Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

l. Please fillin the following information.

. S it - . . T < /{/ ST
1) Your GS!'s name: L/ A2 -.f”--/C.JO'l-'] Ll ¢
2) Course name and number: Py (O 3 Term in which taken: ( AL (5
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr.@. Other: Your major; /'] ¥ f P} MTL" et

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

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

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

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

particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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lll. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 @ & 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 clearly

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

1 2 3 N4 D 5 6 !

not at all fairly often . all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 Kv; :

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsi

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much ' some@ ) quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 (5 J 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 N7 |
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 @ 8 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive tremely substantive

and helpful and heipful 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 lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

[. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: /S\qdﬂ Sap ]((ﬁh'nﬂ

2) Course name and number: ‘Zhlog@l«g a 3‘, Nadaue g_(:m,‘,elTerm in which taken: gvmg(

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph./Jr.) Sr. Other: Your major: Elg& ital o O praker En&‘m([g’

4) How mucﬁ effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

Not much effort ~ afairamount of effort . quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what propor}unff?e\cﬁons 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 GSl knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosephical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. '
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2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS| taughtin 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 well organized were sections?

N

1 2 3 4 5 6 [7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organiied/

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

'J./_“--
1 2 3 4 5 B (7 J
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely cl@ﬂrly--"

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 .
not at all fairly often - all the time
4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 i
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 [ 7
not very much ' somewhat . quite a ot
6) How intellectualty rewarding did you find sections?

4 2 3 4 5 8 [ 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding”
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 4 5 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 substantive extremely substantive -
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | )

l. Please fill in the foliowing information.
1) Your GSI's name: J&a/fﬁbh
2) Course name and number: fb(h? /nC{ ___Term in which taken: 3“’1/'@#' >or8T

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@ Sr. Other; Your major: &yﬂs/.

4) How much effort would You say you put into this course?
1

2 3 4 5 ( 6) 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort . quite a lot of effort

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

5
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2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections fér this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was - A % 54
particularly helpfui? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? . e o J Ae
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lll. Far each question 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 well drganized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the time
' 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
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 somew ) quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at ali approachable fairly approachable | extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written work to be?

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

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

1 2 3 Q 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effeCtive extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru‘ctor'Evaluation )
Department of Philosophy .

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: %
2) Course name and number: ’:HEL:, [unw, o) Mmo( Term in which taken: guw—

. ( -
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: “Hiqh Q‘A’Véur major:; :M

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

2 3 4 5 (8 ) 7
Not much effort & fair amount of effort ‘ quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) ’
less than o about 1/2 more than 2/3 " (nearly all ,

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

1) A good GS! knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities.
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2) How do you think the GS]| could improve sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSI taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpfui? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your 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! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @
not at all fairly often - all thetime

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 ( 6 )

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

1 2 3 4 5 g ,)

not at all approachable fairly approachable extre approachable

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

1 2 3 4 0 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely bstantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 g 62
not at all effective fairly effective emely effectwe



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.
1} Your GSI's name: JQ(,\CS()Y\
- - NOWe
2) Course name and number: P\f"\ \0§0Ph\1 5 ‘ol\é m1nd Term in which taken:g\AW\v‘/\_TCr 2ol

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@Sr. Other: Your major:coﬂ- SC(

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

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

Il. Please respond to the foliowing 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 GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and Nelps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
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2) How do you think the GS]| could improve sections for this course?
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3) What was most distinctive about the way the GS| taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful?
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Ill. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6

poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 ' 4 5 6 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly exiremely cleé'rl'y-

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 é/

not at all fairly often - all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 < 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not very much ' somewhat o ] quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding 4 ' 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 B 7 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely-substantive
and helpful and helpfu! and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name:__ Jede3on kv v miov

-

2) Course name and number: Al R+ N2y of miy JTerm in which taken: St waw 2| ¢, <

3) Your status (circle one)(Fr.)Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major; t;\O:VO!".vVU(:Vj,

6 7

4) How much effort would you say you putinto this course? —
5
U quite a lot of effort

1 2 3 4
Not much effort a fair amount of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) ——
less than o about 1/2 more than 2/3 ¢ nearlyall )

S =
s —

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,

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.

