Summary of Evaluations for History of Philosophy III (Kant and the 19" Century)
Spring 2016, University of Chicago
Role: Course Assistant
Respondents: 20 students

I. What were the C.A’s primary duties in this course?

Leading discussion/Grading + lead discussion sections/lead discussion, read and graded
papers/lead discussion section, grade papers, provide feedback/run discussion sections
and help with essays/understanding the material/Running discussion sections; grading
papers/Conduct discussions, review course material, respond to student questions,
evaluate papers/To facilitate discussion, and clear up any problems we had w/ the
text./Leading discussion sections; grading papers/To provide and facilitate supplementary
discussion regarding the texts we read for the class./Leading Section, Grading/Run
discussion section/Lead Discussion Section and Grade Papers/Leading discussion
sections and grading papers, holding office hours/leading discussion sections and grading
papers/ to lead discussion sections, read & grade papers, & to assist as necessary through
office hours/To help students in her section understand material/Help us understand the
text better and go over parts of lecture in depth/Evaluating paper. holding regular office
hour & discussion sections/To facilitate discussion and answer our questions during
discussion sections/

I1. Rate your C.A.’s performance — how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain course material:
excellently-11 quite well-7 adequately-2 poorly-0

B. to conduct discussions:
excellently-13 quite well-5 adequately-1 poorly-1

C. to respond to questions and comments:
excellently-12 quite well-5 adequately-3 poorly-0

D. to respond to written material
excellently-11 quite well-7  adequately-1 poorly-0 (not applicable)-1

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

Lead discussion well, used a variety of styles that kept discussion fresh +
interesting/Very clear, engaging/very approachable, made the dense material easier to
digest/made complex text very clear/Very Friendly and approachable, easy to talk to and
always willing to answer any questions/help whenever needed/Very clear explanation
during discussion; open-minded/non-dogmatic; very helpful in feedback on drafts; very
clear translation of difficult topics; overall very helpful & kind/Morganna was a great
section leader — very clear and apparently knowledgeable, and kind/kind, interesting,
cared about writing level. Pushed us on comments we made/Morganna is very
enthusiastic and approachable. Overall, I found discussions informative and
productive./Morganna was fantastic; one of (if not the) best philosophy TA I’ve ever had.



She facilitated discussion extremely well, was captivating, and provided us with
insightful comments about the material./She was sufficiently clear and pleasant, she
organized discussion sections well/Ran group discussion well. Was very responsive to
email./Morganna is a very inviting instructor, she gives students a fair amount of freedom
to discuss, but still has a guiding hand in the discussion’s trajectory/She was great at
facilitating discussion without taking over, and guiding responses/varied & productive
discussion sections, well-organized and engaging/Really engaged in the material/Our
discussions were very insightful, I really wish we had 3 discussions per week, I could
definitely do without the lectures. 3 hrs is wayy to long./Capable of leading the
discussion in a coherent way/Very kind and happy to help.

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

Discussion was fine, no suggestions/Greater depth of discussion, but really, it was more
of the class (sections for intro classes are generally difficult to go into any depth with
because of the students.)/maybe it would be nice if the discussions were based on student
questions about the texts/Nothing/Sometimes she seemed to answer questions a little
vaguely, as if she didn’t know or just had trouble answering, other than this she was
great/N/A/I’d suggest being more critical towards students contribution in discussion, so
that we have a more critical and demanding debate./I don’t have many suggestions; she
was great. Discussion each week was a pleasure — she was so enthusiastic and helpful./
students pulled her off track too much talking about things irrelevant to the class, should
have called out BS more, maybe explained some things herself/I didn’t enjoy working in
pairs./Morganna was great, helpful, and always available despite living in Evanston and
defending her dissertation./ ----- /Noting in particular, everything in general. She was just
overall mediocre/feedback on papers was a little slow (but I’'m pretty sure she was out of
the country so whatever)/Sometimes comments in person contradicted comments given
for papers. Caused confusion./Sometimes discussions were led astray to minute issues.
Think its better to stick to the big ideas./Spend more time on the reading./Had she had
proper office hours this would have been helpful.
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I, What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course?

