N th 5’0 cﬂ wr : ,;,~

, 1/ f ? wz € e PR
delept H*""“‘E}“ e 34/6 basg e ol

3) What was most d;stmctwe about the way the GS! taught in thts course'? What, if anythmg, was
o ‘part:cularly helpfui? What n‘ anyth;ng, was espemally unhelpful’? _ '




. extremely well organized -

poorly organized - mdderately'\'niél]'Q'fg'a.ni‘z'éd,"ﬁ; o
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues? =

X 20 3 a4 s el @ |
not at alt clearly——- - o fairlyclearly . i o o extremely cleary
3) To what extent did fhe GSl illustrate phiiosoph'icéf ideas'WEtff\ e'xémples., diagras'"n's,' and so on?

1 LU ST g S 4 5 6 ‘
notatall--~ - - o - - farlyoften. - o allthe time -
4) How resb’onéive was ydur Sl to QuestEOHS 'ahd cbm'rﬁen'ts'ih. .secﬁon‘? '

1 2 3 4 5 \ 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi

5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among students?

! 2 S 4.v s @ 7
not very much S "some\@;hat__ | . quite a fot

T 2 3 B - N - P
- notvery rewarding - fairly rewarding : 0 extremely rewarding

' 7) How approachable and responsive was your GST outside of section?
fairly approachable” - - : - extremely approachable

fairly substantive . .°. .. extremely substantive
~and heipful -~ * - ~and helpful ..

' not at all substantive ~
--and helpful ~




Graduate Student lnstriiétéi""xE\:(aluatlop
Department of Phllosophy

I, Please fill in the following mformat:on s

: 1) Your GSI’'s name: Jﬂa‘/k-}ah K(,VM Le(, WM
Wo@ oy
2} Course name and number: PH{L@K gox o Term in WhICh taken: i

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. I -'O)ther Your ma]or %f%

4 )How much_effort would you ou put into thls course7 R ce R e a

Not much effort ir amount of effort _

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) ..
_ less than about'llz B - more than 2/3 -

IL P!ease respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1).A good GS1 knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clear[y, o
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! also provides students *
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

quagl-zlcw,\ p{;A ﬁu @ JL\% —uﬂl"a/l Wt”/w W, Ui
' wbw\f '

partscularly helpful? What lf anythmg, was espemalty unhe!pful?

quite a lot :r‘S_f:e'ffor’E Eo

e

3) What was most d;stmct[ve about the way the GSI taughi in this course?_ What lf anythlng was




- and heipful

" poorly organizedr )

lll. For each guestion in thls sectaon p[ease czrcle the number you find most appropﬂate

1) How well orgamzed were sectaons’P _ :

' 2) How clearly did your GSI commumca’te phliosoph:ca[ concepts and 1ssues’P L

—notatall clearly. - e fairly clearly.

o extremeiy@

3) To what extent did the GSI litustrate phllosophlcal ldeas WIth exampfes dsagrams and so on?

1 234 s
~oonotatall oo - et Hairlyoften s o e o e all the

)

4) How responsive was your GSl to qUesﬁons and comments in section?

1 2 3 4. 5 -
not at all responsive ' fairly responsive extremely respork

" 5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?.

8) How intellectualiy rewardmg dld you f;nd sectlons? .

T 3 a4 s

2 3 4 5 @
- not very much y ...~ somewhat quzte

" not very rewarding fairly rewarding : extremely rewar

7)Y How approachable and responsive was 'ydur"GSl outside of section?

"0 notat all approachable -~ fairly approachable o - extremely approachable

not at alf substantlve i falﬂy substantrve_ : ‘extremely sUbsfantive

d helpful

at all effective




Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluat!on
Department of Phl!osophy

. Please fill in the followmg inforrﬁnatlon _
1) Your GSI's name: dQCkémﬁ \(-&(WQW SR :
. f~ it
2) Course name and number ’711“&0%;’%\@ - Term in Wthh taken f@ﬁ %‘m’?

3) Your status (c:rcie one): Fr 'Jr Sr Other

4) How much effort would you say you put mio th:s course? 'ﬁ‘ R
1 2 T I - R B Y ) 2
Not much effort a fair amount of effort ST

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) .
.less than B ab___o_uﬂlz . . more than 2{3_ -

Il. Please respond to the foiiow;ng questlons as fully as possable .

