Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSPs name:___ Jeckdon  [Ferivey
2) Course name and number: [)’f”/ 1Zé Ky 5¢(3f§¢;rerm in which taken Jell 2vs 2

H”'

3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr ther: Your major;

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
3

1 2 4 5 t) 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - guite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than ' about 1/2 more than 2/3 ‘ éarl y all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course malerial, s prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facititates 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 en the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
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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 GSi taught in this course? What, if anythmg. was
particularly he!pfu!? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Il. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 . 3 4 5 ) ' { )
poorly organized moderately well organized : axtremely well organized”
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 - B 6 ST

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clear

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

. , 5
1 : 3 f . ° C/) all the timYe

not at all faitly often

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

. . et
1 2 3 4 -5 6 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely responsiveé

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

.1 2 3 4 5 6 (/>

not very much somewhat guite a lot

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

....

1 2 3 4 5
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ;ka,e%; rewardmg

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 2 _ 3 .4 5 : g e)
not at all approache_zb!e " fairly approachable . : extremely approach b

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

1 2 3 .4 5 . g 2

not at all substantive fairly substantive _ _extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? . T _
1 2 3 . 4 5 ( 6 -7
not at all effective falrly effective . extremely effective. -




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: Jack o Keynion

I

. - ‘ : [
2) Course name and number; 'P by | o { Lt Term in which taken:_| AL f7l"
3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. SIE;/TOther' Your maior: ;‘0% ' '/‘D»r"’!f’ ‘ \;f"
7
4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 g 5 8 7
Not much effort e} fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5} Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? (circle one) -
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 ) ~~Aearly 'a[})

—

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

1) A good GS1 knows the course matertal, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSlI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their phllosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant
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2) How do you think the GSi could improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
partticularly hefpful? What, if anything, was especially unheipful?
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IIl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 s - (7)

poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organiied'
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 . 5 8 !/I
net at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSi illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 /6 Q 7
not at all fairly often ' k_/ all the time
4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 -5 8 £ 77
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . extremely respon ive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 @Q 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 /Q 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ' extigmely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS1 outside of section?

1 2 3 .4 (9 S0 .8 7
not at all approachable. " fairly approachable o extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 . 4 5 . J él
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely stitystantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful :

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

1 2 3 . 4 5 6 @
not at all effective fairly effective , ) exiremely effecfive




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I Please fill in the foilowing information.

1) Your GSI's name: ‘j;-r_.k‘e pda®

2) Course name and number: Ohilos % Term In which taken: R \

3} Your status {clrcle one): Fr. Soph. @ Sr. Other: Your major; (13. &‘?

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

1 2 3 5 g 7
Not much effort a fair amount of éffort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you atiend? (circle one) -

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 , @y\ay

II. Please respond to the following quesfions 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 GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.
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2} How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Iil. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?
1 2 , 3 4 5 &46) ‘ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremsly well organized

2) How cieariy did your GS| communicate philoso'phicai concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 ~ ’5) 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly \ extremely clearly

3} Towhat extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all fairly often all the time

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

j
[/

1 2 .3 4 -5 8

~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive _ extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS| stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very much somewhat : : ‘ quite a lot
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding f extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?
1 2 3 . 4 5 PN 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work o be?
1 2 3 .4 75 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive ~extremely substantive '
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all effective fairly effective A extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: Ta(/lcﬁon Kevn{o?
~ o y o noles?
2) Course name and number: Philos 2L R in which taken: Fall 201

3} Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other:; Your major: P hil
4} How much effort would you say you put into thts course'?

1 2 ( ) 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort ' quite a lot of effort

iess than about 1/2 neatly all

II. Please respond to the following questions as fully as p0351ble

1} A good GS3I knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive o students. A good GSlI 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. ; 4"{
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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 GSI taught in this course? What, If anythlng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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1. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wera sections?

1 2 ‘ 3 4 5 Q) 7
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 .5 @ L7
not at all clearly ‘ fairly cleatly femely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS! llustrate phi[osophic;usiea's with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 . 5 6 7
not at all ' falrly ofte all the time

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

1 2 .3 4 -5 (8 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . ext : _sponsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not very much somewhat uite a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS] outside of section?

1 2 3 . 4. 5  -7.8 @
not at all approache_zble - fairly approachable extremely approac

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments-erwrten work to be?

1 2 3 4 5. 6 7

not at all substantive falrly subétantive ~exXfremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective o 8mely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

1. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: 50 C-"-Son' {fenion
2) Course name and number:-“‘oeon?e% Knn.o\ec)%a (\73:) Term in which téken:Ell oty

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. @ Sr. Other: Your major: ?Lilowg)hj

4) How much effort would you say you put into thig course? '

1 2 3 : ‘:} 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount ort - quite a lot of effort

8) Overall, what proportioh of sections did ydu attend? (circle one)
less than about 1/2 (moré than 215 nearly all

li. Please respond {o the following guestions as fully as possible.

1} A good GSI knows the course malerial, 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 thelr 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
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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HI. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized ~ extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GS[ communicate p'hilosophical concepts and issues?

M 2 3 4 : 5 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly remely clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4. @ O

not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 .3 4 -5 _ g 6 ) 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . ext ly responsive

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

gulte a lot

not vary much somewhat

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section? AJ[A d ,?h. wat Cappm..J','

1 2 -3 .4 5 1.8 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable S extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 . @ 5. 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substahtive ~extremely substantive '
and helpful and helpful and helpful :

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

1 2 3 . 4 @ 6 7

not at all effective - fairly effective A extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please {ill in the following information.

1) Your GSi's name: U;ﬁKSM Ketripn Wc
2) Course name and number: & /’lm&’dgf TP =Ty Term m which taken; F"’ /'/—

3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. (Sr.) Other: Your major: W'ﬁ W Ceind
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4 () 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - guite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? {circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 ) early all

Ii. 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 fo studenfs. A good GSI 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 GS! displayed these and any other relevant

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

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything. was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?
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il1. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 Q
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremety well organize

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

1 2 3 4 .5 Q
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 Q
not at all falrly often all the tim

4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?
1 2 .3 4 - .5
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely responsi

5) To what extent did the GS] stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6

nof very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS1 outside of section?

