Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name:__J ACKSor)

2) Course name and number: PW(OSOPM 125 . Term In which taken: Foll 201(p

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr, @é{har: Yo.ur major; Plfbg-jS IS / AS'WUPVVG/B s
;1) How much effgﬂ would you @put into this course?

4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort qulte a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clrcle ona)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

ll. 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,

with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to dsvelop their philosophical writing

skills. Pleases comment on the extent to which you GSJ displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. :

ehomsﬂa', discussions W{VQ $o mucht more  wkpful  and
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

- QVLV&X\MV\S W S ﬁ’OOOU

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 unhelpfui? :
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Il For each guestion In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well org

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

1 2 3 4 5 ] :

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cls

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so 0

1 2 3 4 5
not at all fairly often : e tlme

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely resp .

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

1 2 3 4 5 9>
not very much somewhat quite a4

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4
not very rewarding fairly rewarding @L extremely rewa@

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 L7
not at all substantive fairly'substantive extremely substantive .~
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

N

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective : fairly effective extremely effective’



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name;_Qo-i=Sory  Kearmi oy

2) Course name and number: P =1\ &5 Term In which takan: _~0-\\ \(0

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. (Sr)Other: Your major: Prot

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 2 3 4 (s 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

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

less than abaut 1/2 more than 2/3

Il. Please respand ta 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 GS| also provides studsnts
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the axtent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

-GS\ wad anovo\e‘dvj,&b\e about Yha Moteriol and WS Q%iij
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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 GS| taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? .

-GS51 Stat to e “Jedha ‘rfr] Q\OS*Q\\/ o Mrade, emgj Lo
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Ifl, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

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

1 2 3 4 @ ] 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extramely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and 50 on?

R O B,
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 fairly responsive extremely responsive—.

5) To what extent did the GS| stimulate discusslon amang students?

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

[=}3

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| outslde of section?

1 2 3 4 5 & @
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachabl

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

1 2 3 4‘5> 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantiv extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g) How would you rata the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

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



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Pleases fillin the followlng Information,

1) Your GSI's name: Jacks~n K

2) Course name and number;___ P\ 125 _ Term In which taken;__Fag( 201¢

3) Your status (circle ana): Fr. Soph.@Sr. Othar; Your major: __%i// [Rrersay Dr (s
4) How much effort would you say you put inta this course?
1 2 3 @

4

6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort

quite a lot of effort

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

ll. 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 GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of their written wark, and helps them to develop their philasophical 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?

F]wc ot how 2o LneoNAZ e proee oAls cussiem |

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

1) How well arganized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organ

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosaphical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philasophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
notat all fairly often : all the ime

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely resgonsive

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

1 2 3 @ 5 7
not very much somew quite a lot

8) How intellectuaily rewarding did you find sections?

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

Q)

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outslde of section?
1 2 3 4 @ B 7
not at all approachabie fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 ( 5 ) 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive remely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

2 3 4 6 7
not at all effective ] fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student !nstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fillin the followlng infarmation.
1) Your GSI's name:__ Jacl<son  Al[y340
2) Course name and number: mdrAfkt‘VSI cs LQ 5 Term In which taken: Q l .:)0‘(,

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other; Your major; ﬂr\llvfof’"‘j»/q

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 qulite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (cirgle ona)
less than about 1/2 @ nearly all

qualities.
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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 anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? .
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11l. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?
1 2 3 4 5 Cs) 7

poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI gommunicate philosophical concepts and Issues?

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

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 ./ 7
rot at all fairly often ; all the time

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

1 ) 3 4 5 6 il

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely 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

Q)

6) How inteliectually 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 GSI| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 (b ) 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 ; E ) 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremel ntive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Eva!uaticn
DepaﬁmentofPhﬂosophy )

I. Please fill in the following information,

1) Your GSl's namezwn
2) Caurse name and number:_&,&@g" SIeh . Term In which taken:

3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other: Your major; Fﬁt'lﬁbd“[
4) How much effort would you @:ou putinto this course?
2
f

1 4 5 6 7
Not much effort air amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend ona)

less than abaut 1/2 morg 413 nearly all

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

1) A good GSlI knows the coursa material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facllitates class discussion, and s 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

CIuaIities.7uéon v‘; . /\W ‘z‘" g J%M; ,‘z M )
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2) How dao you think tha GSI could improve sections for this course?