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materlai cEearIy,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students .
with clear assessments of the|r written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other reievant
qualities. :

Wp(\wq% pﬁz@amd
“\hoe, \ﬁ&ﬂdgaﬁgﬁ ol us waich e fully wpl@mf

s O\\WQ‘&F &“’5} @W 1o wWeel even \OQ%O;&O{ g”}{} ;{L hgm(p
';'-—ox\wwfi &%‘ﬁﬂda 0 et B P e

) How do you thmk the GSI could improve sections for this course’? _ o

m- \N\{)-pe, \!\@}x\) *JWA@"‘« s\ﬂi

3) What was most dlstmctlve about the way the Gsl taught in thls course? What ;f anythzng Was_.
par’clcuiarly helpful'P \Nhat lf anythtng was especially unhelpfui'? . '




© 1) How well orgamzed were sect;ons’?

1 o -_2.

1. For each quest hin thls sect;on please cwcle the number you fmd most appropriaie.

_@ 7

- extremely well organized

poorly organized -

2) How'pléarfy dldyourGSI commumcatephﬁosophzcal 'c.o.npept.s and issues?

.Zi'féirly_plearly,.-;y__ R extramely clearly

not at all clearly .

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrete philospphical' ide'ee with examples, diagrams, and sc on?

notatall . - oo s fa'irly: o?ten”:_f Lo = all the time

[

4) How responsive was yoﬁr GSl to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3. 4 5 6
not at all responsive : fairly responsive _ extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1. | ' 2. 03 | T4 | @ C e '. 7

' not very much oy o somewhat . ‘quitealot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? -

* ot very rewarding . . - fairly rewarding o extrem'eiy rewarding. |

7) How approa_chabl'e and responsive was your GS! outside pf sectio‘h?. N _7 . K o

B L L S (O
-+ not at all approachable - fairly approachable SRR extremety approachable '

4

" 8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI’'s comments on written work tobe? .

h

not at all substantlve ' o fa|rEy substantlve R extremely substant;ve -
and helpful S .and helpful R . and helpfui :

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

fairly effective -




o éféduafé Student Instructor Evaluation
LA Dgpartr'nent of Philosophy

1. Piease fil in the following information.

1)Y0Ul’é815 -:n':.a‘_me.i St\o\(;-fc&m " \L%r n\'{ﬁf\ -

- .,2) Course nameandnumber Q\\\\ 3(, N\Km&l . Termi in which ta_ken:‘\;aﬁg / 3?_)

" 3) Your status (circle 6hé)~‘:{FrZ"prh'.“'fJ?. Sr. Other____~__ Your major: Cnr)n‘\%\uﬁ' Séence

- 4) How much effort wéul'd'y"ou_‘svéy yéu' 5-3'u_t into this course?
1 om0 - A 3 L 4 : : 5 FANIENE
Not much effort - =~ afair amount of effort quife a lot of effort -~ -

~ 5) Overall, Whét broportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) -

less than - . . . about V2 =i more than 2/3 nearly all

1. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good G8I knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and heips them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualstlés- .\r\%_ ) §\§- A\}\ ‘i\\g | '&\BQ% Q‘e.mg\%-e\:&\w\ ‘x.,,...n"e,.\\\sr 9 renX \mﬁ\‘wj
/\\w\ojk\&ct“ﬁocé &} Cl\}.j_'s,':\'bsxﬁ N w \Q{f\m:b.r 4\\:’"&4 G\\Jﬁﬂ\{, J\\B’\\\\\"Y\a\ g ;
RSt apesians, S Vearad  tad woet LS e o RN

N k%‘b .\\_s\'. \‘tc\w\,\ rf.‘k\p'\m\t.ﬁ Yo '__S.AQ\LS%“(; : ‘

2). How do you think. the GSI could ihﬁp'rové sections for this course?

R T A B L W R I N N AT
o '\?&(s(ﬂ\éxﬁ.ié o\\ \V‘\b-} Q\g\\;g ; ,"_\o \ aé\y »\\_ ‘Bm.s\ M\'— B &;5!«\;;51§ tF 5o m
: Q L B PR Ax ’\\ : 5{{ '{}T\h wS. \\_‘\:\'r\@:}' dg{. "’"f""“ﬁ\ w%d:\xﬁ e oS g
3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful?_ What, if anything, was esp_e’(;ially un_h_elpfui? BT
' CNe T ENAR W g s N A




L F_dr each questio.n in this section, please circle the number you find most appro'pri'é'té’.’_' o

- 1) How well organized were sections? DT =

Tkt

: 2) Hov'v_c.leérly did:ybur G5! communicate philesophical concept's"ahd issues?

