Graduate Student Instructor Evaiuation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

-
1Y Your GSli's name; ¢,>N \((\,O’V\ ‘( ey
2) Course name and humber; ?\/\\\ \r}«-\vs\ Term in which taken; S () r!( %’

. - . -
3) Your status (eircle ons): Fr. Seph. Jr. @ther: Your major; P\’\‘l l/ w{—@D

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort ulte"a fot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (citcle one) _ ( TN

less than about 1/2 “more than 2/3 Qarly aff

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,
facititates 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

qualities. ':S kdcb O )Q NG {l/\e Mep ;’kQ
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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 GSI faught in this course? Whaf, If anything, was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?
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iH. 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 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 emely clearly

3) To what exient did the GS| illustrate phifosophical ldeas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 . B 7
not at all fairly often | all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 g 73
not at all responsive fairly responsive : - exiremely respon stve”

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

1 2 3 4 5 B ( 7

N

not very much somewhat guite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

5
1 2 .3 4 5 6 (‘r
not very rewarding falrly rewarding extremely rewarding”

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 a(’?g)
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 (D

not at all substantive fairly subsiantive : . extremely substantive
and hefpful and helpful and hetpful

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

1 2 : 3 4 5 G 7
not at all effective fairly effective ' extrémely effective




Graduate Student !nstru'ctor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill In the following Information.

1) Your G5{'s name; M&’)\f \ﬁf‘mﬁ

' /7
2) Course name and number: ?Q\\t‘o So g{f\f»&é} VA Term in which taken: S fé{j

v

3) Your status {clrcie one):(Fr.) Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major; ey

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

Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you aﬁend? (cirgleone) T

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 near[y

i, Please respond fo the following questlons as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for secfions, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophlcal writing
skills. Please comment on the exlent fo which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
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2) How do you think the GS1 could improve sections for this course? ' ir N@ﬁ’
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3) What was most dlstmctwe 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 question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @7 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philesophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 é? 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clasriy exiremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GS1 llustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 @) .8 7
not at all : fairiy often \ ali the time
4} How responsive was your G8! o questions and comments In §ection?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive . exiremely 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
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 responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 5 6 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable 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 subsiantive fairly substaritive : _extremely subsfantive
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 extremely effective




Graduate Student Instru'ctor"E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

[. Please fill In the following information,

1) Your GSI's name: TCL(/(_/S(SY\ k@‘md’\ .

5 Y
2) Course name and nurnber; LQ,Q ic (2R Termn in which taken: SE g 2oty
u .
3) Your status (circle one@oph. Jr. 8r. Other; Your majo LMLLQJ\Q'@Q

4} How much efforf would you swou put Into this course?
3

1 ' 2 4 5 6 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend? (circle one) ‘ TS -
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly afl

H. Please respond fo 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 of thelr written work, and helps them to develop their philosophlcal writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo which you G8I 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 anything, was
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpful?
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111, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropfiate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 @ 5 - 7
poorly organized moderately well-drganized exiremely weil organized

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

1 2 3 (2 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3} To what extent did the GS8I lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 ® - 8 ’

not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your G5l to questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not at alt responsive falrly responsive : ~ exfremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among students?

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

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find seclions?

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremaly approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on wiltten work 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 rats 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

[. Please fill in the following Information.
1} Your GSl's name: :T[P\C!(S on ‘(‘iﬁ’( now .
2) Course name and number; Pl/\d \2 A Term in which taken: (;PY?V"% Loty

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr, @Other: Your major: T’?DOM owi (s,

& 7

4y How much effort would your say you put into this course? @
5
quite a ot of effort

1 : 2 3 4
Not much effort a fair amount of effort

5) Overall, what propor -iofo/f sectlons did you attend? {cirgle one} ' ) )
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

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

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

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

TTime  MenngmenA

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?

3
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Il1. For each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 @ 5 B 7
poorly organized moderately wellerganized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 Co 5 6 7
not at all clearly fafrly clearly extramely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4) . 5 6 7
not at all fairly\eftsn : all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI fo questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 g4 2 5 8 7
not at all responsive falrly respohsiv , _ exiremaly responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not very much somewhat guite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 : @ 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding falrly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSi outside of section?

1 2 3 (h‘4 ) 5 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approac . extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4, 5 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive” . axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) 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 lnstru'c:tor'Ev_aluation
Department of Philosophy

[. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name:_ JA(Moe VL,

2) Course name and number: ?\(\\\Oh“m\\g by Term In which taken: ‘30410 4 "M

3) Your status (circle one):@ Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major;_ Ve ~Waas ! Pioe koql;,\m%

4} How much affort would you say you put Into this course?

1 2 3 4 &) 6 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort guite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {clr¢le one} , .

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

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

1} A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discusslon, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and halps them to davelop their philosophical writing
skllls. Please comment on the extent o which you GS! displayed these and any other relevant

gualifies,
4oall
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2) How do you think the GSI could Inprove sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taughtin this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Ifi. 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 moderately well organized extremely well organized
2} How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues? ,

1 2 3 4 (5/7) ' 6 7

not at all clearly : fairly clearly exiremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS1 lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 @ .6 7
not at all fairly often X all the fime
4) How responsive was your GS} fo questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 9 7
not at alt responsive falrly responsive . _ extremdly responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among stude%s‘?

1 2 3 4 g'{ 5) 8 7
not very much somewhat . quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

i 2 -3 4 5] 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding exiremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 € 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely-approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSt's comments on written work o be’

1 2 3 K‘D 5 6 7
not af all substantive fairly substahiti g . . extremely substaniive
and helpful and heipful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 \ 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective N extremely effective
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fillin the following information.

1)} Your GSI's name: j(k(/F’g OV\

2) Course name and number;__ PO {2\ Term in which taken;

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

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 : 2 3 4 5 6 7
ultea lot of effort

Not much effort a falr amount of effort

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

Il. Please respond fo the following qitestions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents raterial 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 philosophlcal writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo 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 GSI taught in this course? What, If anything, was
pardicularly helpful? What, If anything, was especially unhelpfut?
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1L, 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 GSt commtnicate philosophical concepts and Issues? ‘

1 2 3 4 5 (s ? 7
not at all clearly falrly clearly extrémely clearly
3} To what extent did the GSl lilustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

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

4} How responsive was your G3I to questions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 5 b‘> 7
not at all responsive falrly responsive : . extremel responsive

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

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

6) 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 GSl outside of section?

i 2 3 4 5 6 m
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 3] @
not at all substantive fairly substantive : . extremaly substaniive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 : 3 ' 4 b 6 7
not at all effactive fairly effective extrerrely effective
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Graduate Student lnstru'ctor"Ev_aIuation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fillin the followlng information.