A ik Tackion Coidd peak a (e 60 nioe slowly and

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

1) How well organized wers sactions?

1 2 3 4 5 C 8 ; 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extre well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and Issues?

1 2 3 p 5 § 7
not at all clearly fairly cledrly axtremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 5 6 7
not at all fairl en . 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 extreiely responsive

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

-

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

[e}]

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 4 5 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and respansive was your GS| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 rzg) 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extre 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 extremnely sutétantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective femely effective



Graduate Student lnstru’ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Pleass flllin the following information.
1) Your GSlI's name: :IQLCW Cernima
2) Course name and number: MMZ%“‘, (S ()\N'- V%) Term In which taken: V&t “

- t
3) Your status (circle ana): Fr. Soph. Jr, 6-9 Other: Your major: 0/\4 \” ‘lab

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 qulte a ot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ons)
less than about 1/2 ore than 2/ nearly all
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I\, For each gquestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

poorly organized moderately well arganized 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 remely clearly

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

1 2 3 5 6 7
not atall fairly often . all the time

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

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

.

5) To what extent did the GS| stimufate discussion amaong students?

1 2 3 { 4> 5 3] 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

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

1 ' 2 3 . 4 5 6 q 7 )
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachd

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?
2 3 4 8 7

not at afl substantive fairly substantive axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student !nstru.ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

l. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name:_ I ACKSON  |¢ons on

2) Course name and number;___ PH\L \25 Term In which taken: FALL 70l
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other:; Your major; MeDIA STADIES

4) How muceh effort would you say you put inta this course?
1 2 3

4 5 7
Not much sffort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)

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

ll. 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,

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

“ Corhaps prowde e Her indyptyon G o Redlonit for amgpments
N b cept ot

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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e

1Il. 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 fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GS! itlustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and 50 on?
1 2 3 4 5 6

riot 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 fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

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

[o}]

&) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extramiely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outslde of section?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 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?

2 3 4 5 6

not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g) How would you rata the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

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

R



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the followlng information.,

1) Your GSI's name:___ \ 4 fec., )
Mefupryfic( !
2) Courss name and number:_f) i [o€ "%} (25' Tgrm In which taken: F ( <

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr.@ Other: Your major:_l!bh,( o<

4) How much effort would You say yau put Inte this course?

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

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 all

li. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possibie.

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! aiso provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helips them to develop their philosophical writing

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

(ol { 5(0 )k#ff 1o 'Fac/f%ath diwcedion ,E ke i al
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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 GS| taught in this course? What, If anything, was
particularly helpful? What, i anything, was especially unhelpfui? .
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1Il. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5
poorly organized moderately well organized tr@*/ell organlzed

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

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

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

1 2 3 4
not atall fairly often : all the tlme

4) How responsive was your GS! to questions and comments In section?
1 2 3 4 6} (‘ 6
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responswe

5) To what extent did the Gsl stimulate discussion amang students?

> F = N\
1 2 3 4 f @ 5 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
notvery rewarding fairly rewarding ex ely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approac

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all substantive i i

falrly substantive axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective ely effective



Graduate Student !nstrubtor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy ’

I. Pleass fill in the following infarmation,

1) Your GSI's name:__ Taf | $Gin Ke A L e

2) Course name and number:__/\ ¢/ b~ Nisice  PHILe 125 Term In which taken: o

3) Your status (circle ans): Fr. Soph.@ 8r. Other; Your major: i’hf'l"”b-;"’kl q lqjyc “(\57

[
4) How much effort would You say you put into this course?
1 2 3 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ana)
less than about 1/2 ( more than 2/ 3 nearly all

Il. Please respand to the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

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 GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was

particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? e e
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11l. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well arganized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
poorly organized moderatety well arganized extremely well organized

2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosaphical concepts and Issues?
1 2 3 ( 4'} 5 ] 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philasophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and 50 on?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all O

fairly often . all the time
4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section?