1 2 3 : 4. A 5 : ? 7
not at all approachable " fairly approachable . : extremely approachable

8) How substantive and he[pfuf did you find your GSlI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 (s 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpfut

8} How would you rate the overalt effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

not at all effective fairly effective . extremely effective



- Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill in the following information,

1} Your GSlI's name: Jaclkcon V( ATV

2) Course name and number;_|3.} ’ﬂ\m,v\ of Ve Jxé/ Term in which taken: Call dof

3) Your status (circle one); Fr. Soph. er Other: Your major: E”j [ih

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

1 2 3 4 QEJ 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? (circleoney =

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @

I1. Please respond to the followlng questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
facHitates class discusslon, 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 GSI displayed these and any other relevant
quatities.
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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 GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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lll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections? -

i 2 3 4_(@_6‘7

poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI| communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 ( 5 6 Ty

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cleatly

3) To what extent did the GS| illustrate phi[osophics[ ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 5 8 7

not at all fairly often all the time

4) qu responsive was your GS!| to questions and comments in section? -

1 2 .3 4 .5 __,D : 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . extremely rgsponslve

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

1 2 3 r( v? 5 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 ( 4 5 8 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS! outside of section?

1 2 .3 4 5 Q@\ 7

not at all approachable * falrly approachable S extremaly approachable

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

1 2 3 .4 ( ) 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive “extremely substantive '

and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) How_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 . 4 @ 8 7
not at all effective fairly effective _ extremely effeclive



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GS's name,__Jac Kton

2) Course name and number: Th.l v’vr"\,x’! (2.2 Term in which taken: Fall 201y
3} Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr@ Other:; Your major; JP L :! oS o b

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a tot ofeffo

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one} \

less than about 172 more than 2/3 ' nearly all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course materlal, 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 GS! displayed these and any other relevant
qualifies.

‘)‘&(k"')(‘iﬁg {{\”’ C‘LS[
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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1Hl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 A 3 4 5 8 ‘ @
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phitosophical concepts and Issues?

. . 5
1 2 3 4 . 5 6 F
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly.

3) Towhat extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so : N .
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all fairly often all theMime.-
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 o3 4 -5 @ 7
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive . extr ey'responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

B) Mow intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 ( e") 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding e ely rewarding

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

1 2 3 .47 5 : C
not at all approachable * fairly approachable S extremely approach

B) How substantive and helpfut did you find your GSi's comments on wntten work o be?

1 2 3 .4 5. O
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely subetantwe

and helpfu and heipful and helpfil

9) How.would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GS1?

1 2 3 4 . 5
not at all effective fairly effective o extremely effedtive .




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

§. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSl's name ; ;;‘:Q‘Q BDQ é ex m‘)m K \
\ T

2} Course name and number; ?_—BHJ& \)2 2 Term in which taken:
‘ <3\
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. @ Sr. Other; Your major; %mﬁ]wﬁ&e}nﬁﬁ.

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4 O] 8 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

8) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 .

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 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 which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.
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" 2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What if anything. was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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1. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 &) 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phifosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 . 5 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all falrly often all the time

4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 .5 8
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive , extremely responsivé

5) Ta what extent did the GS! 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 7
not very rewarding falrly rewarding extrémely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4. 5 = 1 7

not at all approachable ' * fairly apprbachaﬁié exiréme!y approachable

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

1 2 3 . 4 5.
not at all substantive . fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and halpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all effective fairly effective . extramely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: TG\«OQS on

' N f
2) Course name and number: /‘)/(A &’5 /22 Term in which taken: Za//( 'S
3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr./Sr. Cther: Your major; !7 /m bo 5 v"IIU [‘7
4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 5 6 (v
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a Jot of effort
5) Overall, what proportio‘n of sections did you attend? (circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @I

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

1} A good GSI knows the course materlal, 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 displaysd these and any other relevant

Trooresl the presontadion of e mafacrocs wed
before jfyahm '

© 2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections for thif course? QJ[ "}f
ih§ +

Do e gk ot e
J"“’;-’LJ’ foemsiny on pren i

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

(OF ot waf‘vw )
Presontat ion

fe | : —
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ll. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.
1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 5 (& 7
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 .5 Vs 2
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) Towhat extent did the GSI Hllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 (% 7
not at all fairly often all the fime
4) How respansive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

1 @ 3 4 5 6 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely rgsponsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 f 3 4 5 : 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

8) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 @7 5 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

] 7

1 (@ 3 47 5 o
extremely approachable

not at afl approachable - fairly apprbachab!é
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 .4 % 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremsly substantive '

and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 . 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective S extremely effective




Graduate Student Instfructor Evaluation
Bepartment of Philosophy

I. Ptease fill in the following information.

1) Your GSi's name: "Q”.ﬂc,l&_go“) Kee i or)
2) Course name and number; ?l\; l | & 2- Term En which téken: T“A (l 90"{

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your major;

4) How miuch effort would you ou put into this course?
1 2 @V 4 5 6 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

what propodidn of sections did you attend? {circle one)
about 1/2 more than 2/3 . nearly all

I1. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good G8I 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 thelr 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

gualities.

Tacksed seems KuouolEo%@%b(é o W
subject and  does A qpeat o -frpswm(ﬁ
%u%é—ljoﬁ)s Ao %Io%s%rfﬁhﬁ A ’maofop‘ﬁf@

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

_I :r%ﬂsmi}lt[ﬂ EW%?@ WD S_LS P:CIL
?aplol%w( And et e gkuc%«j“&s drzenss
-Jr w2 ﬁm%ﬁcﬂf '

b2\ lehé S poAKT2-
3} What was t disti about the way the GSI talight in this course? What,x anyt fng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially Unhelpful?

Thchkson B cbﬁaam@é "A‘{"bﬂ*‘f’
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Itl. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

6 7
extremely well organized

5

T

3 4
moderately-vell, organized

1 2
poorly organized

- '
L :
LT

. ; I‘T;;‘
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts a}nd issues?

5 7
extremely clearly

4
fairly clearly

1 2 3 5

not at all clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI lustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 8 7

not at &l fairly often } all the time

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

1 2 3 4 -5 _ 3] 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

not _a; all apprqaéhable

! ; i i 1 § H
9 ; 2\! ol o .13.' BRETIRS A 4 ! o é‘ ) M 5 Pl 7
i not very much™ - - UL ;. somewhat A b Vi ; quite a lot
A S ; w LI < L % 1 : e
{ ! ] .
o | ! B

1 2
not very rewarding

1 gy How Intellectually rewaiding did ydu find seetions?
. i A\ - H

4
fairly rewarding

3

Lot 2 ‘ .
xtremeiy rewérdlng
L

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

.

9"

Noobo

8) How sups{anﬂve and helpful dsd you ﬂnd yoyr GSI's comn}ents O ! wrmen WOrk lo be?

A f3\£ .

Y 1
) fa|rly approachab[e
g : I . ; !