IL. Rate your C.A.’s performance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. 1o explain the course material:

cellently > quite well adequately  poorly "(not applicgble)
B. to conducggiscns jons: v k |
ﬁccllcntly quitewell  adequately . poordy .- (notapplicable) -
( . | , -
- C.to rc/pondaco estions and comments: _ |
exccﬂentl quitewell adequately  poorly - *(not applicable)

D. tor pom tren matenal '
GXW quite well adequately ~ poorly (not applicable) '
L) e el

ITL. What were the special strong pomts of your course assistant?
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IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? Dission Weay ’? 2. A2
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Geedip F [eed Lirtessis sefs s

,)7,,]46 o { é

I, What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course?

IL Rate your C.A.’s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material:

@ quite well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions:

excellently , adequately . poorly = (notapplicable)

- C. to respond to questions and comments:
excellently @l “adequately ~ poorly ‘(not applicable)

D. to res written material: ‘
excellentl quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)
Voo, clee, rpeing,

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? i

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? Q/‘QQ LQ/ CJ - !D HH\ 0_79
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I Wha were the C.A’s primary duties in this course? \ed discussion , Casl anol &
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: P W 27000 sec tion 4

Course Assistant’s Name: Ztmrepnm lgv“be'ﬂ/\ Quarter aﬁd Year: 9{‘)(?% A

aecodesl pa [LIA

IL. Rate your C.A.’s performance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material:
excellently @ adequately  poorly '(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions: , : | '
excellently adequately . poorly .~ (notapplicable) o,

C. to respond to questions and comments:

excellentdy - adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

D. to respond to written material:

excellently @ adequately  pootly (not applicable)

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? Very o adrable , aode

'WL AW\S(’_ Mmaderiol  CagieC +0 0(56€S+
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IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Sec ]

Course name, number and section: __LHIL 27600
Quarter and Year: _SP7"4 2814

Course Assistant’s Name: ﬂl”j.ﬂuw« L ava o +L
.___:.T_?_‘_’.‘.[___ Major: __Lhrl [/ Bre

Today’s Date: '1;/ 2] _ YourYear:
| feact  ditcarsion  J<ds,

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course? .
Prpﬂ‘-{l -Fef’(L&C(<

7

Gr=ks  papecs
\/ LR . 7

IL. Rate your C.A.'s performance -- how well was the C.A. able:

s

A. to explai ourse material: '
excellently - quitewell  adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to con iscussions: ' | '
cellen quite well adequately . pootly -~ - (notapplicable) \

C.to  fruestions and comments: v | v
excellen quitewell - adequately  poorly - (not applicable)

D. to res o written material: '
excellently,  quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)

IT1. What wete the special strong points of your course assistant?

macl-e /om’e!ey text \re/j ¢ leal

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

Mothine
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE |
Course name, number andscction; Hispors ok Pht TV, PhL 277 008, Jegtion L
Course Assistant’s Name: Mﬂfqa oo jjméd Qm;@dym- Sorng Aok .
| Today's Date: F=d 7 = Lb  YouYewr: T Mo phtzes Sh Lo m/é/

/'”4 J/fé'urf./ﬂ?’ JEE S o og I ‘ﬂt/

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in t:hxs course?
—;/.54/ by '/Z EST AT A/Q-ﬂl/z'/"f/‘s-/iié’/l?’ v//(’ G S ‘w/

I1. Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

~ A. to explain the course material;
excellently /qultc;ygreﬂ adequately  poorly

‘(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

@ quitc well  adequately . poorly .- - (mot applicable) -,

C. to respond to questions and comments: : ; :
excellently @ - adequately  poorly ~ (not applicable)

D. to réspond to written material:

excellendy W adequately poor!jr (not applicable)

ITI. What were the special strong points of your coutse assistant? M.M A L7 ﬂ/
_#ﬁuzL /A’ e HITL AP pa e o aod M_Z&_ée—-

_ Lot es tut ’4//4/:’/
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IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?
N o Lot W/ cho tntad
Fo Baramen fusssear o e Lagacll  ors o2 rbl aloelad
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N: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Pl I_oue az000 50%«;1{4

Course name, number aﬁd sccti_on; W {A’lf'ﬂ' ov

Course Assistant’s Name:

| | Today?s D:ite: S;/X 7//4 ( Your Year: ___ l ‘PL «Maj_or:

Wi /

Quarter and Year: _DZvi 01¢
DLl VAR

1. What were the C.A.’s ptimary duties in this course?

-

5 B

IL. Rate your C.A’s performance -- how well was the C.A.

A. to explai course material:
“excellently O quite well adequately
B. toc isqussions:
, ~ excellently ) quite well adequately

!