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

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

1 2’ (3 4 5 .

not very much somewhat quite a lot

[=}]

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 (s) 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

P i
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 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 < 4 5 6 7
not at all effective . fairly effetlive ‘ extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluaticn
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information,

1) Your GS¥'s name:___JALL I71. W/tm
m o108 ol
2) Course name and number:M@@i/ () > I/, Te_rm In which takan: J

3) Your status (circle ana): Fr. Soph, Jr.@ Other; Your majon____ﬂmw

4) How muceh 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) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| 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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Sbbyect patier (rs/an D,

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 unhelpfui? .
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1il. 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 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extreméaly well organized

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

1 2 3 4 G 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 ] < 7)
not at all fairly often . all the tiffi@

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

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairty respofisive extremely responsive
YACEES fv\lt:aj

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

1 3 4 o 7
not very much =17} f W somewhat ed quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sectlions?
@ 2 3 4 5 6 7
ot very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outslde of section?
1 2 3 4 @ @ 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extrembly approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 Q 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student !nstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name: b&(\%’\/\
2) Course name and number:Mﬂ&@«d/\ \ i\)<.\\('6 Term In which taken:&d&p’ S;0\\\ \ e

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: Your major:Mﬂ
6

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 Barly all

ll. Please respond ta the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

qualities.
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections far this course?
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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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11l For each question in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 C@ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

1 2 3B 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely clearly

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

1 2 3 V) 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 ® 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 € 4 5 ;

not very much somewhat quite a lot

=} ]

&) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 4 5 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 @), 3 4 5 6 7
not at all sebetwrive fairly substantive axtremely substantive
and helpful . and helpful and helpful

g9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 @ 4 5 6 7

not at all effective . fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student !nstru.ctor'Eva!uaticn
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name;__ AR Eon K,

2) Course name and number. /22547241 1¢(, Pl f ! 25 termin which taken;__ 7

- I — b Y
3) Your status (circle un Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major: Env, g@ fCon¥ Poli (}'

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 proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one)

tess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

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

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

qualities. ‘_//,,C—,éy;n ewvdf o Vaq gf/J e 67%/56/7%//6
crioca  F %W// L4 Aler” /f/l[/v//j)
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

, o)
Lo alls L ey Ascugrion” Mo ""‘”}/J/ém/)

3) What was most distinctive about the way the G3| taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpfui? .
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11l For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremety-vell organized

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

1 2 3 4 5 6
not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely cleg

3) To what extent did the GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not at all fairly often . all the Yme

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

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

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

-

1 2 3 4 f
not very much somewhat quite a lot

(=3}

8) How inteflectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 S 6 7

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all approachable falsly approachable extremely approachabl
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at all substantive falrlylsubslantive 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 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective extrepely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor.Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill In the following information.
Sy
1) Your GSI's name;__ Jac K50 Kecn:

124, 13

. 4
2) Course name and number: ﬂ’lev‘qﬂ/:y%’ el i Term In which taken: & ‘//"()(_‘, 11s fa I
g ’ 7
3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. (Ir) Sr. Other: Your majonjh‘l il D

4) How much effort would you s(ay/yau put inta this course?
2 3

1 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort qulte a ot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)

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

l. Please respond ta the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facliitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS| also provides studants

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?
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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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lil. For each question In this section, please cirels 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 orgagiz

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

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

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and 50 on?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the é/

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 s 7)
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely respons .