T e 2 3 4 S DU B VA
- not at all clearly . fairly clearly e - . extremely clearh/. -

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and'so on?

1

T )
< onotatall o fairly often. - L all the time .

o 4) How responsive was your GSJ to guestions and commenis i'n section?
™,
1.0 2 3 4 5 6 7
- hot at all responsive . - fairly respons_ive extremely responsi
o 5) To W?ﬁat extent did the GS1 stimulate discussion among students? | '
R o2t gt 5 6 @
© not very much R -+ - somewhat ' i quite a |
" 6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? - o o
" notveryrewarding . . - fairly rewarding . o . extremely rewardin
e 7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
e MR S E R R R SR - S (6 7
 notat all approach,abie_r“j_' .. fairly approachable .. : .+ extremely‘approachabie
' 8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI’s comments on written work to be?

N e R e T @ .
not at all substantive | . fairly substantive -~ . extremely substantive
andhelpful - o - -and helpfuf - - - . and helpful L

not at all effective. fairly effective

poorly organized. moderately well organized - - = - ‘extremely"well organized.




B 4) How much effort would you say you put mto this course?

' Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
' _ Department of Ph:losophy

Please flII m the followang mformatson

S 1)YourGSIsname jﬂLvLSﬂw Y.

- )Course name and nurnber ?"’“ OSOPE’“} > Term in which taken;_________f::ct.l:l"l()]f,\:- :
.': )Your status (carcle one) Fr Soph. Sr. Other: . Your major:

T 20 vl 3 4 : 5 7

Not much effort _:' S afawsmount of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {circle one)
- lessthan: - - ..~ about1/2 . - more than 2/3

L Please respond o the foilowmg questlons as fully as possible. :

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material c[early,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
gualities.

(,f:;ar e,mlfmmsam OF e philosgphieal arfibonng s,

| *& Cf"'i’"ﬁf_'. . ﬁ @@ ﬁbﬁw eoowm e Lo r"“.fm!-_ £.5% e ;j' )

2) H:ow do yo_tJ think the GSI could improve sections for this coorse?

":3) What was most distinctive about the Way the GSI taught in th[s course? What if anythmg, Was '
- particularly helpful? What, if anythmg, was espemally unhetpfuI’P .




T onotatall i fairly often. ST alithetime

"L For éac_ih 'quest'ion in this section, please circle the number you find most e_i;j'prcﬁ"prié'te.-t

1) How Wé“, organized were sections?

. a6

" poorly organized moderately well organized -~ T 'éi{trerﬁéijyfy\}'ell_'grg‘ani_z'ed_Sl.l‘j_f_"'_'

P

" 2) How éléériy did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and is'édeé?i"' A

- not at ali clearly fairly clearly — . " . S e’thémely" clearl

3) To what extent did the GSI ilustrate phi!osophicéi'idea.s with examples, diagramé‘,‘é’ﬁd ‘s'd'on'?__ :

4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

e 4 s 8 [Ty
not at all responsive fairl_y responsive extremely responsi

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate di’scussioh among sfudents?
g2 3 o . 4 (5 8 T
notvery much -~ =~ = . " somewhat e .y quitealot
") How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
SO g e g A CEN e T
" nofvery rewarding = © .. fairly rewarding extremely rewarding .
7 .7).How appro'ach'abie and responsive was your GSI outside of section? _

not at_all é}jp'rqachébié-[:.'_'-' _fai;ily éphroachabl’é extrem"él‘gl”appfoachéblé'-_ S

8).'How subs’ténfiﬁé and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on witten worktobe?

~ not at all substantive I fairly substantive ' extremely substantive = -
“and helpful -~ o . ‘andhelpful and helpful. . =200 '

fairlyeffectiv




Grad_uate Student Instructor Eva!uatlon
IR _jDepartment of Phl!osophy

1. F’Iease f||! in the followmg':a'nformatlon

1)Your GSi's name.....” \ 4 c/fé’/;’d n Z@%OV\,

'2) Course hame a'hd"n'tjtnber P\/\\ Lh‘SOO}/A,:Jﬁ 5 " Term in which taken:_F@{( 201 2

)} Yourstatus (cwc!e one) Fr SOph Jr_

Your major: C\/\(i(;\\ S

43 How much effort Would you say you put mto th|s course'?

Not much effort L .' afan" amounto f rt T o quite a lot of effort
' 5) Overail what proportson of seottons d|d you attend‘? (CIroie one) :
less than R _abou_t 112 7. - morethan 2/3 Knearly aw

Il. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible. i

1) A good GS! knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their writien work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant
gualities.