- C. to responé-te-questions and comments:
quitewell adequately
D. to zespond to™witten material: ‘
excellently /) quite well

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

& Eg%ifé,‘ ovovadd ve

IV. What could your course assistﬁt have

i
(]

adequately

J_:;chm'cr? Su;g'cgtions? A'){/, A:

p"MMN:h /LCS Lg%«r LEES !

f,-ble:
poorly ‘(not a?glicable) |

. poorly .~ (not app.:licabl'e) T
pootly ‘(not applicable) | |
poorly {not gpplicable) '
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Course name, aumber andsecuon H.n‘,, o Fhi (o;pf}, -3: kel $ 4 1 (d P'\ | 2'?000 sechon L

Course Assistant’s Name: Zf!or_@nu o Lambeth Quarter and Year: __Smr_\,g_Z_O_@__ N

Today 5 Date 5/ 27/ 20l Your Ycar 4 Major: Enviconmentsl Stedies 3 Pk-b.nghy
I. What were the C.A’s primary duties in tl‘us course? CA&E]’ cltScu.SSwnS rgamm_mﬁﬂ‘ iol, m',?,,.&l fo

— Shudut guestrnr, eualuate papess

IL. Rate your C.A.'s petformance - how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain rhe course material: '
@ quite well adequately  poorly  (notapplicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

quitewell  adequately . poorly .- - (notapplicable) ‘

C. to respond to questions and comments:

quitewell adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

D. to respond to written material:

- quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)

/',lov 7 2t s v. I

ITL. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

very cleae and apgaridly lenorddgalle , and_kind.

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?
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COURSE ASSISTANT EV‘ALUATION- FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Coutse namc, number and section: EH,LL .2 ?0 0 0

Course Assistant’s Name: _MQ[?&ML_LMM&@ l‘h Quarter and Year: S pl m‘?c 0? 0_[ é
| | Today’s Date: MQ? “ L % Your Year: 5’2! ﬂ Major EC/UVWMI s | -

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course? TU ‘Pﬂ\b\ \}ﬂ'l'e () lQ{‘/\&Q(\C}V\

M&lm_m‘z_mx{ actlows we Wad v/ Heo text.

IL Rate your C.A.’s performance -- how wcll was r.he CA. able:

A. to explain the cours
excellently adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)
B. to-conduct discussion, '
excellently adequately . poorly © - (notapplicable) .

- C. to respond to questions and comments: |
quitewell - adequately  poorly (not applicable)

D. to réspond togritten material:
excellently ) quite well adequately  pootly (not applicable)

III. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? k L4} () llAW es 'ILF ),

C ()\V%\ ok i \*\M%\em/\ Q\r\(\\md wS ot u‘ﬁmmh |

Wé. &3(’/

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: __ P 1L 27000

Course Assistant’s Name: _tL_e_Ma_VLﬂ, /Mw@(h QWIMYW g()rfwg, 2\10[5 -

‘>TodaysDate 3/ 17/010[6 Your Year: f( it Major ﬁ/ﬁll‘”ﬂ’/f@/ 6//’(9@@5@)
(OJ)J’J?LME, désussion fortions

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in tlus coume?

gyvading o aNevs
v ¢ vt '
IL Rate your C.A.'s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material;

excellently adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)
B. to condugt discussions: - | '
@ quitewell  adequately ~ poorly .- - (not applicable) )

C. to respond to questions and comments: v
f@ quitewell adequately  pootly ‘(not applicable)

D. to respond to written material: '
excellently g @ adequately ~ poorly (not applicable)

/Qogp . [ vevfaa enpbhelsiastic
@(/W/' / 74;,«145’/ V@te

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

%(s LALLL1OM ) /ﬂ/ormwﬂfve/ d’/M/ /Dmfé’a/ﬁ(fl/?/

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? [ fQL‘?%f/‘ /58(1/%0 ore
Cobical, dooprds ftudonts comtnbetio n discussivn, 1o Yiet we e
O husre ottt _eud Md debote,
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WEB: philosophy. ud-ucago edu
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Course name, number and section: ’P\H L ').g'()OO

Course Assistant’s Name: | o m\w-\« Quarter and Year: _&%}WG_J& . .