Out O had “nkb-ngive L’//\Dh)v{f of- (v wr oliol,
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2) How do you think the GS! could improve sections for this course?

bav.s waoi< auw\) diccussions ( smoll _3'9“’(33

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

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 [ 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized ex’trem&“ 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 clearly

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

1 2 3 4 5 ( 9 7
not at all fairly often . 3 all the time

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

\_/'I

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

9]

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

1 2 ‘ 3 4 (é) 6 7

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

1 2 3 4 5 (| B 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding ex ely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSl outside of section?

1 2 3 4 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 6) 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely stbStantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

o
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective e ely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy . '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: N Jt&(/}&&m (ﬂ [ 1609

2) Course name and number: ]I'ZL,LL 5 Term in which taken: Lalf Sutmans~
: ) ) . Ar ) e “o .

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: . Your major: ?“3 !

4) How much effort would you say you put into thj rse?
1 2 3 @A 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of ffort _ 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 " ngar¥ 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 materia| clearly,

qualities.

£s¢W

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

)4 rrange rorne  olercetsi'm

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? .

-L ’k« oA "r\j—”"\k‘f"m( QW- S B :
He 7)-24*5 a  ltte bt oo 7‘t;~V£'-~~- _L cawt"f:w{ow A\n—\‘

OVER——>



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

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 @

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 GS! illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 é?:\

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 7

not very much somewhat ) quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5 5] Q

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewardirig

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

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

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

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

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

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



Graduate Student lnstrutctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: M(S()V\
2) Course name and number:_P[)jloa Th?. nalmg ﬂ[ ml‘na(erm in which taken:

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Otherﬂ\@gﬂd}our major:
f# grade. [0

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

1 2 3 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount of €ffort . quite a lot of effort
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) :

less than o about 1/2 more than 2/3 “( nearly alD

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,

qualities.

| oty clar, buit ot as 'clmr as
% bl e Unmao ¢ locture

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

He speaks too fast, ond, the notes he
Wit on e board are too small

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl! taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if anything, was especially unhelpful? .
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Ill. Far each guestion 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 ' @ 5 6 7

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 4 @ ° !

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

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 3 4 5 7

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

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 B 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 @ 6 7

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | '

l. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: e o

2) Course name and number € &} \050(‘3"\1 3 Term in which taken: S OMmesr 20LS

3} Your status (circle one): Fr. dr. Sr. Other: Your major,__ ™M & (3

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

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (Qi[g[e@e)

less than _ about 1/2 @ " nearly all

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

facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. )
Dla %l\)‘k’_ (e RGI ('O'V\MC'\,.\ AY c\_'\oou._& \’(f\.&_ wri\%ﬁf\j
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2) How do you think the GS} could improve sections for this course?

Haue Moy ‘93\&Lc$’a\‘®n\ wiiratn 3%96%\% C')rJU \r\e\@pcﬂee)
ot BUYT T \\geo .t

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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lIl. 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 philosophical concepts and issues?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all fairly often all the time

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

1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 @ 4 5 6 7
not very much ’ somewhat ) quite a lot

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 7 3 4 G\ 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding = extremely rewarding
7) How approachable and responsive was your GSI outside of section?

1 2 3 L(E,_\ 5 & 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written work to be?

1 2 C:'s“ 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 Q 5 6 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSl's name: \s A&C%sDN
: U e
2) Course name and number: P (1 L 3 Term in which taken: S‘L/\/M M & e (N
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@r. Other: Your major; C/D(yg U
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 a lot of
5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one)
less than o about 1/2 more than 2/3 nearly al

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

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

Yes .

2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections for this course? U QS§

Move g o open g/\TSC/LLﬁSl\W\g

S e W k8 tenads, W@% |
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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? .

OVER—-->



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

1 2 3 4 5
poorly organized moderately well organized

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

1 2 3 ' 4 5

not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clear

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 ti

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

1 2 3 4 5
not at ali responsive fairly responsive exfremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 3 4 5
not very much ' somewhat

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 4 5 6

not at all approachable fairly approachable extreme! proacha

comments on written work to be?