<y 1 ‘} Y o ‘-iizf . t 3 }a e A Ty 4“ ‘« A,s . ,‘ !é i : 6! CeE "':-:‘a._ ‘7
not at all substantive fairly substantrve extreme!y substantive ‘
and helpful and helpful and helpful

. ! . : , ;
G e e ey e , A b,
9) How wouEd you rate the overat! effectlveness of your GSE? o
. X Lk : o RN ¢ i N .
.-\1} < ZA,"‘ ,J3 AT g a}‘s H§ 6; { e
not at all effective falriy effectlve . . extremely eﬁectwe
- | ! 5: ) ])' )‘ S o ! -f o . ' ) : ‘ ' jE
| ; ) S

Y

5!

.‘!‘

7.

FARER AN
extremely approachable
Lo ; I ‘-J \ i \r o ‘\\‘w \: E

L

_i .




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Pepartment of Philosophy

I. Pleasefill in the fotloermation.
1) Your GSI's name:(/r);;; /é/?ﬁ /&/M/O’ﬂ

2) Course name and number: 12 Z g:f%-gz L ém‘/ﬁterm in which /té)/r}: ZQ/LZ ﬁ //
7/

3} Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. @ Sr. Cther Your major; / @‘/{7/ 2@”
4) How much sffort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportio.n of sections did you attend? {circle one) ~

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _

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 geod GS8I 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

T connol answee N la o Yhe puinls o T neer wenk
Po geb b For w0 W Fiad pond he did ouer
medeial Ao Ak bed oF iy abilby and |

" 2) How do you think the G8I could improve sections for this course?

Dﬁbhf)f\b At @‘003 i @P\fiomm,l S0 one Witsy \yo W}\Y k(\\a N
VY}?(‘( S\vnéw( (} . 1/\1 k( P{DPO) L« S‘\‘Mwlw }- o (\ x I”‘L oua umw\ﬂ: 5( S \’
(3( \“CV\ Scjr ou.l‘ ' uu‘lH\ @FECUMV’L(/(,S. L

3} What wés most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? . :

Ve o lendd Yo 3%% ok \edurt nals dewss ledor,
M AN wedde s, bk e cold o b sl diwss e
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ll. For each quesfion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 . 3 4 @ 8 ‘ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

8 N 4

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
5
extremely clearly

1 2 3 4
not al ll clearly fairly clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at alf fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a fot
6) How inteflectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section? ) Dw/}' ’f ALy
1 2 3 4" 5 1.6 7

not at all approachable | © fairly apprbachaﬁié exiremely apprqachable

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

1 2 3 .4 5. % 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive _exiremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ -7
not at ali effective fairly effective _ extremely effective

“;7 Dw/t" [”‘"’V ‘



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: _)ﬂCkSDh Kf i1 j0r

2) Course name and number: DL![O&SO[S 12 2 Term in which taken: [5[! 204

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. @ Sr. Other; Your major; CO“’EJ”CF %‘Cﬂce
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4 5 8 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one) P

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 .

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 responslve to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophicat writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
Jmlﬂ?\(\ WAS ‘F“‘“r,’m” with  fie wafcrmf Lml I hcun t ol 14
ametins dlloed fon Dol Stods

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

Hau(‘rﬂ be Her  diccnscivn A@ﬂw 7u&‘5\‘ﬁ>r—\3-

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

Hl} C@uﬂmm’i’s on egsatjg vew “"L‘If’&l See back S‘rJe

© OVER--->



Ill. For sach question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well crganized were sections?

1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
poorly organized oderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 ! -5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly cledrly extremely clearly

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

1 2 Zs) 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and commients 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 2 3 Q 5 5 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

8) How inteliectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 & 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachabie and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 @ 3 .4 5 R 7
not t all approaehable ~ fairly approachable T extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

@ 2 3 4 5 6 7

riot at all substantive fairly subétantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and hsipful and helpful

Cq’*\mni's wéve OVC(_B critical ar\d nol nera lfaaue‘x
8) How‘wouid you rate the overali effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 @ | 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective o extremely effective
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

L. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: .‘7 & cAJ Qi @&M__ /
. L . .
2) Course name and number;__ P14 IX 4' 2.2 Term In which taken: F;M 7%

' '
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major; P l’ll{ afi Cipél )/

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 ’ 3 p 5 () 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a Tot of effort

5) Overall, what proporﬁdn of sections did you attend? (circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

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

1} A good GSI| knows the course matertal, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responslve 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
qualities.

6L | olf.slafargo( +lheye ég‘aaﬁzll—z‘ef
fo a  very qeed  extent |

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

Aovd

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything. was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

‘\SWV“ ( QQZOV ﬂ#yjm’u &‘\1'0'4.! £ .{.
P lﬁ(ﬂ oJ¢ 0f[4 ;'gg/( Cou e Pv-] o OVER...>




ill. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 (6) 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized

2} Haw clearly did your GSI| communicate philosdphical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 - 5 8 ‘ @
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cle

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 o4 @ 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) qu responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

1 2 o3 4 -5 ‘ ' 7
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive _ extrémely re?sponsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 7

not very much somewhat guite a lot
6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 ( 6) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding e ely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 .4 65) Y 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @ |

not at all substantive fairly substantive ) éxtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

) How_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3. 4 5 @ 7
not &t all effective fairly effective ) extremely eifective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: ‘)OL(’ %'ch \0 Kfﬁ(’ﬂi W\
2) Course name and number: Phi l(’ Sﬂ"ﬂhu{ l 2/7’ Term in which téken: %“

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph@ Sr. Othel® Your major; ECQGOYHV%

4} How much effort would yo
1 2
Not much effort

5) Overall, what proportidn of seclions did you attend? (circle one}
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

{l. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
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. ’ '

aut put into this course? |
4 5 6 7
gir amotmnt of effort - guite a lot of effort

My (SI was  wll] vesed i fne_ rtodmef hut

Lidni - Explim Conagls o Cleany A e cevld

ave ond waoreer, didmg
Wmfm Hovgewr, e A do ) 9
s ﬁ |

™
fmu CLasS g iscuso-
2) How do you think the GSI Yould improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS! taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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H. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
poorly organized oderately well organized - extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSi co nlgnicate philosophical concepts and issues?

4 - B 8 B ¢
fairly clearly extremely clearly

1 2
not at all clearly

3) Towhat exterff did e GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

3 4 5 6 7
fairly often all the time

1 2 -4 -5 o 6 7
~ not al ail responsive alrly responsive . extremely rgsponsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not very much somewhat quite & lot

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewardin fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 ' 3 @ 5 7.8 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachabl S extremely approachable

bstantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

2 3 .4 : 5 . 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive '
elpful and helpful and helpful

9 How_would you rate the overal! effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 @ ' 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective S extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill in the following information.