)[L(Lfﬁf_oﬁ ”'WCY' ’“WU“ tle cap v sedfien >(’,L@uf/(/

“pwparﬁ/{j/ V\CWW*E& 4 M”%M | (”W/”m{’ﬁ W‘mp%

Av S glirecesd, HE iW(WZ Al ceostiet
et el WCULC/% meu,wwxar’ Ov %eé@‘%éé o

2
i ;mc% 7 f&&ﬂ&m
2) How do you thmk the GSI oouid |mprove sectlons for thES course'? o
/VOM ; s 6 Aedut

éﬂ ’/‘f | /m/v ,«%é o{,&uﬂd . kbaﬁ / 7%/«&[2 // u_&/
) gt o

3) What was most dl inctive about the way the GSI taught in thls course'? What if. anythmg was 3
partlcuiarly he]pful') What lf anythmg, was especnally unhelpful? : :




o Iif For each questlen in this sect[on please csrcle the number you find most appropﬂate

.-,:_1) How WeII orgamzed were secttons‘?
B - 4 (

- poorly organized o moderately well organized :‘ extrem Well orgamzed
- 2) HE)W': siea'r'l'y'-did 'your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

“not at all clearly D fairly clearly -1 extremely clearly” .

. 3)Towhat extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and s bn?(wtﬁ“w_‘s
F e S P s 5 6 7 1
notatall .. - .. ~~fairly often B all the time -

' 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

A /,__,.::.\\
1 2 - 3 4 _ 5 6 700

not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely responsive-—

5) Towhat extent did the GSI stimuléts discussion among students?”

| 1 C _2-. 3 P 5 : 3 ;
8 _ notvery much somewhat . -~ quitealot
6) How intéiectually rewarding did you find Sestiohs? o
1. 0 20 3. 40 .5 ' 6 Qg)
" not very rewarding =~ fairly rewarding L - extremely rewardin
7) Hc\.'\;r abpfoashab!e and responsive was your GSI ouiside of section? - -
»

T IR AT 4.'_.'_-‘:3j- Y - - .
not af all 'approachable' fair!y approacha'bleﬂ Lo sxtremeiy'approachable

R 8) How substantlve and helpfui dld you flnd your GSI s comment on wmten work to be'?
not at all substantwe S . fairly substantive = . " xtremely substantlve
and helpfui . ~andhelpful == 7 and helpful .




" 1 Please fill in the following information.

Graduate Student-lnstrﬁctof :Ev.e\'luatlon.ir“. RN
Department of Philosophy ...

1) Your GSI's name: JaOCSW‘K@fMﬂM o . -
2) Cour.se name and number: VM 5 R Term fi:n;wh__i_ph?tak.é_h:;'_' il VAR
3) Your status (circle one):@Soph. Jr. St Otbérf' e Yourmajor-]?\/{/b\{ CH{’alﬁ\

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? - O

1 <2 3 -4

th much effort a Tair amount of effort

quite a lot c_::\f‘effort' _
- 5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle'oné) o /H S -
lessthan ~about12 more than 2/3 _ o @a_rlsia]l )

fi. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible. _ _

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philesophical writing

skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

QUaiitit\aSmW(ﬁﬂmﬂ _/H\Q . UY W@Uh(}/] C}{))ad@/m /\(\é a M)

W qwds chyauidon Vod vy iy o Rt

Oovresguchen. T Yot fn Jovidd

2) How dd yoﬁ think thé. Gél-c.:.o.uic.l_ imprO\..'.e sections for: thié cciqrse?‘ _ _
" Ods Mo quictly] agpnedede o TTheh
e oy By

+

N '3')' Whaf'was fn.ds.t dié:t'inctivé éb’duf thé way the GSI taﬂg'ht-in this course? What, if anything, was =
* particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? : o s
W niloSpske Yo WL e4unls




poorly Qrgamzed._ . -moderately well orga_niz_ed‘._ _extremelyweii organazed

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phifdsopﬁibal'cb.ncé;:)t's:’:é:r;a issues?

e 7

B - extremely clearly

notatal cleady . = 7 fairy clearly .

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

“notatall .o e faidyoften o oo all the time

4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 s @ 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive : . extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion 'ar'nong students?
Lo ) EE . Yy

o 6 7
notvery much = = 4 somewhat

quite a lot
6) How inteflectually rewarding did you find -secté_ons?