1) Your GSI's name:____) s<2san

2} Course name and humber; ?\\'I\ \Zp ' Term in which taken:_F-aly 2,0\‘\
3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Jr. 8r. Other; Your major: ("\(B

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 proportion“of $8aflons did you attend? (circle one) _ :
less than about 1/2 maore than 2/3 nearly alf

—

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 siudents. 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 fo which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
gtialities.

Jodo 61} hese Ty e / Cf (‘»(i‘u\l(].

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
particularly helpful? What, If anything, was especlally unhelpful?
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lit. 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 gel 7
pooriy 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 alt clearly fairly clearly . xiremely clearly
3) To what extent did the G8l lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

. £ 3
1 2 3 4 5 . B 7
not at all falrly often v \ all the time
4) How responsive was your G5 to guestions and comments in section? s
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsive falrly responslve : ~ extremoly responsive
5) o what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students? -
i 2 3 4 5 ( Ey 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 falrly rewarding ex -Qern ly rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS] outslde of section? .

1 2 3 4 5 \ 8 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely dpproachable

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

1 2 3 4 6 (f:‘l 7
not at all substantive falrly substantive ‘ . extremely substantive
and heipful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 C 6D 7
not at all effective fairly effective exiremely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

|. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: \&(l(’iiﬁ:«%W\, )

2) Course name and number; P\ A Term in which taken; & ¢ WA 2.0
3} Your status {clrcle one): Fr. §OPB} Jr. SE. Other; Your major: K{?\}fb\ VA A ,,Q,w e~
4} How much effort would you say you put into thlg\ course?

1 -2 3 4 5 6 7

Nat much effort a fair amount of effort guite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend? (circle one) ‘ -
fess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @:e’a’rliff_q{j

H. 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 G3Sl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing
sklls, 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 GSl! {aught in this course? What, If anything, was
particulariy helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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I, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

'

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 4D 5 6 7

poorly organized moderately%@(ﬁrﬁanized exiremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues? .
1 2 3 4 C}D g 6 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 - 5) . B 7
not at all fairly often R all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 /6“2 7
not at all responsive falrly responsive : - exqfemeiy' esponsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among studenis?

1 2 3 (4,> 5 B 7
not very much somewhat quite & lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 -3 AT 5 6 7
not very rewarding falrly rewarding” extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your G5l outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 o ? 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extréfiely-approachable

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

1 2 3 4 & 6 7
not at all substantive fairly subsiantive : . exiremely substantive
and helpful and helpful " and helpful

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

1 2 . 3 gcl 5 6 7
not at alt effeclive fairly effective ' extremely effective

e




Graduate Student lnstru'ctor’Ev_aluaﬁon
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: jé»(«kﬁo\f\ LCVV\?O\;\

2) Course name and number:Pi\ ] 2A ‘ Term in which taken: S;g 1Y
3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. &;) Other: Your major: an Lt

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 S 3 4 5 ® 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

&) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) _ i
fess than about 1/2 more than 2/3

1. Piease respond to the following girestions 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 fo students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skllls. 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?
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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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HI. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate,

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 HNN 4 5 6 7

poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

2} How cleariy did your GS1 communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 R 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

naot at all falrly often . all the time

4) How responsive was your GS| to guestions and comments In section?
1 2 3 4 5 @ : 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive : . exiremmoly responsive

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

i ' 2 3 4 @ 8 7

not very much somewhat ' quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 > - 3 4 5 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachal

8) How substantive and helpfut did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?
1 2 3 @ & 8 7

not at all substantive fairly substantive ' e extremely substantive
and heipful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 - @ 4 B 6 7
not at all effeclive fairty effective ' exiremely effective




Graduate Student lnstru_ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill In the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: Dack SO0\

2) Course name and humber: ?‘{\‘\\ \7 O Term in which taken: SQS \ 1 (,O‘\H
3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Sophy Jr. Sr. Other: Your major: Cora (\’)u fed ﬂi\'@n &

4} How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 2 3 4 (3 6 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort qulte a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend?{ci ne) ‘
less than about 1/2 more than 2!3 nearly all

f. Please respond to the following guestlons as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discusslon, and s responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr writfen work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophlcal writing
skills. Please comment on the extent o which you GSI dtsplayed these and any other refevant

qualities, \
MO§ (7”\ f\(’ \dl‘@ \\{\6/ OH)SO‘\ ViodNo N o s l‘g("scs()
Lol he odelto\ o Somed ine g €70] 6. 00 Wi

SOl UNCeC 6«(\(\“{';/ .

2} How do you think the GSI1 could Improve sections for this course?

Mosbe cewiew efack Qoblems A

Mo (e often

\CA'\! l,,)f g‘/\df/‘d ,"V‘law

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, If anything, was
partlcularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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1ll. 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 exiremely 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 extremely cleartly
3) To what extent did the GSI Hlustrate philosophical ideas with exarmples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 6
not at all fairly offen X - 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 : ~ exiremely responsiv

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

{ 2 3 @D 5 6 7
not very much sormewhat quite a ot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 <3 4 5 @ 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extrefaely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS1 outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 C&? 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremily approachable

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

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

@




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

L. Please filt in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name; Oﬁd% Wy

2) Course name and number;____{ l\:{} i rv’f)g’\{j DA Term in which take”:—g@—ﬁ'@z«o lﬂ\‘f'

1

3} Your status (circle ona): Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major: QS

6 7
quite a [ot of effort

5} Cverall, what propertion of sectlons did you a{fegﬂ(cj@efg\, ) ‘ )
less than about 1/2 mote than 5 : nearly all

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

1} A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discusslon, and Is responsive to students, A good G5l also provides siudents
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop thelr phitosophlcal writing
skills, Ptease comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.