1)} Your GSI's name: Mn&""{/"a’n KMMG"\ .

2) Course name and number:_{ huwd»o@ KMWWW Ve Term in which taken: 3:5"“ Zc’)f@f
3) Your status (circle cne): Fr. Soph. JrOOther. Your major: {2/\5 }

4) How much effort would you say you puti‘-in_to this course?
prormine e @

1 2 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - guite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? {circle one} —
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ nearly. QD

] . g

1I. Please raspond 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 thelr written work, and helps them to develop their phliosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSlI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities,
oot i sl aspedts

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

Al

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSi taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

s

OVER---->




HI. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

i 2 , 3 4 @ 6 ‘ 7
: extremely well organized

poorly organized moderately well organized

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

1 2 3 4 . 5

not at all clearly falrly clearly B fémely clearly

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

pot at all falrly-ofte all the time

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?
! 2 .8 4 .5 8 @
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extremely respon

5) To what extent did the GSI stimuilate 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 Y. 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extigmely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your G5l outside of section? ‘
1 2 3 .4 5 .8 @
not at all approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comm Ghwritten work to be?

1 2 3 . 4 : 5 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive xtremely subystantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) Hew_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 . 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective S ely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1)YourGS!sname Jm( /flgﬁxl Ket R Ic‘3/\
2) Course name and number: //FOJ‘/ O(/Ui,o“ / b 22 Term inwhich taken: //fil /0”/

3} Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other; Your major: Pl ’3 (o ‘f'

’

6 7
quite a lot of effort

1 2 3 4

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course? O
5
Not much effort a fair amount of effort :

5} Overall, what proportton of sections did you attend?-(circle-ong
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

et

Ii. 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 o students. A geod GSlI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to devalop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
quallties

//661/61/1

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

1
,'\?(‘) H[//{j {(}\/ (1( MO et

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl faught in this course? What, if anythzng, was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?

/ﬂ({m)! b V :/\ (JM [ (
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Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 Q
poorly organized moderately well organized : extre ell organtzed

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phitosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 .5 [\

not at all clearly fairly clearly extre mely cEearEy

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

1 2 3 L4 5 (6 7
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 -5 6 - @ .
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive . extremely rgzsponsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 gp
not very much somewhat quite

6) How intelfectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewardin

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

1 2 3 .47 5 N ﬁ;
not at all approachable ' fairly approachable ' : extremely approaci abl

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

1 2 ' 3 . 4 5. 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive _exiremely substantive '

and helpful and helpful and helpful

8) How_wouid you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 5 6 Q 7
not at all effective falrly effective o extremely &ffective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

§. Please fill in the following informaticn.

1) Your GSI's name: ’Sﬁ(’\(—“”\ )C-@fM\w\

: _ !
2} Course name and number: \0}’\"”\ YLL Term in which taken: P- ‘ LI.
3} Your status (clrcie one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other; Your major; C«a_) fei
4) How much effort would you g8y you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one) -
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 ) nearly all

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

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materiat clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive o students. A good GSI 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 GSI displayed these and any other relevant

quallies. M PN 41 qu

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

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythmg. was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especlally unhslpful?

OVER-->




lli. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.
1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 _ 3 4 @ 8 ' 7
poorly organized mederately well organized : extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GS! communicate phitosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 : @ s 7
not at all clearly fairty clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 ' m : 5 6 7
not at all fairly ofte all the time

4) How responsive was your GSI fo questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 .5 6 @
_ not at all responsive ’ fairly responsive . extremely responsiv
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 &4' 5 8 7
not vary much somewiat quite a lot
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3’ Q 5 6 7
not vary rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?
1 2 3 . m 5 N 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachabie . extremely approachable

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

. ;.’ -
1 2 \I 3 .4 5. B 7
not at all substantive .. falrly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9)'How would you rate the overall effectivenesg of your GSI? .
(o) s

1 2 3 . g 8 C 7
not at all effective fairly effective ‘ _ extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Bepartment of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: S(L(\»(&of\ \i/efﬂf‘)(\ (

: !i L
2) Course name and number; \JV\ 105015\\‘ \f ‘\ 1Y Term in which taken:” fXH , {

T
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. C Other._ Your major:(\ f)\(ﬁ : Sc e
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 4 g) 5 8 7
Not much effort q fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? {circle one) B
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ early all

il. 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 fo 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 GSI dlspiayed these and any other relevant
quatities. 5, \ ‘
A\‘ﬂ (M\maré* T N Conlnt M:\UW’A Lt ot ?oq ASoNn %r{\/\{,ﬂ M\d
%{{(\(’,(b‘\ J\’ AQ o5 {{M %\{ i;u), b i i‘u' A j \ NS WOy e Ci "i\/v Y

Cﬂﬂr} ke \ﬁ:L\§he(4mpgu£ o \vﬂjﬁgvﬁ‘vﬁqxjﬁiﬂuﬂdﬂg,

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

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythlng. was
particularly he!pful? What, If anything, was especlally unhelpful?

OVER---->




II1. For each question in this section, please clrcle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 ( 5) 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized o extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 @ .5 6 7
not al all clearly fairly ci&arly extremely clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI iflustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

i

1 2 é> 3 T4 5 6 7
fairly often all the fime

not at all

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

LN

1 2 3 4 (9 6 7

~ not at all responsive fairly respohsive ‘extremely responsive

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

1 (2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much ™ somewhat gulte a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 &‘f‘“’ 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 ( DRENER 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable LT extremely approachable

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

1 (2 3 4 5 6 7
nof at all substaritive fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9)- How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI7

.

1 2 (\:D o 4 5 6 7
not at all effective g fairly effective _ extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
BPepartment of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information,

1) Your GSI's name: J;-GKSM K
2) Course name and number; PL" &S IZQ Term In which téken: F;,.” /l’{

3} Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. (Sr,/Other; Your major: H’l-'ZOS / ra

4} How much effort would you say you put into jhis.course?
1 2 3 5 8 7
Not much effort a fairamount ofeffort = quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? {circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ nearly all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facllitates class discussion, and is responslve to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written woerk, 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.

Jacksa, 3 awgesane - he's optvevie

Kwteolygbla abt e e fede [ § guem -
At -&,cpl@»hﬂtj% O’LBWS&S vt He's '
WFM%L‘WL&;(& ?l Cac.ltates gremlb ABcoss~ensg

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

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, If anythlng, was
particularly helpfu!? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?

OVER---->



[l1. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.
1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 _ 3 4 5 6
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized

o~

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philoébbhicai concepts and Issues?

1 2 3 4 S ’ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly sxiremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 O, 6 7
not at all _ fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

1 2 .3 4 -5 86

~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimutate 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 @ 7
not very rewarding falrly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSt outside of section?

