Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name: J AN SO L ERNION

' - ? (/ ” -
2) Course name and number; P/N/ /,,; )5 Term in which taken: )ﬂ/f///f’)é/@ Z(ﬁ 7
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr.(\SEi‘)Other: Your major:
4) How much effort wouid you say you put into this course? { A
1 2 3 4 5 6 TN
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effonx.J

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

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

1) A good GSi knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents matenal 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

qualities.
/V[V {/7’ Lsds ”lé/) f‘?///\&f Z) /u/
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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? , // y f / /
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Hl. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were seclions?

(’ - . ‘_“\‘.‘ .
1 2 3 4 5 "--\\ 8 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremeiy_‘_wéll organized

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

{
|

1 2 3 4 RN 6 7
not at ait clearly fairly clearly extremely cleaily

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often T -;l} the time
4} How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 (:6 A 7
Ted quite a lot

not very much somewhat

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 C 5 \ 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding S extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your G3| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5

.,

T,

D

6 C7

not at ait approachabie fairly approachable extremely approachébie .

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

PEEE

1 2 3 4 5 s L 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? ey

1 2 3 4 5 K 6> 7
not at all effective fairly effective \e@amél effeclive



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name;__ Jocksan__ Kenyon

2 Course name and number;__Phil 132 Term in which taken: Summer B

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. {r) Sr. Other: Your major_<o §ci & lagpist

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 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

H. Please respond to the following questions as fuily 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
qualities.

Very  good

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

focos on time  mongagerent

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?

Homdoors  were  super  helpful  since e prof€Sor  doasnt really
eleariy define €ertai®  ferme
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ll. 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 extremely 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 clearly

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 5 8 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your GSi to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 8

not at all responsive fairly responsive extramely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimutate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 O 7
not very much somewhat guite 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 GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 @Q 5 6 7
not at all approachabte fairly approachabie extremely approachable

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

1 2 (® 4 5 6 7

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

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

1 2 3 4 (5) 6 7

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

|. Ptease fiil in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name:c’;eﬁ\ﬂkl/ i
2) Course name and number: %\IUSO‘\G‘M 5}‘ M{W{ Term in which taken: Suswrert. 26503
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Ot’her. Your major: Cogpuhre Sermce )

4) How much sffort would you say you put into this course? :
1 2 3 4 5 66 7

Not much effort a fair amount of effort quite a lot of effort
5} Overall, what proportion of sections did you aftend? {circle one) —
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 (:::Egégafau

[l. Please respond to the following auestions 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 te develop their philosophical writing
skiils. Please comment on the extent to which you GS1 displayed these and any other retevant
qualities.
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2) How do you think the GSt could improve sections for this course?

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS! taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particutarly 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 extreme well organized
2} How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
1 2 3 4 @ 8 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

Y
1 2 3 @ 5 8 7
not at alt fairly n alt the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?
©
1 2 3 4 5 8 7
net at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

5} To what extent did the GSt stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding exiremely rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 QD

not at all approachable fairly approachabie extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSI's comments on written work to be?
1 2 3 4 @ 8 7

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

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

2\
1 2 3 4 5 <ﬁ) 7

not at all effective fairly effective extramely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation-
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSPs name:__jacksan Netnien

2) Course name and number,__ P | 32, Term in which taken: Ssevgs, 2613
o A
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. {Sr.)Other: Your major: ("w} S
[N
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course? 3 -
1 2 3 4 5 (é} 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort quité a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? {circle one) R
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly 35

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for seclions, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you 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?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, If anything, was
particuiarly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unheipful?
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[ll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organiz'ed 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?

=2
1 2 3 4 5 (6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly remely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 @ C:@ 7

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 D
not at alf responsive fairly responsive extremely responsiv

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

1 2 3 4 5 . C6 7
not very much somewhat - quite a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 e

not at all approachabie falrly approachable extremely approachable

o

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 (b

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

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

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



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1} Your GSI's name:\)a;(\ )@ﬁ’}\/\

2) Course name and number: Term in which taken:w /3
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@/ Sr. Other: Your major: (‘ 68 . g (A

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

1 2 3 4 @ 8 7

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

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

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

e e

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

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

[7@ (Frew 7 e f??CCi/Pr",‘ al LUGJ/, £ wes Vg(,(.é(/&;
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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 unheipful?
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Ifl. 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 issuges?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 (& 7

not at all fairly often all the time

4) How responsive was your GSt to questions and commaents 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 @ 5 6 7
not very much somewhat quite a fot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 QE) 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 Q 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpful did yod find your GSI's comments on written work {o be?