| Today’s Date: Q\d'm'( lo. = Your Year /%‘EL Major Mﬁ.éﬁ/ ’D
' | T o> -GWA\

1. What were the C.A.’s ptimary duties in thls course’ To TW&ﬂ-"" Q n .Amkr/\m,\ \C(.uq-;v!}\f\

II Rate your CA s performance ~- how well was the CA. able

A. to explain the course material;

quite well adequately ~ poorly ‘(not applicable)
B.to co duetdiscussions: ) : | )
@ quite well adequately . pootly .- - (not applicable) )

~ C. to respond-te-questions and comments:
@ quitewell - adequately ~ poorly (nor applicable)

D. to respond towjtten material:
excellehtly ) quite well adequately  poortly (not applicable) '
Mﬁgégmﬁ_m%tﬂ‘\U\ o o (fﬁm

ITI. What wete the special strong points of your course assistant?

Do) Ve AMefs M  ves

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? { é@t\\*\’ qua aonn_ Ajag((
/YQ‘“‘ s Q(\.wd" b\ (Lot -eo\rQ\ payglk oo le  Jud magg.g\hb — KKL
AV.SE S IS o »&6” M\&Q\H‘\M&’r o ,.m/\ L OU
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TEL: (7737028513
FAX: (773) 7025259

| | WEB: philosophy. uduc:go edu
' ' E-MAIL: philosophy-deparement@listhost.uchicago. edu

. COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
| Course name, mumber and section: ﬂéff L 20 setiog T
Course Assistant’s Name: [/ Mﬁwfm 4 ZMZ//A Quarter and Year: Spin, X,
‘_Today’s Date: 5/ Z7 . Your Ycar Z A #Major: //lh/ a5 ?/%A
| Seolion {m,/,‘n,
/ -/

L. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in dus course? //»r,’ %'/ 11

I Rate your C.A’s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material: '
excellently  quite well poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:
excellently  quite well

- pootly = (not applicable) ,

excellently  quite well pootly (not applicable)

D. to respond to wtitten material:

excellently - quite well poorly {not applicable)

II. What were the special strong points of your coufse assistant? g/ o eas S ’Cﬂ Ll M
(./Z”[/ oW - //5‘9544/ ; jll.u Oi}fj‘alf’l/ Zaﬁ( //5(‘7%&”/""7 6’6/2‘44§_
/ o

o

) s il Ao

IV. What could your course assistant have done better?

Q" ull Mowé %//émg 4@% /%/L(S z‘r/ft/a/w/ 7/%« NS s‘jami’/ Z”W@
A‘az//w/ MT/ % mz}/b : WW;/% 07%”‘»@5’ S fﬁr@ /l(f%/w(

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: HY \ 7]’10‘0

Course Assistant’s Name: .Mmgﬁm_lmm__m Quarter and Year: @Q%_JL

Today s Date: s')/ ‘)/7/ Your Year -LHCS Ma;or S%Q{‘IH’ L8 + P[x\ ‘ﬁ 39 p"\sﬂ

I, What were the C.A.’s primary dllthS in tl'us course? ?\‘-Jrh dl (4C q/ sion, e 'h on

IL Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

s

A. to explain the course material:

excellently adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)
B. ro-conduct diseussions: -
@ quite well adequately . poordly .~ - (mot applicable)

C. to respond to questions and comments: ,
excellendy “adequately  poorly

D. to réspond to written material: ’
quite well adequately ~ poorly (not applicable)
K@ N

- '(not applicable)

ITI. What were the special strong points of your coutse assistant? cé’ O\, Fj d\ﬁ (M4 Tv AL
well ., Wes v e Wipansive 10 Lvall,

- ' o] . E ¢
IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? I O{ f‘J n At @\ jo \/J WO f'\ﬂ«\ Y\(j\

\
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Course name, number and section: ﬂ”/ rZ ;@0 1,@ Cﬁw (Z kOW ~ Tke (eﬂf

Course Assistant’s Name: j/ﬁ)’ OO’IW Lanbp 7?/1 Quarter a.nd Year: %ZQ{Q -

| Toclay s Date: ‘g/ Z ?/ 6 Your Ycar 37’«9( Major %f O@P}) Y
1. What were the C.A’s primary duties in dns courseP / @(Zd Drﬁ(f/%%ﬂ 5(‘{‘790{) 0”30 {;MQb @%