1 2 3 .4 5 . '. 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable Sl extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 O 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive " extremely substantive ‘
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 s 6 ) -7
not at all effective falrly effective ) mely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Pepartment of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSP's name:_\J Aedtcer
2) Course name and number: {¢ b\ (C)SGDI/’VV\ <1 272 Temmi in which taken: E:é? I /4‘

hilasa Soct
3) Your status (c;rcje one): Fr. SopSr. Other, : Your major: ‘(’P ‘{Pb:b_z(_ N =q ‘U)
4} How much effort would you say you put into this course? —
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5} Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _

li. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
facllitates class discusslon, and Is responsive to students. A good GSlI alse 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
qualities.

A\ué)ov\gs Cs:bvuu{) VP& oredh w( =

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

v a \‘X‘J@-‘Q_Q__ Q._ou‘\‘\er"*é@ Wi, con

M-”\"‘\\.(—Q B~ ""\'{'\A— \paa..ro( é‘l/\@q’* ﬂ/gSL\
’ (1’(/\/“@"‘3‘/‘ ’H’u_ MM.’!LZ/‘QQ_,] b{c (QS%‘ '{‘\M

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, If anything. was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

H(S\ Q_@M‘S o At fd\_{)ﬂg Le/fac‘? |
VN \ﬁeawe.\ ff?_j [Z_Wm [r\cbuQ e b\rm-l—;e
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1. Fer each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 _ 3 4 Esj ) : 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSi communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 : @ 6 L7
not al all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSt illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comnients in section?

1 2 3 4 .5 _ @ 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . extreMmely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS| stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 ’@ ] 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 extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4l 5 ‘l ! 6 ) 7
not at all approachable * falrly approachable . - © - extre pproachable

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

1 2 3 .4 5 . 6 "@
not at all substantive fairly substantive ‘ 7extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

) Howvwou!d you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective N extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please filt in the following information, -

1) Your GSP's name: Dadleson Kemnton

2) Course name and number; Ptn ) \ \2L Term in which téken <

3} Your status (circle one): Fr. @ Jr. 8r. Other Your major: {)L:'l
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proponidn of sections did you attend? (clrcle one) Sebmae
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 A

. 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,
facllitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI alsc 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 GS| displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
\]u\)f - B\NL *{' Cb\/\c\/\ LM; el 0’\([
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

{’{,.»-«ua LLU W W}/J LaAbt

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythlng. was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

\)y\? %\,_)V ak wa\fv}\nj -H U %4
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Itl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections? )
1 2 _ 3 4 5 9 ' 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GS! communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 - 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exfremely clearly
3) Towhat extent did the GS lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 ‘ 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

i
1 2 .3 4 -5 , @ 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive . axire ely'rgsponsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 ] @
not very much somewhat guite a ot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 ] @
nof very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSi outside of section?

1 2 3 .4 5 .7 .8 Z‘Q
not at all approachable © fairly approachable . - extremely approachabt

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

1 2 3 .4 ! & 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive /extremely substantive '
and helpful and helpful and helpful :

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all effective fairly effective o extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Bepartment of Philosophy

1. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GSI's name: FAAY

2) Course name énd number: !D'Jm‘.]o I )3 2,/ Term in which taken: fE:_L(é Lo {1,}-

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. ﬁ Sr. Other; Your major:_{ %{ SQ !

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course? -
1 2 3 4 5 8
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a ot of effort

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

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

1) A good GSI knows the course materisl, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly, Kv
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students F“’T
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing . d/
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed thesa and any ofher relevant f @
qualities. AV,
ywt
n He . material 7

ik woried cL-H) u,:g/,% '+5¢€Wa€ bl Sl R, J 14
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

Mot (ovleied mare cfFen/

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, If anythlng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

OY\Q« Lome Awa\h’ah"’Wo& L ¢ a{(y'u‘“‘& thAmVMDJ/MAM
Tt and Wis cheskhwnes Y b Sfmy Phatthe light ik
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Iit. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.
1} How welt organized were sections?

1 2 . 3 4 5 & 7
pooriy organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GS! communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 . 5 g 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly Sxtremely clearly
3) Towhat extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 .3 4 -5 @ : 7
~ not al all responsive fairly responsive . extreme!y‘rt_asponsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? _

1 2 3 4 @ - 7

not very rewarding ' falrly rewarding ‘ extremely rewarding

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

1 2 ‘ 3 L4 5 -7 .8 @
not at all approachgbie * fairly approachable . extremely approacha

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

6 7

1 2 3 .4 5.

not at alt substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) How_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? . ;

1 o2 3 . 4 5 8 QT )
not at all effective fairly effective - _ _ extremely effectlve



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Pleass fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: ;\ULVS(JV\ Yernion

2) Course name and number; ?hl\ \{\c}\ Term in which téken: {’(4 M

/_ ! 1
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: Your major:[ Oﬂh e Stithu
4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of séctions did you attend? (circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ nearly all

i1, 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 sfudents
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

de;:?;:\:s peged foreatr ek and (e U"“-W‘fdﬂ" of e

Utk Wolenad | |
foialed  discog o+ hed - plﬁlﬂlﬁt’h ﬁllmg et fechon w/ (vt hois

2) How do you think the GS! could improve sections for this course?
giub pipere fasker! i Seudback 0wty o Te
Pﬁpel/ -

3) What was most distinctive about the way the G5! taught in this course? What, Iif anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

gvml gummunf; O v wooke ledvl,eg

. OVER-—>



Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : exiremaly well organized
2) How clearly did your GS| communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 .5 6 @
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cleard

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
i 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 .5 6 @ A
~ not af all responsive fairly responsive _ exiremely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 ] ( 7)
not very much somewhat guite 8ot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 ‘ 3 . 4. 5 .8 Q
not &t all approachable * fairly approachable . extremely approactiable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments 0 written work to be?
G e

1 2 3 .4 /
not at all substantive falrly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful ‘ and helpful and helpful

9) How_woutd you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 : i . 4 ) (! 6) i
not at all effective falrly effective _ xirémely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GS!I's name: Jackson z!_/@ff?/()/x
2) Course pame and numberT/Lé@ny JL )&MW/{;//? - f%/f?zTerm in which taken /[r 7

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. ﬁ Other; Your major: Pp/ Hl em;/)év‘\,f—
4) How much effort wouid you say you put into this course?
: 2 ) 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? {circle one)

nearly?

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

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

1} A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
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
qualifies.