1 2 3 4

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course? i
Not much effort a falr amount of effort

knﬁ)v\/j -'tlo, CoOUN TR W\o\)((:/{ L

{
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21 t A 4
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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 G3l faught in this course? What, if anything, was
parficularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

i

e
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[I1. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriats,

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely-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 extramely 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 fairly often \ ~ allihe time

4} How responsive was your G3l to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all responsive falrly responsive : ~ extremely responsive

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

A S T

not very much somewhat quite a lot
6} How infellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 -3 4 5 8 @
not very rewarding falrly rewarding exiremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 g 7)
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable”

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

£
1 2 3 4 5 6 Q )
not at all substantive fairly substantive : . extremely substantive A
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 - 3 4 b 6 (7'
not at all effective falrly effeclive extremely effeclive



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor’Eva[uation
Department of Philosophy

{. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your 3S¥s name; ‘T)tt(k;%n \ﬁqyt\\@ |

2} Course name and number: ﬂ,:,las@?hu?) \’lc_ Term in which taken; g o

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr) Sr. Other: Your major: HQ‘NV) / L%FS\M}\QS
4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite alotofe

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (cirgle one) - _ e

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

Il. Plaase respond fo the following questlons as fully as possible.

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

qualities.

%f Kﬂt’ﬂ L}iS Mff o L’ﬁwjﬁi.bwwmf}@ W Q[I@E}'\\r@)j

2) How do you think the GS{ could improve sections for this course?
e b o e e Lt Yo e,

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

Hb wWas Yoy ol
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L. For each question in this section, please clircle the number you find most appropriate.

'

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 8 @

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 @
not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clea

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

1 2 3 4 5 . B

not at all fairly often \ all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI fo questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at all responsive fairly responsive - _ extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 6 (zt)
not very much somewhat quife a

6} How intellectually 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 GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

B) How substantive and helpfui 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 helpfui and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 . 3 4 B 6
" not at all effective fairly effective exiremely effective

%




Graduate Student lnstru'ctor"Evaluaﬁon
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill In the following Information.
1) Your GSI's name:_"Jac <o L(Q,vn,i (ST
2) Course name and number; ?l/u,lmqmiﬂl/ua [ 2A Term in which taken:ﬁ‘z@p& R H

3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major,_M{fD Cavret S
4) How much effort would you say you put into ourse?

1 : 2 3 4 5 6 7

Not much effort a falr amount of Bffort gulte a ot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you a end’z‘“(‘mrcm:eag) ‘ . )
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly alf

il. Please respond {o the following questions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presenis materlal clearly,
facilitates class discusslon, and is responsive o students, A good GSI also provides students
with clear assaessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the exisnt to which you GS1 displayed these and any other relevant

qualities. . NN
My BT cisplags adt of dese quakies o
O Quaady extert, expt Qor \r)mﬁ&esmv\% Wourericed  Cloordy.
At numerous: Lnes o wa.g bha {_Qb@’/{,dv U \f@_/\,}
Coﬂgﬂ“’-‘% due YO enors e hod  Wwadhe ono tom awda)
ofter @pard Hae by o gomeer  dhame e fore-
2) How do you think the GS! could Improve sections for this course? o QK()\CUMV\% @MW
| Eve. ‘f@"fb‘d do ‘MT)V\?MQ, Qe hon 1S gbwg‘,,\ca e S
on ?@‘w\% MLL‘W\ G)Vac,@w“(g_ fvmlo(;;m/l% and kesw QW%
less S potesing  eckune.  Cofenst.

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS1 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 @ 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

2} How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophicaf concepts and issues?
1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
fairly clearly extremely clearly

not at all 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 fairly often " all the time

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

1 : ; 4 ; s (D
not at all responsive fairly responsive : ~ extremely responsT

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 q 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 @ 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 § i
not at all substantive fairly substantive : _ _extremely substantive
and heipful and helpful and helpful

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

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




Graduate Student lnstru'ctor‘E\(a!uation
Department of Philosophy

i. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: SakaOl’\ -

2} Course name and number; DL\AO DA Term in which taken: S? b% 'Zo\(lL
3) Your status {(clrcle one@éoph. Jr. Sf. Other: YO.LH.' major; Soao(°q U\ D&d‘rﬁe

43 How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 : 2 3 4 5 B 7
Mot much effort a fair amount of effort & a lof of effort

5) Overall, what proportion 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 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 wiltten work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the exient to which you GSI displayed these and any other relsvant

qualifies.
L‘/ ) —‘C ’ ' blea ¢
%ﬂ_wm Soma e (S1 canast Mo(,a/:n‘anr/ what Y 73/0 ort (s,

2) How do you think the GSI could lmprove sections for this course?
- ’!’A/o«jA exdmfﬁg N 4o M‘P AN Brgwfwz —}Juz ”fl\m{f“)"j ’ind

of dealng with pable.

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

1) How well organized were sections? |

1 2 3 4 (s B 7
poorly organized rmoderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and Issues?

1 2 3 @) 5 6 7

not at alt clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7

not at all fairly often 3 all the time
4) How responsive was your G8| to questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 Qﬂ'/ 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive . ~ extremsly responsive

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among studenis?
1 2 3 ﬂw\/ 5 6 7
not very much somewnhat quite a lot

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 GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not at all substantive fafrly substantive : “exiremely 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 all effeclive fairly effective exiremely effective




Graduate Student lnstrdctor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

L. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name:_Jxksory  Keroion

2) Course name and number; P%il@ﬁnp!’\g} ‘l;m Te-rrln in which taken; ‘%Mitgs Jovy
3} Your status {clrcfe ona):@ Scph. M. Sr. Other: Your major;__Prycko lcazt;(\)a

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 lof of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend? {cirgle one) _ o
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 (Tearly all >

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

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

qualities,
Toddeson wws  ofden  LRceckain  Ahoud gpecific  dodalls  Beout  course
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2) How do you think the GS1 could Improve sections for this course?
Prepare  teore  for  sechiopn g0 4 40 ke bl tp present m"ref-‘.and _

reote c,.lf’ar](y 4 less ‘r\of;r!bhf\ﬁtg

3') What was most distinctive about the way the GSI faught in this course? What, If anything, was
particularly hetpful? What, if anything, was espedlaily unhelpful?
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lIl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were seclions?

1 2 3 (%) 5 6 7
poorly organized moderately well 6rganized axtremely weil organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 @ _ 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly falrly clearly extromely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI llustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 qc_i) 5 6 7
not at all fairly offen X all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 Q !
not at all responsive falrly responsive : ~ extrerfiely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among sfudents?

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not very much somewtial quite a lot
6) How inteltectually 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 GSl outside of section?

1 2 3 f(@ 5 6 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpfut did you find your GS!'s comments on writtens work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at alf substantive falrly substantlve ‘ . extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please filt in the following information.
1) Your GS¥'s name; JucksEom .
. ran -
2)C 4 AT PR Yo/ N - L Do 2ol
) Course name and number WA \ 2 \OS\ Term In which taken {f y [

3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph{Jr) Sr. Other: Your major: \!)1'1“()5‘\‘94?