6 7
extremely rewarding

1 2 3 A
not very rewarding = fairly rewarding

7) How appfo‘achable’ and responsive was'your GSI outside of section?

6 7

- extremely approachable .

" not atall approachable - ... - fairly approaphabfé ;

%

X “8) How éubétéhtiv'e énd fi_e!pfui did youflnd your GSI's commentson written wo:rk.to be?

" not at all substantlve R fa“-;y SUbstantWe R
and helpfui U ‘

extremely effective




G.raduate Student Instructor Evaluafion
Department of Philosophy .. .. .

1. Please fil in the following information. R

4y Your GSU's name’_ Yo ( \ &, ey

C2) _Cbﬁrse' name and humber: Pnn 2 "T'él_‘rﬁ in which taken: TECA IO L

N IIS)IVYour status (circle one): Fr. Sop@ Sr. Other: _ Your major: (?{f»g_}',;"(_;,\'/—'\-.:l' _ :
L 4) How muich effort would you say you put into this course? N L L e
Not much effort a fair amount of effort o yite @ lot of effort =

: 5") OVEréll;'whét proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one)
~ less than about 12 - more than 2/3

. nearty alﬁlf_-__ o

1. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.. _

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students

with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing ~
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
gualities. . : '

“OUE o5\ uiS 00 SO0 6% oun YAk Ceachi Gy Ul POTINOR
. : o [ : o

Q)((j LAAYUL S Ty ‘\\:“ ik s A

o R
) L‘\ﬁv e

e it . ,:;:»x{;'w‘aiX= \;f”)"*j\‘_ﬁ}‘(_\ .

o . y e
SO W O WL Ry
AR .

i

is course? _ .. . o -

o

et

3y What was most distinctive about th'é‘v';éy the GSI faug'ht in this cour_sé‘.? Wﬁat,. if anything, was S
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was espgacially unhelpful? - ‘ EULRT




. and helpfui

Il1. For each question in this section, please circle the nuniber you find most appropriate: [

1) How well organized were sectlons’? :3_
1 2 3’ 3 4 6 7

poorly organized o moderately well organlzed extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philssophical concepts and issues?
) ' R PRI

1 2 3 ' .4 e E :
. extremely clearly-

notatalkclearly - - -—. fairly clearly-~ .

3) To what extent did the GS| illustrate philosophical idéas with exémple.s,“di'agramé, and soon? .
not at all e - oo oo fairly often o R ... allthe time

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and commehfs'iﬁ section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 g)
not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely responSIV

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 . 5.‘_-“@ ’
notvery much - © somewhat _ = quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? )
1 2 3 4 s oo e (g0
not very rewarding - . fairly rewarding - : “ L extremely rewarding

7) How apbroachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?.

SR TR DO KR ST £ N R @
~ not at all approachable . fairly approachable - - - extremely approachable

¥

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSP's comments on written work to be?

s extremely substantlve :
~.and helpful -/

not at all substantwe |

fairly effective




Graduéfe Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

P]ease fll! ln:the foi!owmg lnformatlon

- 1) Your (38! s name: -J@L lk St \L@\ V\G! v

- '?2) Course name and number. S.)‘“ \USuQL‘“f % Term in WhICh taken:_t 61“ 2()“ 3

3) Yourstatus (Clrcle one) Soph Jr Sr. Other: Your major )m*é‘cw \\rr: (}7‘0 C(’
. >‘7.

CoT 4) How much eﬁort would you say you put into this course? _ : o .' SRR
S S 4 5 (’63 e g L
o Not much effort o afa:r amount of effort . quate a lot of effort =

LT e | '5). Ovéral'!, wﬁat pfb'porfidn of sections did you attend? (circle one) . ST .
oo oot dessthan . aboutt2z morethan2/3 . - .. @ariy)

Il Please respond to the followmg questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cleariy,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students

with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant '
qualltles

_ Sé\dmum CA"M al of  These ‘-’\“"\fv’th-:-es'{?fcmll/;

: .“E-MU\' “\\"‘J (AL (LAE:S\CM\,_:V‘ ff\u(H\uv\ \h){a\ﬁ,\\
naedowts e Q\mmc\ecﬂ "\\mﬁ et nice (“f
\
|

'2) How do you think the GSlI couid improve sections for this course? : . ' o N .
F e v\‘““’bf—“" nee ‘H receve  afudes for Paets

3) Wha’s was most dtstinchve about the way the GSE taught in thls course’P What 1f anythmg was
partscu!ar]y helpfu!‘? \Nhat if anyth:ng was espec:aily unhelpfu!‘? S




lll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate. ©

- 1) How well organized were sections?. ..