T have af/fch gclss Ao Tackson fernions } o / #'ec
Or Ao f7 < T % wha? A /cfa»rrwcﬁ In —fhes
(ourse. Tw cCson A a ES/cycxi wlo —f«f&itj Some /’/é#g,
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2} How do you think the G5l could improve sections for this course? .
A | ém]ﬁ bt AW (owolies once, More
Cookics = pmoye W/ /‘4//”’”’3-«5_ o Sechin .

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythlng was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

7!’/@ 6267[&5 ay  qQ jd‘vrﬁ p@ﬂy {S a / aca 7[6 '74 W/ LQ‘A’/V@{
Q"}L)é‘&’/m 7L f /79/061{6/ )
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Ill, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 , 3 4 5 s 7
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 . 5 & 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly éxtremely clearly

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

1 2 3 o4 5 6 &

not at all falrly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

1 2 .3 4 5 | ﬁ 7
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive . extrémely responsive

5) To what extent did the GS! 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 y 8 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 2 3 4 5 e ( 5 7
not at alt approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 % 5 . 5 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) How_wou]d you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSi?

1 2 3L 4 @ 8 7

not at all effective fairly effective _ extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill in the following informaticn.

1) Your GSI's na{.ne:_% ’IluLsm M@(ﬂ}vﬂ

2) Course name and number: Sy 122 Fﬂoml&éfj’@ Term in which taken:_fzay} I/

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: Your major; Phijosop hj

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 K] 4 5 @ 7
Not much effori a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportidn of seclions did you attend? {circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _

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

1) A good GSI knows the course materlal, 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 thelr 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

hitl
Quzanu?,au&tm new Ahe metecial well, and o eartj ex plainZd

M%;ﬂj (n Sectien ane wos prefored.

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

/ﬁ\gj dony Nz Jmpm\)i‘nj

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythlng. was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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and el pLal,
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fll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organiz
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 .5 6 @
not at all clearly fairty clearly extremely clearly
3) Towhat extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all fairly often all the tim
4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 . B 6 @
~ not at all responsive falrly 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 @1 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extramely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS] outside of section?

1 2 3 .4l 5 N @
not &t all approachable * fairly approachable _— : extremely approachabl

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

1 2 3 A , 5 . 8 7
not at alt substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive '
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3. 4 5 @m 7
not at all effective fairly effective S e ely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fili in the following information.

‘i{"?{v‘

1) Your GSP's name: g ¥ Fe a0

2) Course hame and number: i’imuf{» Pl‘x(} e VAL Term in which taken: ?/ﬁﬂﬂ
y : —

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. St Other; Your major: %%iﬁzf}uiﬁfu’
4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course? ”

1 2 3 4
Not much effort afair amount of effort :

5) Overall, what propomon of sections did you aﬁi

6 7
quite a lot of effort

less than about 1/2 nearly all

l. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible,

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
facilitates class discussion, and is respensive 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 GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

\;jw q?f L wa {’!.:Uﬁk\)kf&{ T éi“ W;‘%%\ \J@&;\‘&L . Z;“ﬁ?fb(;;'

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

,‘{:‘Et‘g

O £ et :{;;‘(ﬂfifiE é;tcwi’tuﬁfi

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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il. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most gppropriate.

1) How well crganized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 (a7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 - 5 8 R
not at alt clearly fairly clearly extremely cledrly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI Hlustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 - 3 ' gd,/) 5 6 7
not at all (f/ S Tairly ﬁér{ ' alf the time

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

et

: 2 3 4 5 s gv'.;/
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive . extremely respon

5) To what extent did the GS1 stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 ] Q[J;V)
not very much somewhat quite ,
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7/
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewardifig

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

1 2 3 47 5 7.6 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 .4 5. 6
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and heipful

mm—

9 How_wou]d you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 5 6 Q 7
not at all effective fairly effective _ extremely effecti




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

{. Please fill in the following information.

JackSen  Vorajon

1) Your GSl's name:

2) Course name and number: 0.{4) L 0§ l'z [ Term in which téken: WU zoi
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph./Jr)) Sr. Other; Your major; Cﬂ}ch{ @ A+

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

1 3 4 5 6 7

Not rauch effort a falr amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? {circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

l1. 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 GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. ) '

Tockson. Wos qg/(eovr GSL and atuﬂ(js ent ovel  Ama wore
dffico M Me[-lefa { mg[ogl7. :

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

T e dne 6S( govld nave sLLved wiore lqd.ﬂ‘m on Ak aetuel
 poipel” wr.fy ;Aw%%gjl?gdg,\ to o moRfialon e PUneSoplers

3) What wés most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? . :

Jackoon JN“”L] @it¥ed ans st - 0Uf @ad&‘vyr@
Jelt as {,(ou\'(‘ft""j 4108 o é.Sf‘?‘j topres. Both-tern ;,\él(;,pug_
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i1, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GS! communicate philosophical concepts and lssues?
1 2 3 4 S (& = 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly gxiremely clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4. 5 @ 7

not at all fairly often all the time

4) How responsive was your G3I fo questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 -5 @ 7

~ not at all responsive ) fairly responsive , “extreéTiely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 ) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 .4 5 7.8
not at all approachable " fairly approachable . extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 .4 5. 6 @
not at all substantive fairly substantive . _extremely substantive '
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 8
not at all effective falrly effective ) exiremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please filt in the following information.
1) Your GSP's name:___S(( t{(\(\ t”e mrNion
2) Course name and number; P lf\’l loso (?)’\L/a( (22 Term in which taken; M/

3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. .. @Other: Your major; W h?/ﬁ 2 Ig)}/]/ 12/)
4} How much effort would you say you put info thls course? _

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

Not much sffort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? (circle one) e
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ _ A""’Cmaarw)

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 cleaily,
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. Pisase comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
quallties. ’ ’

/J/,@ #ﬂ«ixﬂ? Mt' P A% Ve S f')n/%é%/(d ¢y .ﬁ,,.,,/ ' M
Lralitafer  clay ddbassing peul. fhwney, ho doorne
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%\M’mat A£Jm€ 1o ?Wf erbrn hedp,

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

/{/ém_

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught In this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? . :

M@' Seems M//L‘{ n ABlngy oA, et Aof ' [xo/‘(r)'ql(« /

%th rdride of e Clesr

CVER---->



lil. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 . 3 ' 7
poorly organized moderately well orgamzed extreme[y well organized

2) How clearly did your GS| communicate philosophical concepts and Issues?

( 2 3 8 B
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSI ustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 ' 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 ) 7
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responswe b extreme]y respons;ve

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How Intellectually rewarding did you fi find sections?

1 2 3 @ 6 7

not very rewarding falrty rewardmg extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responswe was your GSI outside of sgction?