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 lof of effort
5} Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) . — e

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly al

Il. Please respond {o 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 thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please commant on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities. * \ | \)
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2} How do you think the GS! could improve sections for this course?

"o Fhpve

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 unhelpful?
3 |
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fil. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

'

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
poorly organized moderately welforganized exiremely 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 clean extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GSl illusirate philosophicat ideas with exgmples. diagrams, and so on?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at ali responsive falrly responsive : o extrémely responsive

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

9 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not very mitch somewhat quite a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 . 2 -3 (4 > 5 5 7
not very rewarding falrly rewalding exiremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 (s) 7
not at aft approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 < 5 6 7

not at all substantive fairly substantive : _extremely substanilve
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 alt effective fairly effective : extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor‘Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSP's name: Nackaon
~J
2} Course name and number: D\E!o%hhll D/-A Term in which taken;

3) Your status (circle one)/ Fr, ]Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major:

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

1 : 2 3 4 5 6 7

Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5y-Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) ) )
@ about 1/2 more than 213 nearly all

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

1) A good Gl knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facititates class discusslon, and is responsive fo 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?
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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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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 8 7
poorly organized moderaftely well organized exiremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 ﬂ) 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clbar extremely clearly

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

] ) 3 @ 5 .8 7
not at all falrly Eﬁe 1 all the fime
4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 O 6 7

not at all responsive falrly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate .discussly,am ng students?

1 2 3 £4 5 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a iof
8) How inteffectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 @ ) 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rew%d ng extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSl outside of section?

1 2 3 4 @ 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 fo be?

1 2 3 ﬂ) 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly subsganti o : . extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

8) 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 lnstrulctor'E\(a[uation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following Information.
1) Your GSFs name; rckeon k.
2) Course name and number: P/q‘.loso{)h.&} | Term in which taken;_<Z fgy&‘(_;' G ol

3} Your status (circle one)f@Soph. Jr. 8r. Other: Your major;_, / 1\6{6 cile Vi
L .
4) How much effort would you say you put Inte this course? s
1 : 2 3 4 5 kus ) 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion gt,se tions did you attend? (cirgle one) _
less than al?out 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly ail

Il. Please respand fo the following questions as fully as possible.

1)} A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
faclitates class discusslon, and is responsive to students, A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and halps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you G5! displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
He  fpows phe metoral cat (east yinus 9/ Lo Ui 3
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2) How do you think the GSI could Improve sections for this courss?

6)?;«%:\ che. t)}u%an\s slower ﬂ,,\a.( logser

‘3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
partlcularly helpful? What, i 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. 6 7

poorly organized moderately well organized exiremely well organized

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

1 2 3 Y% 6) 6 | 7

net at all clearly fairly cledrl extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS| lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so cn?
1 2 3 @ 5 . . 8 7 7
not at all fairly ofton X 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 : ~ exiremsly respon ve

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

1 2 3 4 (‘9 6 7
' quite a lot

not very much somewhat

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 -3 (1) 5 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) 6 7

not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 \Q 6 7

not at all substantive fairly substantive : _extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful " and helpful

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 ( Q 7
not at all effective fairly effective exiremely effective
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Graduate Student instru'ctor"Ev_aluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please filt in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name:_ JAcwaa) |

2} Course name and number:_Pai 2 b Term In which taken:;__ €% 4
3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. ¢8> Other: Your major__ % wiL .

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

1 2 3 4 5 6. 7
Mot much effort a fair amount of effort qulte a lof of effort
6) Overall, what proportion of sections did you atiend? (clrgle one) ’ . tmane |
Jess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @aw

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
faclitates 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 thefr phllosophlcal writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS) displayed these and any other relevant

quaiities. Qfob

2} How do you think the GS1 could improve sections for this course?
X's  Goow, ‘

3') What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in thls 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 circle the number you find most appropiiate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
poorly organized moderately well ofganized sxtremely 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 cleatly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 5 . 6 7
not at all falrly often 3 all the time
4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and commenis In section?

1 2 3 4 5 . @ 7
not at all responsive falrly responsive : . extrem®ly responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among students?

1 2 3 g? 5 6 7
not very much somewnat quite a lot

6) How intelfectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 ) @ 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding falrly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI ouiside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 CB) 7
not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 gzﬁ 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly subst ﬂféve ) . exitremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpiul

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

-
1 2 - 3 Ql 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

. Please fill In the following information.

1) Your GSI's name:_% kran  Kernion

2) Course name and number: Phi| {2 4 Sine) Term in which taken:

3) Your status {circle one): Fr. %Jph Jr. Sr. Other: Youfmajor: Musie

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

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend? (circle one) 7 S
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 (ear]y aff~

ll. Please respond fo the foltowing 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 GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing
skiils, Please comment on the extent fo which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.

(/J,{ . ] }"HC‘ ol f'fq’!’l’r et f @ fi rd s s /)/(/7 s "i dj v ?f .
Sorpedine oo effore
2) How do you think the GSi could Improve sections for this course?
Morc_ o'r @ "{"I""(‘-- hm.‘ ’ or C -7'1'011\ Je L'J"f‘f I S
. i gor oy
G “fu: , e nde "{ ¥y Qs o o e L {or

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?

1 {idee é The horagy
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II. 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) 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized axiremely well organized

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

1 2 3 4 (5} 8 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?

1 2 3 4 (5 6 7
not at all fairy ofien s - all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 (s, 7
not at all responsive falrly responsive . - extremely 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

~

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

N,
1 2 -3 (4) 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

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

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

1 2 3 (4 5 . 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive : . extremely substaniive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

8) 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’Eyaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill In the following information.

1) Your GSPs.name:__ Jackson  Koraion

2} Course name and number; Puitos.opy, 125 Te.rm In which taken; Spring 2o
3) Your status {circle one): Fr. {So h:lJr. Sr. Other; Youfmajor: ASkropuy SicS

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 o2 3 4 5 (6] 7

Not much effort a falr amount of effort qiiite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) |t
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 ([ nearly alq

!l Please respond lo the folfowing gliestlons as fully as possible.
1) A good GS! knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
factiitates class discusslon, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides siudents
with clear assessments of their 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
quatities,

gkt @Am;nbf Wi arca Mé\'e,,g\

cledr 4 Nspon\‘vev
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2} How do you! think the GS1 could improve ssactions 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?

i

OVER——>



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 ('@ 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 ( Bz 7
not at all clearly : fairly clearly extromely clearly

3) To what extent did the G3I llustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and s0 on?