.:-

8) How substantive and helpful did you find your.&

1 2 3 5 8 7
not at all substantive fairly subg extremely substantive

and helpful and helpfu 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 extrefmely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor.Evaluation
Department of Philosophy . '

l. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name: ipC\"&

_— W
2) Course name and number: \)\'\1\\%"1\)\"\ 3 Te_rrn in which taken: QW\MN“ La1§

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. @Other: Your major:_( uc'm:\""‘" Q«W /Mﬂ

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

Overall, what proportion of sections did you attend? (circle one) '
z o about 1/2 more than 2/3 "~ nearly all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good 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

D'\fw' IR S N e e

. Vamas DO
Qunkyy 1)_“ o _R 't\_ o

AL

(o]

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

PS\ VELDWW“*A&Jkiyj

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

OVER——>



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

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
poorly organized 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 clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 ' 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

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

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | )

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: G(

2) Course name and number: Q\\,\ Term in which taken:

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

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

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

less than _ about 1/2 more than 2/3 " nearlyall )

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

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

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

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

OVER~-—->



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

1) How well organized were sections?
1 2 3 4 5 ”(; 7
poorly organized moderately well organized 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 clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the time
' 4) How responsive was your 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 GSI stimulate discussion among students?

1 2 ‘ 3 4 5 6 7
not very much somewhat ) quite a lot
B6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

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

1 2 3 4 5 B 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 68 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor.Evaluation )
Department of Philosophy

[. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your éSl's n-a“me:” 5ML<«SC"\

2) Course name and number: an |a$c‘01’\l‘/ 3 Term in which taken: Duwwwne™™
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph@ S}. Other: Yo.ur major: LS&! sJch“)

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 @ )

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

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

qualities.

Vey ijc& 6sC always cualidie b

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

S rHr=—Sectemc—

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

OVER—-->



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 Q 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extreme&ty well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

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

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

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 7

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

1 2 3 4 5 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 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extressely approachable

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

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

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: €{<50 n -
g — i
2) Course name and number: - Term in which taken: Urn

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major: /‘/{Cﬁ

4) How much effort would you sai you putinto this course?

1 2
Not much effort

4 5 6 7
fair amount of effort . quite a lot of effort

etiens did you attend? (circle one)
more than 2/3 © nearly all

Il. Please respond to the following questions as fully as possible.
1) A good GSi knows the course

qualities.

t DL

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

tipns
wish T cold el

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? .

He ROMS  nice

OVER~-->



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

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 ' 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
not at all fairly often . all the time
' 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much ' somewhat i 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?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 B 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?7 -

1 2 3 4 5 g8 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation )
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1)Y6uréél’s n;.me:_ - ;i& Q K-QO L o C/( . |
2) Course name and number; ﬂ'\)i )UO’UPhJ\) 3 ‘1 0\4'(/]'6 éﬁ%ﬂﬂich takenSI/fM Iﬂ&r /S

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph@ Sr. Other: Your major;
GOwW much effort would you say you put into this course?
2 3 4 5 6 7
uch effort a fair amount of effort _ quite a lot of effort

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you atign
less than _ about 1/2

nearly all

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

WO buger

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 unheipful? .

he s eass\on cke Ao T
Sug ject Mt Tes

OVER—->



IIl. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

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

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

1 2 3 ' 4 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extrempely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSI illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 ‘ 6 7
not at all fairly often - all thi time
. 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 B 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responst

5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discu sion 2 ong students?

1 2 3 5 .6 7
not very much ' somgwhat . 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 GSI outside of section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 B 7
not at all substantive fairly substantive remely substantive
and helpful and helpful dnd helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

l. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSt's name:ja-«.\65°" \‘(\ o
2) Course name and number:l\,\ 3 Term in which taken: ;vww'-" 2 oLd

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 @ 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 o about 1/2 more than 2/3 " néarly all

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students. A good GS| also provides students
with clear assessments of thejr 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

. \]j lcw.u.],,g(»

2) How do you think the GS! could improve sections for this course?l

)
' (/""&')(Bc . gp\ e L,L,o(

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?