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

1 2 3 4 5 i} 7

i

not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How Inteliectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 é ) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ext y rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approa

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

2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective extremely effecily



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.
. N (kfon ke(r\ U
1) Your GSI's name: qing \
2) Caurss name and number: /y]( hﬂh:ﬁf e i Term In which taken: p“ ” /(’
. t . ~
3) Your status (circle ans): Fr. Soph. Jr.@Other: Your majorzj)njﬁ; l V‘l s(l

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course? @
1 2 3 5

4

6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort

quite a lot of effort

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attepd? :
less than abaout 1/2 (more than2/3 ) nearly all

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

qualities. \/99 900& \—\[\W\/){(Ayel Ja”\((l MU*J+ %)\Q

btygte e anh W&A (wM)QM
(Uyz(((’&sj\ﬂ% fymplec Herm?, Vea, gy
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2) How do you think the GSI coulcj improve sections for this course?
/thQ /)a(hﬁxf)dyw\ (Q%V\[{(}/ &\[A\/e 6%@&[)&

LG58 sad fecak

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

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 7
poorly arganized moderately weil organized extremeigsell organized

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly mely 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 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 fairly responsive extremely responst .

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

-

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

[e}]

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find se

1 2 3

5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rews

extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and respansive was your GSI outslde of section?

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extre pproachable

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 falrly substantive tremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective xicommely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy ’

I. Please fillin the following information.

1) Your GS's name: .\ Su¢ KSon ~

2) Course name and number: P hidss | 25 i Term In which taken: ‘{OVU 20 ‘()
3) Your status (circle one): Fr.. Jr. Sr. Other; YO;JI' major;_§ W les

:f) How much effgrt would you say you put into this course?

3 4 & 6 7
Not much effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ang)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 Qﬁ_ﬂ/@

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,
s facilitates class discussion, and is respansive to students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant

alities. i
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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 GS| taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
i
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1il. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers 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 5 Qx

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl ilustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so0 on?

1 2 3 4 5 § @
not atall fairly often . all the tim

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi .
5) To what extent did the GS! 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 5 @ 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extrétmély rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 Y 3 4 5 6 7
notat all approachable faifly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GS1's comments on written work to be?

2 3 4 Q— & 7
not at all substantive fairlylsubstantive axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful
g9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

. e =1
1 2 3 4 g0 " 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective = extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru.ctor.Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill In the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name:__dclcksdn ke viaan

2) Course name and number: Metaphysidgns Y s Term In which taken: 21\ 2010
3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr. (SP) Other: 0[(} Your major: f‘m\!gs;:gm.

4) How much effort would you say you putinto this course?
2 3

1 4 5 6 s 75
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of e

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? le ona
less than about 1/2 dr;t‘;gﬁﬁ nearly all

ll. 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 GSl aiso provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing

skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any cther relevant
qualities.
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2) How do you think the GS! could improve sections for this course?
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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 unhelpfui? .
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11l. For each question In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organi

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

1 2 3 4 5 3]
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at all fairly often . allthe t

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 GS| stimulate discussion among students?

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

6) How Inteliectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 (7 )
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely reward

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 )
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 , 5 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?

2 3 4 5 6 7
not at 2l effective ) fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Eva!uation
Department of Philosophy “

I. Please fill In the fallowing information,
1) Your GSI's name: /J’aol(s own \<\

2) Course name and number: g‘-’m “(S&S Term In which taken: Fa.u l 6
Your major: g\tlc“(‘l‘{/ +fﬁ§

5 6
Not much effort a fair amaunt of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (sirele-qna)
less than about 1/2 nearly all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facliitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS|also provides students
with clear assessments of their written werk, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing

skills. Please comment on the axtent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. /F’“ '
LR W N DN Y WP SV expiie ot patif

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. & Other:

——

4) How much affort would you say you put inta this course?
1 2 3

2) How do )f?vt;zk the GSI could improve sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS! taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especlally unhelpful?
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1l. For each guestion In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well arganized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 &P 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 a

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl 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 at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 €>) 4 5 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot

a3

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 2 @ 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 €Y 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written work to be?
2 3 4 @ ‘ 6 7

not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

1 2 3 4 & 6 7

not at all effective ‘ fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student Instru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information,
Niowv
1) Your GSI's name: JA—CK(ON KeR

2) Course name and number; / 2§ i Term In which taken: 2 /6
3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your majcr:__/l/‘M K / /) i t-

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 qulte a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? e'ona)
less than about 1/2 mopethan 2/3 nearly 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,

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.