1 2 _ 3 7

not at all approachgbfe - fairly approachabie extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpfut did you find your GSI's comments on written work fo be?

1 2 3 7
not at all substantive fairty substantlve xiremely sub*stantwe :
and helpful and helpful d helpful '

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

] -7
extremely effective

1 2 3 .
not at all effective fairly effect{ve



Graduate Student Instfructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GS/'s name: SWRSM Keff{m

: o _
2) Course name and number: P}ﬂ ' ’ v Term in which taken: Fal ( 2oty
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your major: (d‘j ;(f

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

1 2 3 4 8 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proporﬁoh of sections did you attend? {circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

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

1) A good GS1 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
qualifies.

Geod . W /ﬂémlu’ fcylw lynois /”17716’/'/«/
ﬂxﬂvm;}r(_% 2o Jf /pl'?]z(n“i /.

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

//[f/ vs f/;ht

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSli taught in this course? What if anythlng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especlally unhelpful?

Nﬁhf!”\) /’4"”{)
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IHl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
poorly organized maoderately well organized - extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 - 8D - L7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 ' @ . 5 6 7
not at all falrly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In 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?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 ?} 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS! outside of section?

1 2 3 .4l 5 - r@ 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable C : extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 .4 75 6 7
not at all substantive falrly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 65 -7
not at all effective fairly effective ) extremely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

i. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: ﬁaqém %'/\g,( ALV
2) Course name and number: Y PYIL*OB ' \?//2/ Term in which taken: ‘J /

. \ \
3) Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Othen Your major: ﬂt\[%(’)\‘a

8 7
quite a lot of effort

1 2 3 4

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? T
5
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - 0

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you atftend? {(circle one)

fess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ _-“@ @ -

1. Please respond te 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 thelr 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. ’ '

Ciic&&f;\ a)\«n&g Knewd ‘u@ M\‘e(?\\ wefj vv(’z” ) 1\5
G’“}D 61[\41'""33 anjusl qwb (]wd-ﬁ-f?‘w\ I: !\gé ({\LX,\A‘”}" :L ,
Q—Qeq'\( : Qeél{)‘u' b oo ?aeéf <, OQ—C 2o )\9-\/(& P 5-@@( LL}(’(-\A } .

2) How do you think the G3SI could improve sections for this course?

N A

3) What wés most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

\)mﬁa érl\mwf)],\ gmwineége, C)Q M»L:P‘ft)/ 6&1) (»“‘;’"“Wwé' AC
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Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

h)
1 2 _ 3 4 5 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extremely well organized

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

1 2 3 4 .5 L7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exifemely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all falrly often alt the fime
4) qu responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 B .4 -. 5 ) 3] @
- not at all responsive fairly responsive , extremely responsi

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

1 o2 3 4 5 6 @
not very much somewhat quite aTot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 & 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extrémely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 o4 5 .6 @
not at all approachable " fairly approachable . : extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 . @ 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive . _extremely subsstantive '
and helpful and heipful and helpful :

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

1 2 3 . 4 5 6 @
not at all effective fairly effective _ extremely effec



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I, Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name:; U‘;LO[CSQ*\ [<€{\f\:9ﬂ
: . - . fedy€
2) Course name and number: P[’\f I&S ’ 28 N ’[—L\éol‘y @f oo Termi in which taken F@//

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your major: P/ ulo ‘56/ Ay
4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?

1 2 3 4 5 G’ 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ nearly all

[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 discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! 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 GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
\/@fy cs@ocl vely m[/h’c 5/‘@@/‘ -——>AO"LJ, Gﬁﬁfi(;;:jfﬁf
secth ((‘/35 '
[ (A'\a_‘—f‘?/\l"ct{'

3
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2) How do you think the GSI could Improve sections for this course?

Mﬁy‘é{ rﬁ Sometimes we covld ﬁﬁ over Pafer '7'29/01(::3 Mefo

3) What was most d|st|nctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, If anything, was
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. ong time +»
éfl’lf(rll/\ w_kf{‘f l ya ( iS o o«
o
wWE weo Jld digeuss d €F o OVER---->

‘A Section Fe. frior /\EJH




i1, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well crganized were sections? | |

1 2 3 4 5 (s 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : exiremely well organized
2) How c_[early did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 .8 6 = 7

not at alf clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3} Towhat extent did the GSt illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 G 6 7

not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 -5 6 (& .
~ not at all responsive ' falrly responsive } extremely respansive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @ R
not very much somewhat quite a 16t

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 <g 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSi outside of section?

1 2 , 3 .4 5 e 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 .4 8 .7
not at all substantive fairly substantlve ~extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful '

9 How_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 . 4 5 G) 7
not at all effective fairly effective ) extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: jac\ﬁﬁon V\Cfnlof\

X ‘ . ¥
2) Course name and number: Phi 22 “’\68"3 ok l"f’oﬁ)ff%l’erm in which taken: §a\\ \H

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: Your major: P\ni\o‘:.olphu}

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

1 2 3 4 8 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one) .
less than about 1/2 : more than 2/3 _

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 philosephical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS! displayed these and any other relevant

- %ﬂob\)ﬁe%dog& CV»A e deod Q&a&:ﬂc‘h Hoc seves,
t Yober zee 50 \mﬂ 6 Pagos bada Hhat % oecomes

dtmtw\’ bo QPP\:S o@mmm\'s for H«e ne,x{" PP,

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

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSi taught in this course? What, if anythfng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

PQP@S b@m \o@,\mna\ 1S {'oc{jln Currcn‘rlj 5“ wm!“mj
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ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 @ | 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized, 7 . extremely well organized

2) How cléariy did your GSt commﬁnic:até ph'i!osophi'cal ;bc;n-cep}t"s and issues?

T 2 3 4 : @ 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) Towhat extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 &) 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

1 2 .3 4 -5 O 7

~ not &t all responsive ' fairly responsive . “extremely responsive

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

12 3. 4 5 @ 7
not very much somewhat ‘ T quite'a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did yéu find sections?
1 2 3 4 @ 5 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 - 4" @

_ : S 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable

exiremely approachable

8) How substantive and helipful did you find your GSI's comments on, written work to be?

1 2 3 . .
not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 - -3 . C 4.
not at all effective fairly effective

extrérhely éffective

E Se Pheu e \atbe | o
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Pepartment of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1)YourGSIsname (T&C\égt(\f\ ‘KQT I\(O(\
2) Course name and number: (bUJ/ ((’\"5"1 OQ ‘(M‘\M&‘!LTerm in which taken: ﬂ 5‘\\; 7/0('{

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. OOther Your major: OK!\.\\BCQI)M

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

1 2 4 6 7
Not much effort a; fair amount of effort - guite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportio.n of sections did you attend? {circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ nearly ajf

I1. Pleass 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 discusslon, 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
quatities.