. O“‘ i)
e E»v\\/w\‘WL‘v’— - OVER~-->



[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 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extreme ell organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 ' ;4; ) 5 6 7
not at all clearly fairly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSi illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 C ;{) ' 5 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the time

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

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

1 2 . 3 4 (5 ) .6 7

not very much somewhat ) quite a lot

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 CS ) 6 7

not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your GS1 outside 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 GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 (% ) 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substan extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GS!'s name: /) etleson -

2) Course name and number: P/\l 2 Term in which taken: Summe b—

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. \Jy Sr. Other: Your major; Pﬁﬂf' 2]

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

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

less than o about 1/2 more than 2/3 " néarly

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

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

qualities.

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

Meove ~+/ae— qg;/ _a/,'{ﬁwffw

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? .

7/:—- rtu"w'7 Vg 7217 Mfﬁb/

OVER—->



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

1) How well organized were sections?

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

1 2 3 ' 4 5 ' 6 e
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?

1 2 3 4 5 6

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 B s

not very much ' somewhat ) quite a lot

6) How intellectuaily rewarding did you find sections?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 \7
not at all substantive fairly substantive 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 N4

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1)Y6ur Gél’s n-a“rne:.‘ hlLL&M Kemm

2) Course name and number: Term in which taken:

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

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 ©

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

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

qualities.

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

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

OVER—->



[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 D) 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 (: ) 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 @ 6 7
not at all fairly often . all the time
. 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

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

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

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
not very rewarding fairly rewarding extremely rewarding

7) How approachable and responsive was your 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 GS!'s comments on written work to be?

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

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI1?7

1 2 3 4 @ 6 7

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru‘ctor'Evaluation _
Department of Philosophy

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Yéur GSl's n;me:- Jaﬁéfan .

2) Course name and number: P/E//of?l’/y % ) Te_rm in which taken: ~~
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other AS%O Your major;_ “~~—__
< ;
4) How much effort would You say you put into this course? 6 :
1 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

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,

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

Aoske ol oo epsuston RALE WA ety Helncustny ofas

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? _

E1C o 04000 Ytz 0

OVER—->



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

1) How well organized were sections? 6 )
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extre 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? S

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?é‘
1 2 3 4 5 @ 7

not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 3 5 .6 7
not very much ’ somewhat ) quite a lot
6) How intellectually rewarding did you find secti@s? (é

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 4 (5) 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful did you find your GSl's comments on written work to be?

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

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GS17?

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



Graduate Student lnstru‘ctor.Evaluation
Department of Philosophy . '

l. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSI's name: {
e o . S 4 o

2) Course name and number: i, /7] = 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
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 o 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 responsijve to students, A good GSl also provides students
with clear assessments of their written work, and helps them to develop their philosophical writing
skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GS| displayed these and any other relevant
gualities.

. 4 4

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

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

OVER—-->



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

1) How well organized were sections?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
poorly organized moderately well organized extremely well organized
2) How clearly did your GSI communicate philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 5 6" 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not at all fairly ‘aften - all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

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

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

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

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

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



Graduate Student lnstrulctor,Eva!uation
Department of Philosophy '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name: Jécbwo-

2) Course name and number: PiLus 3 Term in which taken: U4 $201v
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph.@ st. Other: Your major:__((0( . Sci

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

1 2 3 @ 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amount ort . 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 5 _

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, is prepared for sections, presents materia clearly,

qualities.

- wa
- had qual Ngcanpoa .
- bw N?)r Peovimk  CumMMEy(c o 16 How (b s | /'F-J _

S NZMVI o

veal res cophve s 1«94 hay ¢ pa %
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- ‘W: | alv 0ue)7'14a/r J" tmprive AX I assigumt
an -

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

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

%
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I1l. Far 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 philosophical concepts and issues?