D’;Pla)uk Corvnimete & vaf vwwtw\'«/(-’ o 2 }/J‘L‘\A’ /M,H.\M
fw o \(ulz/'wfi

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?
0 Aol ridecg bt —oitog Lre st
Mlm /)()ﬂ nsre  ATeuaston

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

OVER——>



l1l. For each question In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 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 § 9
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 6 (‘I)
not at all fairly often . all the ime

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

—
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSl stimulate discussion amang students?

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

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 6 G/

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachab
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written wark to be?

2 3 4 5 6 /lj

not at afl substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g) How would you rate the overall effactiveness of your GSI?

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



Graduate Student lnstructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's nama:JQ CLITN ,éo,////um/\,
2) Course name and number:pn[/zj /2 5 Term In which taken: g[}é‘ 2 0'/,6

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr. @thar Your major'JQ/U70J0b //OJ// §¢Cr
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?

1 2 3 4

Not much effort a fair amount of effort Q a lot ofeffort

5) Overall, what propartion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 sarly all

ll. Please respand to the following questlons as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

JalKys o Lflfriie o/ 7%4/5*9/ Fual) 71es S 7‘/\/6/
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Lyt i fectiave’ maferlal g
St 1 A oS AL Fommas e,
My A PNy abyut T //L/79M /ff %

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections far this course? () f c5 //ﬂdw
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1. For each guestion In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 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 é - 7
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 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 fairly responsive extremely respon .

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among studepis?

-

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

[o}]

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 ‘ 7 )
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approach

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

1 2 3 4 5 B 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely ntive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effec

T ﬁ /0/) ot P Vs
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Graduate Student Instru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill In the following information,
1) Your GS¥'s name: ﬁLl\CO” (%59‘”:\ fernian ]
2) Course name and number: /))"’l s /W,‘hp)\‘ 1<% Term In which taken: Fa ” L(’

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. (Jry Sr. Other: Your major: /0 A IOIO’O )21

1 4 5 6
Not much seffort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clrcle ona)
about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all
/4

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

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

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

qualities.

L s dearty | d ontle supTat smpttor—
o (ST 75 clear (nforrned o
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2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections for this course?

36 ! l‘ lc-’c) Iyltz’) Mj, - —h‘w‘ T/ V/C g 7l / g ) n—,}\( M r '),

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

e persoable pomer 1 L7l Lo appraeced disussios. [47S
UiSna | emo/anx-ﬁ%j Wt Lew clecryas Lell a5 Ajg gesery |
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11l. For each question In this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 ('_Z) 5 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 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 S 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 /_~7 )
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely respon .

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

1 2 3 4 @ .

not very much somewhat quite a lot

[=}]

6) How Inteliectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 g) 5 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
h 7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outslde of section?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremety approachable

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

1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 ‘@ 6 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 GSt's name: 3’4/ ((50 N (et o N
2) Course name and number:;?(\l [ ‘ Zg i Term In which taken: §, E&k(

- *
3) Your status (circle ana): Fr. Soph. Jr.@ Other: Your majon@ﬁla_. (050 FL"](

4) How much affort would you say you put Into this course?
1 2 3 4 6°
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

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

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

qualities.

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? _

OVER—>



I1l. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organize

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

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl 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 sectlon?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responst .

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not very much somewhat quite a lo

6) 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 outslde of section?
1 2 3 4 5 6
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachab

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

1 2 3 4 5 @
not at all substantive fairly substantive axtremely ntive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

g) How would you rate the averall effectiveness of your GSI7?