/6 } g

1 2 3. -8 a4 B
Tk _exftremély*\’me[!'Qrganized_ o

poorly organized moderafely well orgarﬁize’gi_

2) How clearly did your GSI commumcate philosophlcal concepts and |ssues’?

/’6 LT
: ,extremely ciearly

not at all clearly T fairly clearly .

3) To what extent did the GSI l[lustrate ph|[osophacai 1deas WIth exampies d|agrams anc{ ) on’? i

. , e o @’7

not at all - - fairly often all the t|me

4) How responsive was your GSl to guestions and comments in seCtiOn_? o

1 2 3 4 5 6{?>
not at all responsive fairly responsive extreme[y responswe/

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among studenis?

B S 3 - 4 5 - g (\)
not very much - = somewhat P . qu:te le

" 6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

" not very rewarding . fairEy rewarding o extremely rewardmg/ .

' 7) How apprbachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

not at all approachable - fairly approachable L extremely approachabie

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?-
- notat all substantwe " fairly substantive exiremely sU stantn.re
D and helpful : S and helpful .. 7and helpful - -

éii' ef_fé_t_:’ﬁﬁ}éné’éébf ‘y'ou'r G_SI? :'

airly effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

’f Please fll[ in the followmg Informatlon

, e I ] )
. 1}YourGSlsname LT SEn i _

: . ’ . }’ Fi l; e

2) Course name and number j’jﬁt ay iﬂﬁ{% ‘t Term in which taken “”(
3) Your status (carcle oney: Frt Soph SJr. Sr. Other Your major: £ f;t,/wt ’%& fwif’zft

s 4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?

e 2 3 : §4 ) 5 6 . T
Not much effort Lo a fair amount of-ffort _ quite a lot of effort

-5} Overall What proportlon of sections did you aitend? (circle one) - . _ o

fs ethan 2/3 b e nearly alt .~ - _ l

: Iessthan _ _ about ’!/2 o km

il Please respond fo the followmg guestions as fully as possible.
1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussicn, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl d:splayed these and any other relevant

qualities. {l7¢ mtf (ffij?c.,»f %,tf»f‘«_« k,f 54 A

H 3
,fwzw%»s Aot Aot cngones e

¥ e . J(’J ’ i f . ;. - g e B g 'x
And friride - ¢ Csauntiy Ui Smprove . lﬁnkﬁl #@ ok bt b3
E A T
} i) ‘@fg'b‘x’l.i ;é‘?m"la’,tg 5—'5 ) l' f:’fw o ﬁv@w’l‘ }I’ ﬂ;qg; l\w; N }* /;: - z”(,ﬂ'g qwf P ,}, i 5""925/;“‘“’; #
f& fy/ oF it hu_,w'fw ot éwm,, shadedd L S e A {’u,% g ,«3.{_
Jfl’ “1&,» Ef}ULr wrt Shae ¢ e i

2) How do yol thlnk the GSl could i lmprove sections for this course?
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3) What was most d|st1nctlve about the way the GSl taught in thls course‘? What ;f anythmg was
particularly helpfui’? What ;f anythzng was especially unheipful? ) o
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1) How well organized were sections?

po'or[y organized moderately weil orgamzed

2) How ciearly did your GS! communicate ph[iosophlcai Concepts and lssues‘?

1 2 3 4.5 Qé DI e _' L
not at all clearly _ fai!_‘_ly_'clearly R extremely ciearly

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate ph|losophlcal tdeas w:th examples dmgfg@glws and so on’f’

- === ot at all .. e falrly often: - - o ; alt the tlme -

: , . |
4) How respdnsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?: }
1 2 3. 4 (5. 6 T |
not at all responsive _ “fairly responsive . extremely responsive ‘
|

5) To what extent did the GSI stlmulate discussion among students?

B T L S P S 4 5 o
notverymuch . -~ 0 - ~ somewhat » w= 0 quite a lot

'6) How infeflectually fe{i\}é'rdih'g did you find sections? o e Co |
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. notvery rewarding . i “fairly rewarding _ extremely rewardmg
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' 7) How approachable and responswe was your GSI outsmle of section? o
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ot at all approachable " fairly approachable. o extremely approachabie B |
© 8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?" ‘
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notat all substantive © .0 . " fairly substantive “ extremely substantwe : |
and helpful .- - . e and helpful and helpful T

ot at all effective Iy effective