1 2 3 4 5 | . 6 /'T'j

not at all fairly often x all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 7))

%

not at all responsive falrly responsive oo ~ extremely responsivé”

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

1 2 3 7 5 8 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 4 5 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?  Al/A

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive . . extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 - 3 4 5 9 7
not at all efieclive fairly effective ex{ émely effective

=




Graduate Student Instru'ctor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please filt in the following Information.
1) Your GSl's name; ACI Qson V\U(\iOi\ .
2) Course name and humber: Ph\\%ﬁw‘ﬂl{ LA Term in which taken:; Nty 201

3) Your status {circle one){ Fr) Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your malor: mC%

4} How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
1 T 3 4 5 @ 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 about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearlylall

. 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 siudents
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophlcal wiiting
skills. Please comment on the exient to which you GS) displayed these and any other relevant
qualifies,

Was debinveely progared for Sectiod | encontaged SO To pafrotpocs

ond wad acLydiie ko quasiiont -

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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lll, 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 extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSl communicate philosophical concepts and Issues? ,

1 2 3 4 @ ' B 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl lllustrate philosophicat ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 B (7)
not at all fairly often | all the fime

4) How responsive was your GSl o 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 amaong 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 g@ v
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 8 QID
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachabl

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

1 2 3 4 @ 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 effeclive fairly effective ' extremely effective

%,




Graduate Student fnstru'c:tor‘Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please filtin the following Informatfon.

1) Your GSI's name: JQ \,\Q SG\A \(e( ‘(\\OV\

2) Course name and number:\b\(\r\\ : \ZA" lMﬂ \% Loat € Term In which taken:ﬁb ‘( \V\C\ ‘ ld\
Ls(gvmj\'k Shdies

3} Your status (circle one@Soph. Jr. 8r. Other: Your major: DQ'\(Q\

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

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

less than about 1/2 morea than 2/3 (nearl@

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

1) A good G8I knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
factlitates class discussion, and Is responsive to students, A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them {o develop thelr philosophical writing
skiifs, Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

Jackgen (s 6@9_93}_@\, Cully wndletiandi ¢ tlag
Mafefial and expiathedt tf guel ( Pespong ve

T evnals PP Chak\e okde (‘Sg clags

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?
(hide—ing o ake o proplo e
“%b\\m\/* \v\\% VY, \[\s\?\ \/\-&.\g Q\o\v\% , 0(‘
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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 unhelpiul?
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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 Ce O @
poorly organized moderately well organized exiremély well organize

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

1 2 3 4 5 ®ﬁ>
early

not at all clearly fairly clearly extrernaly cl

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

1 2 3 4 5 .8 T

not at all fairly often X all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

not at all responsive fairly responsive . ) exiremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 (P 5 6 7
not very much somawhat ' quite a ot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 (:_é:) 6 7

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

not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely appreachéﬁtﬁ

8) How substantive and helpful did ybu find your GS1's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 B 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive : o axtremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 5 @
clive-

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effe

¥



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

[. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSFs name:_) ack son

2) Course name and nurnber; Ph” 1 2A Term anhlchtaken:gSPtl'l }9 2014
3) Your status (clrcle one)f Fr) Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major_INT ended Business

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

1 : 3 4 5 9 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort qtitfe a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend'? {circle one) ‘ ‘ ~~
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 CGearly ).

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

1) A good GSI knows the course matertal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facllitates class discusslon, and is responsive io siudents, A good GSl also provides studenis
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualifies.

Jackson s very Kho wl ed9 eable abouwt the jo pic
and reviews the cohcepts au g Sechon

Preﬂ“y wt:)l,

Z) How do you think the GSI could Improve sections for this course?
b Ahink that more guidance when we
do praciice proplerns wowld ke veny
helpful because b's real y A Frreutd
3)1\;6>hat?vgspm!e tc‘};s,yt}r%ctii%oa?cﬁiﬁ e‘j\Ey thU;JgSI Lgtﬁ%hﬁ pthlsfgursgiavﬁz,’ if anything, was
particularly helpfui? 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 5 g 6 Z 7
poorly organized moderately well organized exire ell organized
2) How clearly did your GS1 communicate philosophical concepts and Issues?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all fairly often X < allthe t

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

1 2 3 4 5 ]

not at ali responsive falrly responsive : .~ exiremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS1 stimulate discusslon among students? N /ﬁ'

1 i 3 4 5 6 7
not very much sornewhat quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

9 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 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 6 7
not at all substantive fairly subsiantive . o exiremely 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 exiremely effeclive



Graduate Student lnstrdctor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information,
1) Your GSI's name:_ &K=t g :
2) Course name and nurnber: PL, ) ) 2 A Term in which {aken: sf 14

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

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

1 : 2 3 é 5 6 T
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {cirgle one) , ;

tess 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 clearly,
facllitates class discussion, and Is responsive to students, A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of thelr written work, and helps them to develop thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent fo which you GSi displayed these and any other refevant

qualities.
ﬂ"‘-&_ 58 Odglyen @M ok Mlosl s Ales T4
& b;’%&-m\"’ L’ﬁ)‘ %MJ L| [ wic S "!‘J"ﬂ5 IWERLN -) d
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

2 Hpushy Mo Sedtons wee  ba q Hley  wer.

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

1
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Il1. For each question in this secfion, 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 sxtremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GS| 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 GSi Illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 .6 @
not at all fairly often \ all the time
4) How responsive was your G8| fo 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 5 6 @
not very much - ' ‘ " somewhat o 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 GSl outside of section?
1 2 '3 4 5 s @

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 ® 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive : _exiremely substantive

and halpful and helpful " and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 B) 7
not at all effective fairly effective ' extremely effective




Graduate Student lnstru'ctor"Ev_a!uation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following Information.
1) Your GSI's name;_ D ode e Yeb@ o
2) Course name and number;__ <Y VLA Term In which taken: 5\:3%»0_: A

3) Your status (clrcle one)lf Fr.)Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major;__ L ¢y

4} How much sfiort would you say you put Into this course?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5} Overali, what propertion of sections did you attend? {circle one) ‘ ‘ - '
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @I@

I. Please respond fo the following questions as fully as possible.

1} A good GSI knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presenis malerial 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 devetop their philosophical writing
skills, Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
Dodlson bwoened® O & Muge BNy, Mo was
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2} How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?