2 3 4 5 6
not at all effective y fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru.ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Pleass filiin the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: (J—A’C/K.ﬁ 0/\/ /<E/&M 0~
2) Courss name and number; MW(D H';/Q /¢ < Term In which taken: m 20 ( (0

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your major:_[PH1 (e S OXP_H/‘{

4) How much effort would you say you put inta @ourse?
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a ot of effort

5) Overall, what propgetiorr 5F s88 oag did you attend? (cirgle ona)
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

Il. Please respond ta the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

with clear assessments of thelir 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.

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

@ww /‘wu_. TIME.  For STUe /T
7?/ Stvs s gny, L-nw}w; (S_wvzé/-mmf/%) 700 /Vuf.ér;’(
ME < SPW ONJ ﬂw‘gpd/‘/\/a éégn/@g

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

OVER~->



1l. For each question In this section, please circle the number yau find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 < 6 ) 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extrem ell organized

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

1 2 3 4 5 5
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clea

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 <,
not atall

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 .

fairty responsive extremely responsive

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

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

(o))

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

: 2 3 4 5 N ED,
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 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 @ 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

l. Please fill in the following information,

1) Your GSi's name: (J\Q/V \/\QD N\ M\N QV\ |
2) Course name and number: WMMS{C) ‘,’] B Term In which taken: PU\_\\ l b
Y F . I —

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr, @ Other: Your major; @\'\\L

4) How much effort would you S@/OU putinto this course?
1 2
f;

4 5 6 7
Not much effort air amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of ns did you attend? (circle ona)
iess than bout 172 more than 2/3 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 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 dsvelop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

(roo0) ‘?RSU’\H\T@V)
O (O CORoip by
G oy disiusss o~

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

o€ o) seossiom 1035 TR0 of leqde

3) What was most distinctive about the way the G5 taught in this course? What, If anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? .
Y 0 &

Thorougl—\ QW : \‘E,U\U\PQ/ m%%“im’\/\!
v UL fop {1 purpoy
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11l. For each question In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

‘ i
1 2 3 4 é) § 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

1 2 3 4 9 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 (5 ) 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 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 :27 3 4 5 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot

(o))

6) How Intellectually rewarding did you find seclions?
~

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewaqdipg extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did yau find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

2 3

1 ’4) 5 6 7
not at all substantive : falrly_substakti e extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor.Eva!uation
Department of Philosophy '

l. Pleass fill in the following information.

1) Your GS/I's name: _JMLLK;_[&M
2) Course name and number; LS — Term In which taken: falf 20[6
3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph.(Jr,) Sr. Other: Your major: ,&.{wk

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? Q
5

1 2 3 4

6
Not much effort a fair amount of effort

7
qulte a lot of effort

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

ll. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSI knows the course material, s prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

with clear assessments of their written woark, 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.

f foinde dnditons Lid g M R ofe

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?
| thinn bl wad oy we ol M
Lm L\A\’(‘

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? X
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l1l, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wera sections?

1 2 3 4 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 @
not at all fairly often . all the tirne

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

1 2 3 4 5
not at all responsive fairly responsive extrémely responswe

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

1 2 3 4 5 .
not very much somewhat quite a Iot

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 responslve was your GS| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 § @
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approach

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 falrly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective axtrerfiely effective



Graduate Student Instru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy "

I. Please fill in the following Information.
1) Your GSI's name; ‘éa(‘ks«m M Kefmbh
2) Courss name and number:Mﬂm_ﬁ%m_ Term In which taken: Jg ( 20 1(,

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. (Sr.)Other: Your rnajor:_ﬂhﬂg_g_g_gb%

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 2 3

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

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

ll. Please respond ta 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 GS! also provides studants
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing

skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSj displayed these and any other relsvant
qualities.
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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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1il. For each question In this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well arganized wers sections?