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

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

—

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



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation |
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

f’ T
1} Your GSI's name:__¢ )f’t LG D

2} Course name and number: pat il Term in which taken: > w s
-, { ’ ATE T ) B A S v

3} Your status {circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. éQOther: Your maior: p 4 O &

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ D 7

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

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you aitend? (circte one}
fess than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly all -

o /‘

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

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

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

Mol gape

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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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 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 6 7
not at all clearly fairly olear! extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 ' 8 7
not at all fairly often all the time

4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 ( 7 3
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

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

1 2 3 4 (}: ) 8 7
ot very rewarding fairly rewarding e extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 r(:e: 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable exiremely-approachable

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

1 2 3 4 (53 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive - axtremely substantive
and helpfui and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: 3‘\@ k%vw

2) Course name and number: 101’\;\ \(5 ?- Term in whfch taken: SI/‘ ( S

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr) Other: Your major: CK‘JSSC{‘ £ e im
4} How much effort would you say jou put into thls course?

( 2 5 8 7

Not much effort air amount of effort - qulite a lot of effort

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

less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 hearly all_-

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

1) A good GSl 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 {heir written work, and helps them {o develop their philosophical writing
skills, Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.

o did it all & was vowy  good
Clonifyinf - idess , which s cucied

Gred ot

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

w ﬂj"‘*/% A;@ou

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSt taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly heipful? What, if anyihing, was especially unhelpful?
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Ili. For each guestion in this seclion, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

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

2) How clearly did your GSt communicate philosophical concepts and issues?
-~

1 2 3 4 5 ([:3 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly remely ciearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

AT\ ~
1 2 @ 0 5 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time
4) How responsive was your G8I to questions and comments in section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 <‘?
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 /e( @ '5 6 7
not very much somewliat quite a lot
8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?
1 2 3 4 5 ( 9 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extrémely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?

1 2 3 @ 5 8 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 T 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 [/52 7
not at all effective fairly effective extrémely effective



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I, Please fill in the following information.

1)} Your GSI's name: }Saokw“ Kernon

: 3 20
2) Course name and number: P"‘I “3"@]‘3 I3 ? Term in which taken; V"M 2 13
3) Your status (circle one); Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other: Your major: M eshens | E ~yeeriny
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

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

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

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

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

qualities, . Lbsar\ Lty £ ,u“’bs hhw[,/»{J “Le LIQ_ b fL(, I'*"'f"r‘ s
Gee dbhech on

o B l(woh.f Luﬂ/ s 3 et dovs J‘r‘ur,/"' v

Lt"S AGS ,'sy\ ﬁn!ﬁl'}) .

2} How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course?
M OM H“w\ prare .r'/ﬂl’frf/a Fove, Ihewe #u0d J S8R o y
[nS He ‘) o ® A Pl I & ,'(C.J‘-’/‘ﬁ .

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 ﬁ 7

not at all clearily fairly clearly exiremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 Cs) 7

not at all fairly often all the time

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

/I
1 2 3 4 5 ( e? 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extrefhely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 @ 8 7
not very much somewhat quite a lot

8) 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 ouiside of section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 ( 2? 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely subslantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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

)]



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please {ill in the following information.

1) Your GSF's name: Taokson Leprion

. < 7)
2) Course name and number: P‘/U l [39\ Term in which taken:_* Wit l
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. @Sr. Other. Your major; YW‘W1K) C
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 sections did you atiend? {circle one) T
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 @

IL. Please respond to the following questions as fuily as possible.

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive o students. A good GSI also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and heips them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSl displayed these and any other relevani
qualities.
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2} How do you think the GS1 could improve sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSt taught in this course? What, if anything, was a mh
particularly helpful? Whalt, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organi

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

1 2 3 4 5 8
not at all clearly fairty clearly extremely cle

3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so og.\
1 2 3 4 5 8 7

not at all fairly often alf th

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

1 2 3 4 5
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely respo

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

1 2 3 .4 5 ™

not very much ‘ somewhat . quitg a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

7) How approachable and responsive was your GS| outside of section?
1 2 3 4 5 6 @

not at alt approachable fairly approachabte extremely approachab &

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

1 2 3 4 5
not at aill substantive fairly substantive extremely substantlve

and helpful and helpful and helpful
9} How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?