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

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

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

' 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section? )
1 2 3 4 5 "e @
not at all responsive fairly responsive extkemely respon

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

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

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

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

. - ,/
1 2 3 Q 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly Substiaiive extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

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



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

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSl's name:_JACLth

Nalw-e 7
2) Course name and number:_El‘ﬂl >3 M Term in which taken: yuwn.e,
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: H(jl\ ﬁ‘a_!Your major:___~
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 f

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

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

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

qualities. Z %%k -ﬂ\e &J"[ Ao I:\q Veﬂ/}{ weldl 5. nearl 4l

'{LIK'JO lr\p_ l(hb\n)_f all -‘{Zu. Nte(7£[f,‘)\!'Qfﬂ}«eg w{/l'/ Lz (/o‘,\(J Lm\/q ek‘bfa'-lk.l{/
‘ﬂ'\l \ma:tmalr more f-leﬁvg L,v s’/w"(‘)’ J“Wh auc/ 0‘4«’7?) ffvo[&n'(f more 'f’mc

t Azyf{_ﬁw | pszwdd t Wy Felt i (foayl
8,.;4(7 ahc{ 9]\/7?, Lammeandts £, ey fq/)g,f_

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

L\)r]'/e \/\bfe]) o;'\ 'ﬂll_ 41ﬂ¢/’*L~art{ LUJC/ -
.YZLM({?/(!'@ 12 (L-e éﬂ.c[ ""‘4}« nat Lz AZ& %c ree MF l/\/owolj S

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

_
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[Il. Far each question 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 wettofganized 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 clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, dlagram and so on?

1 2 3 4

not at all fairly often . all the tlme
. 4) How responsive was your GSl to questions and comments in section? )

1 2 3 4 5 s 6 ) 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive ex responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 Q

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

1 2 3 4 5 ( )

not very rewarding fairly rewarding y rewardmg

7) How approachable and responsive was your GS! outside of section?
1 2 3 4 5 (éi) 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extre approachable

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

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

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

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



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1)Y6Qr éSi's n;me: jﬁcki/q [ erom

2) Course name and number; fl'), ? Term in which taken:yr:"’w‘wl

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. . Jr. Sr. Other: Your major; Jf/lﬂd';c-”h{

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

1 2 3 4 @ ] 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 ' _

2) How do you think the GS| could improve sections for this course?
= M Stmylathe Buesd g
T ket Hun  pepap ek e litre, @punl,, o

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

e maje + 0 ot Fhet He pudninl s
d ’Mlg Undnd
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l1l. Far 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 philosophical concepts and issues?

1 2 3 4 5 Q) 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 5 ( 7)
not at all fairly often . It the\d

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 GSI stimulate discussion among students?
1 2 . 3 @ 5 . B 7
not very much some i 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 GS| 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 GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 3 g 4 ) 5 6 7
not at all substantive fairly substahtive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 7
not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'c:tor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | '

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSli's name: TG on

2) Course name and number: Term in which taken: Summe 13

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Jr. Sr. Other: Your major;__Legp! Studies

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 o about 1/2 more than 2/3 ' ﬁear]yfaﬂl

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

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

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

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

OVER—->



[II. Far each question in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

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

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

3) To what extent did the GSiillustrate 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 2 3 4 B 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not very much ' somewhat ' guite a lot
6) How intellectuaily 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 G S 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 B 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?7

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



Graduate Student Instru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy )

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: \Ta(.kSDh
2) Course name and number: P)’U [ 3 Nnegowy IU:NIerm in which taken:_§§! [M redy XS

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

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

6 7
quite a lot of effort

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

1) A good GSI knows the course material, Is prepared for sections, presents material clearly,
facilitates class discussion, and is responsive to students, A good GS| also provides students

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

5) Overall, what proportion of sections did you afiemd
less than o about 1/2

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

Nt o Theyt on 5( .

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

OVER—-—>



[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 6 7

poorly crganized moderately well organized extremely well organized

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

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

3) To what extent did the GSt illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagramgs, and so on?
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all fairly often - all the time
. 4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive
5) To what extent did the GSI stimulate discussion among studenis?