D\é S CS?O\ bch o\&“‘mhs-

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS! taught in this course? What, If anything, was
paritcutarly helpful? What, if anything, was especlally unhelpful?
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IH. 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 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 extremely clear
3) To what extent did the GS1 illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 . C{a:) 7

not at all fairly often N ‘ alt the time

4) How respensive was your GSI to questions and corniments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 (Z
not at alt responsive fairly responsive . ~ extremely responsive

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

1 2 3 @ 5 8 7
not very rmuch somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

rF.
1 2 3 4 5 (s) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extréfely rewarding

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

) pfnn
1 2 3 4 5 6 L)
not at all approachable falrly 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 5 2 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive ' . extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

.

<
1 2 3 4 5 6 2)
not at ali effeclive fairly efiective extremely effectiv



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please filt In the following information.

1} Your GS/'s name: ’}'@Ll«b"‘

) R ¢ i, W’
2) Course name and number; ‘()I“*[“g“f’h‘f A Term in which taken: S{”" ) ¥
‘ o Aooked Mol
3) Your status (clrele one): Fr. y Jr. 8r. Other: Your major; ?? :
4) How much gffort weuld you say you put into this course?
1 ' .'Z‘j 3 4 5 6 7
Not much efforg - a falr amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (clrgle one) ‘
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 \eirly afl

ll. Please respond fo the following guestlons 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
qualifies.

Somotivs gl Tow i e g oo der
o ety obviors Vv\m’l’eVi”‘I- Offw  qualibe arc )ferJEc(/',

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

Do more eQampfe }nS{zoJ o{ (;l}‘ﬁﬁ o Jew c’a/ampﬂ
o umneasgnly ot olofeil

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?

i WE%{Q’/ /fm/wfom{’f} emi!ﬁ

OVER—-->



it. 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 extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSt communicate philos hical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly ' fairly cleatly extremely clearly

3) To what extent did the GS1 lilustrate phifosophical 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 G5l to guestions and comments In section?
1 2 3 4 5 , S
not at all responsive fairly responsive : . exiremely respo iive

5} To what exfent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 5 6 7

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

1 pd -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 6 (

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approa @ablg\

8) How substantnve and hefpful did you find your GS!'s comments on written work fo be?

1 2 3 4 5
not at all substantive fairly substantive : _axiremely substantive( S~
and helpful and helpful © and helpful

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

1 2 : 3 4 5 B 7
not at all effective fairly effective C extremel e\ffective



Graduate Student Instru'ctor"EValuation
Department of Philosophy

t. Please filt in the following information.
1) Your GS¥'s name: j{)t(’/\f Cao .
2) Course name and number: {P \’\ I ZA Term in which taken; g %\( \\w% 2214

3} Your status (clrcle ona): Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other Your major: %T(Dy\(‘}vw?‘—s

6 7
quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons dld you attend? {circle one} g
tess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @)

II. Please respond fo the followlng queslions as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material cleatly,
facllitates ctass 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 philosophlcal writing
skills, Please comment on the exient fo which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant

qualifies.

He )?%ejﬁm% —Qm cetong  well anl (e Q?U nses o os

1 3 4

4} How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
o &’
Not much efiort a fair amount of effort

KQ\@ e e Yeechh AWy Qi(;ul,, he

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

Sonmetimes e ‘*rqwd\ﬁ us uwuv\g v\g,\\éfg 1o ¢olu
‘AGKQ | W’ YY™NG,  sd 1 wioh e coltl e yees
Qmm YA o Wit Al e VAT '

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?

1ot vy ) ek oy
1’\&&) WS Oﬁ%’kgr( N ¢ \ mes.

OVER——>




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

'

1} How well organized were seclions?

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 (b 7
not at all cleafly fairly clearly extremely clearly

3} To what extent did the GSlI 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 GS| fo questions and comments n section?

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

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

1 2 4 5 6 7
not very much somewhal guite a fot
8) 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 oulside of section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 B 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive ' \ extremely substanilve
and helpful and helpiul 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 extrémely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

|. Please fill In the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: j&a\@%o O \ia& NN

2) Course name and number: AN Voo A Term in which taken: 5@* i f‘CS 2014
3} Your status {circle one): Fr. @r. 3r. Other: Your major: ot

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

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

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

1) A good G8I knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facHitates 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 thelr philosophical writing
skills, Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

gualities.
p A slmer ok Ave  courses Fackson

AN e \eae\
44 \ma’s)‘e Cao A ( 1 A
< e G cudy
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?f‘gsej\}ﬁ_ﬂd
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nove bee &)m@ \ kervial et aﬁ—
POEREN U

et ede  aad  He o w\} el '5\‘(\8

2} How do you think the GS! could Improve sections for this course?

\Jore ouk  Scovlemd \veloot. olacs o
e con Ke& ceseryed.  more eA\*‘\\(
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, N \
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught In this course? What, If anything, was
parficularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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til. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 5 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized exiremely well organized

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

1 2 ) 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?

1 2 3 4 0, 8 7

not at all fairly often . alt the time
4) How responsive was your G5l fo guestions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 ) 7
not at all responsive . falrly responsive : - exiremely responsive

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

1 2 3 @P 5 6 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 GS1 outslde 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 work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 9 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive : _exlremely subStantive
and helpful and helpful © and helpful

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

[ 2 : 3 4 CSD 6 7

not at all effective faifly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student instru'ctor'Eyaluation
Department of Philosophy

L. Please fillin the following Information.
1) Your GSI's name: ﬂjmfb}\ RSN g/\ AL I,f\t‘f‘-:{} A
2) Course name and number: \QL n A, Term in which taken: Cadd

3) Your status {clrcle ohe): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major: @E! LQSQ gf; ;/

4} How much effort would you %you put Info this course?
3

1 : 2 4 5 6 7
Not much effort 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-than2/3™ ™

nearly all

II. Please respond to the following questlons 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 thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSt displayed these and any other relevant

‘ qualities.

@Lf{‘a\{ (jggu) V\f\J .‘em

2} How do you think the GS! could Improve sections for this course?

: N“‘f}?‘f pOE ?V‘wﬂ vt A

3@‘ :d"-a-s lole si'w/ e e k,7

it e g sHIIR R ] ey

)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?

faphtry s ¢ e e o @ A
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Hl. For each guastion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriats.

1) How well organized were 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? _ T
1 2 3 4 5 6 g}/)
not at all clearly falrly clearly extremely cle

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

1 2 3 4 5 . 6
not at all fairly often . all the i

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 QT
not at all responsive fairly responsive : - exlremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GS| stimulate discussion among studenis?