1 2 3 4 5 ﬁ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremelyWell organized

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl 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 @ 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

-
I

1 @ 3 4 5
not very much somewhat quite a lot

[e}]

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 G5 outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 5 @
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 @ 6 7
not at all substantive falrly_subslantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

2 3 4 67 6 7

not at all effective . fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the followlng infarmation.

1) Your GSI's name: j"‘(;/n

2) Course name and number; f ‘7./(6 / v) { . Term In which taken:ﬁ” A/ ¢

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other; Your major; LC fﬂi ﬂ'é'g_
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 praportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) =

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 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 clearly,

skills. Please camment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

ﬁ C’JI d} L«d/ /‘\'ﬁk‘p{ ﬂ““""( (W
¢ /MJ q~4 Ay ney i i ( /(4—,,/;{ are L/L,f-

(e kel

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

/Mre AT V1 Ton

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 unhelpful? .

(/ra,Q' WAl szt bl w
J
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lil. 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 e@ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extrem ell organized

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

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

3) To what extent did the GS| illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and s0 on?

1 2 3 4 5 6

not at all fairly often . all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in sectlon? 6
1 2 3 4 5 6

not at alf responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion among st@

1 2 3 4 z 3] 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections? j

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 3 4 5 & @\

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 @ 6 7
i not at all substantive fairly substantive ktremely substantive
i and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student Instru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: Jaclgonq [ern on
- Metnphys 'NI’s . [Satl 2904

2) Course name and number; /N¢ g ,7) 5 P/h 25| Te-rm In which taken: 4

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph, Jr. Sr. Other: (Z’"d Your major;__{ J»wlwaf*r Scttan

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? \517

1 2 3 4 6 7
Not much sffort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Qverall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clrcle ona)

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

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

1) A good GSI knows the cou aterial, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
& facilitates class discussigh i I also provides studants
T~ with clear assessme avelop their philosophical writing
skills. isplayed these and any other relevant
qualifies
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w 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 unhelpfui? .
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I, For each question In this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized wers sections?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 § @
not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely clearly
3) To what 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 time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discussion amaong 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 5 6 C' 7 )
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewa

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachabie

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work tg be?
2 3 4 5 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 7
not at all effective ) fairly effective extremely effe



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill In the following information,

1) Your GSi's name:JaC\(N?V) \<€ )/V);O N

2) Course name and number;_M\ & ijq 2C5 Term In which taken:

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph. Jr. @ Other: ___ Your major:_[~

4) How much effort would you say yau put into this course?
1 2 3 <5>

4 6
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clrcle ona) - -
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 (nearly all )

ll. Please respond ta 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

qualities.

2) How do you think the GS| could 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 unhelpfui?
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1il. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well crganized extremely well organize

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

1 2 3 4 5 ] 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clear

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

1 2 3 4 5 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 4 5 6 T
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS| stimufate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 7

o J
not very much somewhat quite a lot

[}}

) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 v
not very rewarding fairty rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSi outside of section?
1 2 3 4 5 & <

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachabl_e’

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 q
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

g) 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 lnstru.ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill In the followlng information.

1) Your GSl's name: STQCESDV\ k .
2) Course name and number: d) \ZS Term In which taken: § MG

3) Your status (circle ane): Fr. Soph.Othar: Your major:

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

1 2 3 4 5 ﬁ 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort guite a lot of effort
5) Overali, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle ona)

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3

ll. 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 s responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skilis. Please comment on the extent to which you GSJ displayed these and any other relevant

qualities. fa/ d/’ {%}W ‘I,(L/ m ouf g nt éx P& V[W—g/
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

Yead (1)

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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1l. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find mast appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremity-well organized

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly axtremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl 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 @ 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GS! stimulate discusslon amang students?

-

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

(o)}

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 Q 5 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachdble extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSi's comments on written work to be?

2 3 4 5 6

4t all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
afid helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective ) fairineffectve extremely effective