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

8) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

1 2 3 4 5
not very rewarding fairly rewarding

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

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extreNgely. pproachable

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

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

and helpful and helpful and helpful

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

1 2 3 4 5 Q 7

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru‘ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy . )

I. Please fill in the following information.
1) Your GSI's name: ;—( (X&%V\ M ‘LGYV\“OV‘
i
2) Course name and number: Alctune m—D- N\‘,v\rl Term in which taken:
3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Other: \ / Your major: 1\)0(— C'\”“' de(k.

4) How much effort would you say you put into this course?
1 2 3 4 5 S@ 7
Not much effort a fair amount of effort q 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 _

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

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

qualities. '
My @51 de Vs e cowsse ptectad

Vea/%% MH

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

Thewe conkd be nronun &,{Swsstu% vt

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?

“The 9m+WSa7é e Sevtouis Row cew
tued the Vﬁﬁewsl%*ﬁvwwﬂb’ Wﬁwd( ol
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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 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 @ 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly remely clearly

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 time

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

1 2 3 4 5 8 69
not at all responsive fairly responsive extremely responsive

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

1 2 . 3 4 5 @ 7

not very much somewhat quite a lot
6) How 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 @
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremely approachable

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

1 2 3 4 5 8
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?

0,
: : ; : : .

not at all effective fairly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru'ctor'Evaluation
Department of Philosophy ‘

I. Please fill in the following information.

| 1) Your GSi's name:_ég (/LSDV"

2) Course name and number: :Dkf { ) 2 Term in which taken:é Skrv‘ ﬁ/d ah
3) Your status (circle one): F Sr. Other: Your majorQh?h_ /M

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

1 2 3 m 5 6 7
Not much effort a fair amownt of effar _ quite a lot of effort
5) Overali, what proporticr-ef-sestiens-did you attend? {circle one) ’

less than _ more than 2/3 " nearly all

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

skills. Please comment on the extent to which you GSi displayed these and any other relevant
qualities. %j ' /""“ /@
7 hevs el ﬁ“’é v é/

wed o+  ppve.

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

e welesad  aova od

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?

T
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Ill. Far each guestion in this section, please circle the number you find most appropriate.

1) How well organized were sections?

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

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

1 2 3 W 5 6 7
not at all clearly t= 23 extremely clearly

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

1 2 3 = 5 6 7
not at all ‘W all the time

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

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

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

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

6) How intellectually rewarding did you find sections?

3 4 5 B 7
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 tremely approachable
8) How substantive and helpful di y find your GSI's comments on written work to be?

1 2 4 5 B 7
not at all substantive substantive extremely substantive

and helpful and helpful and helpful

8) How would you rate the over tiveness of your GSI?

1 2 4 5 6 7

not at all effective rly effective extremely effective



Graduate Student lnstru.ctor.Evaluation
Department of Philosophy | )

I. Please fill in the following information.

1) Your GSlI's nhame: Yaki0n

2) Course name and number: PL:\USO_H‘\', L Term in which taken: SV“"\N’ 15

3) Your status (circle one): Fr. Soph. Uy Sr. Other: Your major: \ffgu’ S“«L‘.‘c)

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

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

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

\'\c, \\N\ ‘CA cle aAr explwﬁ.‘,,,,- ‘v’-\c,\ we

Wans Ve, py, FRocbo  Hhis we "C“"“é

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

NU heed for |‘+

3) What was most distinctive about the way the GSl taught in this course? What, if anything, was
particularly helpful? What, if apything, 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 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 6 7
not at all clearly fairly clearly extremely clearly
3) To what extent did the GSl illustrate philosophical ideas with examples, diagrams, and so on?
1 2 3 4 (5) ‘ 6 7
not at all fairly often - all the time
4) How responsive was your GSI to questions and comments in section?

1 2 3 4 5 ‘ 6 ) 7
not at all responsive fairly responsive extr y 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 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 ) 7
not at all approachable fairly approachable extremety’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 substantive extremely substantive
and helpful and helpful and helpful

9) How would you rate the overall effectiveness of your GSI?7 -

1 2 3 4 5 ( 6 ) 7
not at all effective fairly effective extrémely effective