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

1 2 3 4 5 &' 6 ) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ex Bly rewarding

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

R
1 2 3 4 5 8 i‘;\\‘é
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachabl

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 CD

not at all substantive fairly substantive : . exiremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9} How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI7?

1 2 - 3 4 5 6
not at all effective fairly effective ' extremely effect




Graduate Siudent instru'ctorrE\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

|. Please fllt In the following information
.. ‘6
1) Your GSI's name: j&k\(\%v\ S AR

{ -~ I r
2) Course name and number: Chilos \ LA‘ Term in which taken: Spﬂfﬁ
3} Your status (circle one):@ Soph. Jr. Sr. Other; Your major: r\)\"ﬂ‘) 5 / EL C{)V\
4) How much effort wouid you say you put Into this course?
1 : 2 3 4 5 @ 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort qtile a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections dld you attend? {circle one) ) . : ‘.i\
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearlyall
. /_,/‘
o

Hl. Please respond to the folfowing guiestions as fully as possible,

1) A good GS] knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material 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 thelr philosophleal writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other refevant

fualities.

Sl ' ML L ) |
TN (WA \0 (DN‘N NINE(ARY \(ls (] G Q,\-QH‘ C\\-\.d \)vxc)ff ( Shf“l/‘\] Cx-\ﬁ)\’g’
\/\J\/\\\,

2} Haw do you think the GSI could impmve sections for this course?
\7QS§ \ (\\l\»‘-‘k OW N\J‘-\,\é \,\(,._) ()\\ { Qjﬁd\{ \},Q ¢ N \/Jm( "V\Q \ \\ QQV\Q v \K\ . (‘AV‘()
wors W £ by | AL
tweon ety abad dayt qocdure

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

Wi« anw)t\”‘ )G Wiyl oF Je NEEI y S?rns!-{@\{
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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 gﬁ\ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2} How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues? A

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 .8 @
not at all fairly often n all the ti

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

1 2 3 4 5 g QD
not at all responsive fairly responsive . . exiremely respons!

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

1 2 3 4 5 QS) 7

not very much sornewhat guite a lot

6) How intelfectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 -3 4 5 6 6
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewardihg

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 g?
extremely approacha

not at all approachable falrly approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 Cy

not at all subsiantive fairly substantive . . axtremely substantive

and helpful and helpiul and helpful

89) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? e
1 2 . 3 4 5 ) ( 7
not at all effective fairly effective ' extremely effective




Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

|. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GSl's name: Juelson  ernion

2) Course name and number;__ Phitosophny 12 A Term in which taken; Sprr¢ Dot
) Jasophy _ Seng 2oty

3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph. (Jr, Sr. Other: Your major: Af’?ii(f& Meih X St

1 5 6 7

4) How much effort would you s%you put into this course?
. 2 4
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort

&) Overall, what proportion of sections did you atiend? (circle one)

_less than @5\9_{_1&1_@_) more than 2/3 ~ nearly all

II. Please respond fo the following questlons as fully as possible.

1} A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
faciitates class discussion, and is responsive to students, A good GSIi also provides studenis
with clear assessments of thelr wiitten work, and helps them fo develop thelr phifosophlcal writing’
skills. Pleass comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
Nockson P}e?oveo\ YQ,C\\‘\J wet) bowfo(@ S‘thon:) with \nC\nc\ovtL{-),

clear  Afutnte e oloe Posts H"““FJ\S theit. i vst Coveve d
in c\ass due xuv e Lwmae a0 Kns?mt. He's yen bvll'\{hfj

o Gnsver Questiong, OQuecall,  be's e N helpfut

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

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

OVER——>




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 5 8 )
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

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

3) To what extent did the GS| lllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and 50 on?

1 2 3 4 &) . B 7
not at all fairly often " all the time

4) How responsive was your G5l to questions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 8 @

not at all responsive falrly responsive . - extremely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 (D
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 exiremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 o)

not at all approachable falrly approachable exiremely approachabie

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

1T 2 3 4 €)) 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive ) . extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpfui

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 6 (D
not at all effective fairly effective ' extremely effective



Graduate Student Instru'ctor"E\(aluation
Department of Phifosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GSI's name; IO CVSa

2) Course name and number;_ Y Y\ \ N O\ Term in which taken: 'fif;") \ A
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph, Jr. @ Other; Yo.uf major: Py \

4} How much effort would you say you put into this course? O
2 5

1 : 3 4 . 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort guite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {circle one) . ’

less than about 1/2 @an 2@ nearly aff

I1. 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 thelr philosophlcal writing
skills, Piease commaent on the extent fo which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant

qualities.
Te G5 TOMN) ANC Quomye Ao Hiee Lolvesn
© 7RI -

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?
V00N e thkcx\"‘(“\{“j*f& C\GQ Ve TYMIRONC (\\ DXVORe

| QQC\Q%\\MP QRONNC VNS oy (v (\QEE Q. OANNE X AMASAYN
L,\so‘@\(;\\\cb O\ XY\ v,y da/\iz,c.s\) ©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 especially unhelpful?
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Ill. 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 (6) 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 8 G)
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GS| illustrate philosophical ideas with exarnples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 (@ 7

not at all fairly often X all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 (b

not at all responsive fairly responsive : ) exiremely responsive

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

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

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 (s) 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding exirémely rewarding

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

=

[=>]

1 2 3 4 5 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extrem&ly approachable

oA
hY4 A
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be? Q)@kfﬂﬁ( .

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all substaniive 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 gf
not at alt effective fairly effective extremely effective




Graduate Student Instru'ctor.E\.(aluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: J/M \;f{l\:\l Keynio

2) Course name and humber, L 12 A Term In which taken: $' 1Y

3) Your status (clrcle one): Fr. Soph/Jr\Sr. Other: Your major; [(4& ] (nglt@)/

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

1 : 2 3 4 5 6 @
Not much effort a falr amount of effort quite a lof of effe

5) Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you attend? (circle one) 7
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all

Il. Please respond to the following gluiestions as fully as possible.
1) A good GS1 knows the course materlal, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,

qualilies.

He desan b ds oxpt taclilale dne dlscusam Feple duet
A v g 4 o o] ol e |

2) How do you think the GSI could improve sectionf for this course?
(4414

. : 1|
flo could nle wpve Yo Tov S,{'UK\ENH"/(IQ?S raher Yhan pvily Aamj
by o'} !wa\a 5\ DES h@bw\ 1o

3') What was most dlst]nrctive about the way the G8l taughtin this cotrse? What, if anything, was
patticularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?