&1 2 3 4 5 Q
not at all effective fairly effective extreme!y eff
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

1. Please fill in the following information,

1) Your GSt's name; 7&&/55&/*« kﬂf‘ﬂ/'ﬂ/‘w—"

2) Course name and number; /7/?//;’5 /38 Term in which taken: ﬁxmw g

3) Your status (circle one). Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other: Your major: 'ﬂ?&,’éﬁﬂfzw/ %ﬁ‘”}%
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 quite a lot of effort

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

less than - about 1/2 more than 2/3 ( nearly all )

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSt also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the exient to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve sections for this course? . .
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if 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

pootly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 (5) 6 7
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 (9 6 7

not very much ' somewhat = - quite a lot

6) How intellectuatly rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

net very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

Fhert et 74 WA@”}'

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

1 2 3 4 . : 5 8 7
net at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

8) How substantive and helpiul did you find your GSI'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 ail effective fairly effective eXtremely effective
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Graduate Student Instructor Evaiuation
Department of Philosophy

1. Please fill in the following Information.

1) Your GS¥'s name: /];Ir Fsow Leomnjmn
2) Course name and number: Phi\OSO’Dh\j C?p MMGQ Term in which taken: Sui?’

h “>2
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. So h. Sr Other._____ Your major: f ,(M M‘h Mj&%c&é
4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 5 8 7
Not much effort a fair amount ort quite a lot of effort

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

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for seclions, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSi also provides students
with cfear assessments of their written work, and helps them fo develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS/ disptayed these and any other relevant
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2) How do you think the GSI could improve se tio course?
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3} What was most distinclive about the way the GS1 taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particu]ar[y helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpfui?
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I, For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1} How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 8 ( : )
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organiz

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

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

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 alf the i

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at ail responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi

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

1 2 3 4 5 6

not very much somewhal quite a

6} How inteliectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding - extremely rewarding .
7} How approachable and responsive was your GSl| outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all approachable fairly approachabte exiremely approach

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 s ntive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 @
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effect



Graduate Student Instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

§. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name;___3 A= 87

2) Course hame and number: artos 17T Term in which taken:__s=ma v 713
3} Your status (circle one): Fr. Sop@. Sr. Other; Your major__¢09 S ©

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

i 2 3 4 5 6 7

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

5} Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) _
less than about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearlfﬁf v

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,
facllitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS! also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSI displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.
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2} How do you think the GSt 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
particutarly helpful? What, if anything, was especiaily unhelpful?
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{ll. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How welt organized were seclions?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
poorly organized maderately 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 cleariy : extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GS| illusirate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and sc on?
1 2 3 (3 22 5 6 7
not at all fairly sftén all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 Cp
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what exient did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 <5 ) B 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 ) 5 8 7
not very rewarding fairly rewardifig extremely rewarding

7} How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?
1 2 3 <ob4 I} 5 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approathable extremely _approachable

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

T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6\ 7
not at all effective fairly effective xtrgmely effective



Graduate Student instructor Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the foflowing information.

1} Your GSi’s name: JG‘C KSOV]

' - - : VP 4
2) Course name and number: Phl 'Uﬁolﬂh!\j I’l)} /- Term in which taken:Summ(’y 20485
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @)ther: Your major:COMput €Y Science &

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

1 2 3 4 @§ 6 7

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

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

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

qualities. ]50
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3) What was most distinclive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particutarly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unheipful?
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Ill. For each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 - 5 6 %?
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organi

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at ali clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

~

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

7S
1 2 3 4 5 6 (:.m )
not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 <7__?>

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSl stimulate discussion among studenis?

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremsly 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 approachable

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

1 2 3 (zi ! 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substartive extremely substantive
and heipful and helpful and helpful

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

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