Tadegon 9Ot o8 Mo Qg GO

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course? |
. et slowd Dewen Sortlaes  ard movbe gpn
wp Moo Dccntting  met G aldepnede - YW poats
bul  swall k_g;e.,m%m rS o aere MQQ&

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSIi taught in this course? What, if anyth[ng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

e 0@_‘(75&;\ ey %n@w\tl&gg AN algend ;”E&L_ m&f W
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Il. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 _ 3 4 5 Q 7
pooriy organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GS| communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 - ['5 8 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) Towhat extent did the GSI Hiustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 6 | @
not at all fairly often all the tims
4) qu responsive was your GS| fo questions and comments in section?

1 2 ) 4 -5 @' 7
~ not at all responsive fairly responsive _ extréemely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a fot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 .4 5 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable . extramg proachable

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely s tistaritive
and helpful and helpful and helpful ‘

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written wo?toﬁw?

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

1 2 3 . 4 5
not at all sffective fairly effective




Graduate Student [nstructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

f. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name:___JACKSorl Karmion

Term in which téken: FALY 2ol

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Other: Your major,_PruLooPUY

2) Course name and number:

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

: 2 3 4 5 6 @
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite alot of e

5} Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? {circle one)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ ||

H. 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

quagﬁg‘ikm bttt rrcfernal veu well & presents W afretrel theady, v helf'vﬁ
vaccess oy iffeall b vuned e o weerts . Theve ¢ an excelewt
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" 2) How do you think the GS1 could improve sections for this course?

e

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSlI taught in this course? What, If anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? . :

The dhelue . e ;WV@ a clar ¥ coviie -(x?ﬁéi{m 5 Aban 'jm'j '
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fll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 ‘ 3 4 5 6 ‘ QT
poorly organized moderately well organized . extremely well organized”
2) How clearly did your GS! communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 -5 6 ' @
not at all clearly falrly clearly exiremely clear

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

1 2 3 4 5 @
not at all fairly often all the timé&

4) How responsive was your GSI fo questions and comments In section?

1 2 o3 4 - 5 O
~ not af all responsive ' fairty responsive . extremely responsiv

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

1 2 3 4 5 Q
not very much somewhat quite a 10

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremeiy rewardi

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

1 2 3 .4 5

not at all approachable * fairly approachable . extremely approacha l

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSi's comments on wntten work to be?
1 2 3 . 4 5.

not at all substantive fairly substantive _extremely substantwe
and helpful and helpful and helpful

) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI1?

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




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Pleass fill in the following information, A

2} Course name and number; /-?:2 L( Term i in whlch taken W QO/I,{
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other Your major SGDA V4 /f— 777 %

1) Your GSI's name:

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
Not much sffort a fair amount of effort gquitealotofe

§) Overall, what proportidn of sections did you attend? {circle one) Y
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 ,

I1. 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 responslive 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 dis lay d these and any other relevant
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2) How déj think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

—

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anythfng, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especlalty unhelpful?
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I, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find maest appropriate.
1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 . 3 4 5 )
pooriy organized moderately well organized : extremely well org

S

2) How clearly did your GS| commtnicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1. 2 3 4 . 5 - 6
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cle

&

3) Towhat extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4. 5 6
rot at all fairly often all the

D

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

1 2 .3 4 -5 6
~ not at all responsive ’ falrly responsive _ extremely responsi

Q ‘

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

1 2 3 4 5 ]
not very much somewhat quite a lof

@

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 6

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 .47 5 .8
not at all approachable * fairly approachable exiremely approachg

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

1 2 3 .4 5. 6
not at all substantive fairly substantive . _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpiul

) How_would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at ali effective fairly effective ‘ extremely effedtiv



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

i. Please fill in the following informafion.

1) Your GSI's name: JacESon Fanion

2) Course name and number: Philoge l’h ’V 122 Term In which taken:_{ #1{] '!"ﬂ
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr.\Other: Your major:__£ helop ¢

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of-effort - quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one) —

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 (Tear!y all

Il. Pleass respond teo 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 fo siudents. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to davelop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anythlng, was
particularly hetpful'? What, if anythlng, was espemally unhelpful?

i vsed o tovgly graing i thes

P hilesophy Jopartment, b Javisonts
GYrdng APlealy 4o be even haner
A phak- I/\L/W\W of vi Mj/th
b\/ ﬂ\(/(/US‘(O;'Yu‘/ “to

© OVER-->



IiL. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 Cz’{) 6 7

poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GS! communicate philosophical concepts and lssues?

i 2 ' 3 4 : @ 6 B 4
extremely clearly

not at all clearly fairly clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl Illustrate philosophical Ideas with examples, diagrams, and s0 on?
1 2 3 P Q@ 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI fo questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 @ SR 7
~ not at all responsive ' fairly responsive . extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion émong students?

1 2 3 74 ? 5 ] 7
not very much somewha quite a ot
8) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

1 2 3 L4 5 0 , 7
not at afl approachable ~ fairly approachable - extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be? :
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not at all substantive fairly subétantive “extremely subistantive
and helpful and heipful and helpful

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

. - ‘
1 2 3 . 4 ( 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective ~— extremely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

L. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: Sacein ?'é:”;:ff"}’ff'if—:’}-f\

) oI e S T T /<
2) Course name and number; ? mil 122 Term in which taken: / /"/ / '/
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. S/r,) Other, Your major: / /4:/ Zfsﬂ/ i /// S &
4} How much effort would you say you put into this course? ’;w 3
1 2 3 4 5 8
Not much effort a fair amount of effort - quite a lot of éffoft
5) Overall, what proportioh of sections did you attend? (circle one) T 5
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 _ ¢ nearly aII e

R

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

1} A good GSi knows the course material, is prepared for sectlons, 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 dispiayed these and any other relevant
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS! taught in this course? What, if anythmg, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

/\ -
1 2 3 4 5 r<‘/ 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized : extrernely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate phifosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 © 4 : 5 6 { 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

! 2 3 a4 5 6 (7

not at all fairly often all the timé

1 2 3 4 <5 ) 6 7
_ not at all responsive ’ fairly responsive i extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? /:/,,,..ﬂ,\

1 2 3 4 5 8( / 7

not very much somewhat 7 quite a lot

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

. . B . . “/\‘\H . ‘ )
1 ° 3 .4 B BN 7
not at all approachable * fairly approachable ( L extremely approachabie

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

1 2 3 . 4 5. 8
not at all substantive fairly substantive _exiremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

gt

1 2 3 . 4 5 / 6 | 7
not at all effective fairly effective o { extremely effective