ﬁm{,w.ﬁ@ roave alwav)s l"leP{'\ wl | Hywevey ‘]L(W,] wve ol A%
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Hi. 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 (19 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely Well organized

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

1 2 3 4 @ ' 6 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

i 2 3 4 (_96 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 @ ] 7
g . extremely responsive

not at all responsive falrly responsive

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

1 , @ 3 4 5 6 7
not very rauch somewhat quite a lot
8) 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 G5l outside of section?

1 2 3 4 (5) 6 7

not at alf approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GS1's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 4 5 %> 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive : . extremely subs antive
and helpful and helpiul and helpful

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

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




Graduate Student Instru'ctor'E\(a[uation
Department of Philosophy

{. Please fill in the following Information.

1} Your GSlI's name; Jacesom V{,vmiw

2) Course name and number;__ Philesv plwy  {2A Term In which taken: 5S¢ty
) ! : _Spvey

CBUS S Y

3} Your status {circle one}: ﬁjSoph. Jr. 8r. Other; Your major;__ T

4} How much effort would you say you put Into this cotirse? U
1 -2 3 4 5 (6_
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lof of effort

o

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {circle one) ‘ o
less than- about 1/2 more than 2/3 (ﬁéarl@

lI. Please respond fo the following questlons as fully as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course malterial, Is preparad for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students, A good G35l also provides students
with clear assessments of their 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

qualities,

"ﬂﬂ u‘\ ot fwv Uy Letgtst cheny f Lenegtd ¥ Plagnnt :,zj

o, \\ P [P R] Pi o b b, ?}uz‘"«-’fh’\ S‘Lis .

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

VA

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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IIl. For each question in this section, please circle the humber you find most appropriate.

1} How well urganized were sections?
P 4

1 2 3 4 5 Ig 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized exirernely-well organized

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
i exiremely cleariy

not at all clearly fairly clearly —n

3)To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagr ms\and s0 on?

1 2 3 4 5 {6 7
not at all fairly often X alt the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsiva fairly responsive : ~ extremely res gnsiy

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

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

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 /s

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

1 2 3 4 5 ?;)
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachabl

1 2 3 4 5
not at all substantive fairly substantive : _extremely substantive

8) How substantwe and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written werk to he? O
and helpful and helpful " and helpful

oA,

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 ( \
not at all efiective falrly effective ' xiremely effective”

=



Graduate Student Instru'c:tor"Eva[uation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GS!'s name: | :)/()\(XSD'{\ .

2) Course name and number: W\\b SOD\/IU I gf\ Term in which taken: g?) \ iﬂ{% (D\O , L{
U1 . ) ‘ ,

3) Your status {circle one): Fr. @Jn Sr. Other; Youfmajor: PDI]EU r/ /\,Cﬂa,l Jmf}fﬁ

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
Not much effort a fair amount of &ffort quite a lot of effort
5} Overall, what proportion of séctions did you attend? (cirgle one) _

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

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

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

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

3') What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
padicularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Hl. 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 @
pootly organized moderately well organized exiremely well organized

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 (7
not at all clearly falrly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI Hllustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on’?

1 2 3 4 5 . B (7)

pot at all fairly often s 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 . - exiremely responsive

5) To what extent did the GS1 stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 é 5 & 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

L
1 P -3 4 y 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

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

- e
1 2 3 4 5 6 g 7)
ble

not at all approachable falrly approachable extremely approach

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

1 2 3 4 ﬁ 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 b 6 @)
not at all effective fairly effective ' extremely effect




Graduate Student lnstru'c:tor'E\(aluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill In the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name;___J aedbson ¥

2) Course name and number; n/@k Cos 11,/3’ Term in which taken: ﬁﬁ (e -
3} Your status (circle one): Fr. @ Jr. Sr Other: Your maljor: Sagﬁﬁ/ Eton

4) How much effort would you sg—jou put Into this course?
4

1 : 2 5 ] 7
Not much effori a fair amount of effort qulte a ot of effort

5} Overall, what proportion of sectlons did you a enjci? {cir¢l&ong) . :
less than about /2 more than 2/3 neary all

It, Please respond fo the following guestions as fully as possible.

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

qualities.
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2} How do you hink the GSI could improve sections for this course?
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this coufse

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught I What, if anything, was Al :
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? : ‘V“&(F‘wt\)
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IIl. For each question in this section, please circle the humber you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
poory organized moderately w IHorganized extremely well organized
2} How clearly did your GSI corymunicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 5 gﬁ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly xiremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl iHlustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on’?
i 2 3 4 5 : ( Ej) 7
not at all fairly often . all the time
4) How responsive was your GSl fo questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not at all responsive falrly responsive : - extremsly responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discusslon among students?

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

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

1 2 3 (9 5 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachabla extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive ' ~.extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpiul

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

o




Graduate Student Instru'ctor'E\{aluation
Department of Philosophy

l. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GSI's name: j;7/1" y l )
2) Course name and number: VW : }2/{4 Term in which taken:_jw /
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. (Sopb. Jr. 8r. Other; Your major; /M GIB; / }gf ifjxﬁfd

4) How much effort would you say you put Into this course?
: 2 3 4 5 Q 7

1 o

Not much effort a falr amount of effort qulte a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {cirgle one) ) ‘(_m..w;,“._@_m\'
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 Qnear!y all

TT————
- T

1. Please respond lo 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 thelr philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other retevant

qualities.
| ”5 j%@ﬂ/ Lty 4;@&%4/ \/
' ,!/zz%’ﬂm/
| Jﬂfw@f /}.f//zy /@/:/454// |
b it O Lt By oo
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2) How do you think the GS! could %w sections jor this course?

e feleste] M D Los we

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 wmd% //f»f!/;f ’/LAW!@A,% me{ M&JZEM WM/ ;{{4@;&/;&;’?@/1@:}
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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 @ 8 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely weil 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 exiremely clearly

3) To what extent did the G8l lflustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 R 7

¢

not at all fairty often X all the tirpe
4) How responsive was your G5l to guestions and comments In section?

1 2 3 4 5 8 ( : ;
not at all responsive falrly responsive : - extremely responsive:
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 5 6 v
not very much SOMOWAL qulte a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

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 stibs antive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

8) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI? .
1 2 3 4 5 CYS\WTP 7
not at alt effective fairly effective ‘ “extramely effective™