I1. Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

A to ¢ course material; '
exceﬂcntl quite well adequately  poorly '(not applicable)

. to-con jons: .
excellently qultc well  adequately . poorly .- (notapplicable)
- C.torg to questions and comments: -
“excellently ) quitewell - adequately  poorly “(not applicable)

. to res itten material:
exccllently quite well adequately _ poorly (not applicable) '
WM&M 1a S0 Ww ml/ﬁm

ITL. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?
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Il s g Ay Juted inio_disrassing's frojsctory
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Course name, number and section: {P‘» i

Quarter and Year; _Spriy %016

|
j Course Assistant’s Name: /2 ) Via L P

Today’s Date: __ 512> [_C " Your Year: 2 né Major: _,{ay_a[w. 7 / PMIquaL.;

mmd  andi,
: v

| : ' o ,
: 1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course? [Lea ding Alycgssnm _ Seckinas

_P_qp@{i".- L\;z[ch? vdmce j.’“"’”

I1. Rate your C.A.'s performance —~ how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material; '
quite well adequately  poorly “(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

quitewell  adeguately . poorly .. (notapplicable) ,

C. to respond to questions and comments: | ,
Cexcellendy™ quitewell adequately  poorly (not applicable)

D. to tespond to written material: |
(@ quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)

Slﬂc Loday ;n-’cs"f’ q"" ‘Pnd(l‘h-“:L

IT1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

Awwnmn wtte A hwi) We/;,, and 3_@13 a‘;‘mej

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?
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I. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in thjs course? [ @»J/V\@/ J[ST A1 88 / 2N\ g@%f
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IL, Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

7/

A. to explain the course material:

excellently  quite well ' poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions:

excellentdy  quitewell  adequately @, = (not applicable)
C. to respond to questions and comments; . v v
excellendy  quite well @ poorly (not applicable)

D. to réspond to written material: ' _
excellently =~ quitewell  adequately  pootly @)

IIT. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? ND In\[ /\ G ﬁ\/\ DO\/ ’L’( Yad Cl\/
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‘1, What were the C.A.'s primary duties in tlns coursc?
primary

Guade pagess., 2 4 ASSisk AS pecessoury i vgh office
d 7 hous
II Rate your C.A.’s performance -- how well was thc CA. able

A. to explain the course material:
cettent! quite well adequately  poorly “(not applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions:
cxCel quitewell  adequately . poorly .~ - (not applicable) _ o

0 questions and comments:
quitewell - adequately  poorly (not applicable)

D. to resp ﬁi fo written mz x '
excellently quitewell / adequately  poorly (not applicable)

e 61
1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? et 4/11;2"

}Ww{m%wf Aistussion &Cc%dm well - aﬂa,m-mf éw\d(

- C. ro respond

UNAA AN

Iv. Whatt)codi‘}i your é?)ursc assistant have done bcm&? Suggestions? &&Mﬁﬁ_’éﬂw_—
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1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in tlns course? _J1o__helr —-#ve- Shdents /n her S€0H orn
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I, Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material;

excellently ~quite well adequately  poorly
B. to conduct discussions:
excellently @ adequately .~ pootly .-

C. to respond to questions and comments: 7
excellently  quitewell /7 adequately > poorly

D. to réspond to written material:

excellently adequately  pootly

IT1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

“(not applicable)
- {not applicable) .
‘(not applicable)

(not applicable)

Really crapaedin #—o

meter/al.

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? Serne tine3 Commends s'm
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Today s Date: ;ﬁ Z/ / ‘é Your Year: 3 Major f.: va pem i tS

I. What were the C.A.’s primary duties 1ntluscoursc’ //// &gl va //4'/'f/"“/ A /‘{C/A
/"%{} /:// ,?r‘n«,/_-——. /1/4/.‘//‘ // /t’(/‘Vnc ,,,/,4;/4

IL. Rate your C.A.'s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. 1o explain the course material: '
@9 quitewell  adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions: ,
llen quite well adequately ~ poorly .~ - (not apphmble) ,

C. to respond to questions and comments: ,
quitewell - adequately  poorly '(not applicable)

D.to respond to written material:

yeellendy >  quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)
u ’ .

M driirsins e e

II1. What wete the special strong points of your course assistant?

/nJ}'}AfZ[// j;'/(//,/ M/,Jl) 1% /{caj f/f('u/’/m-,f [f2ér W{ZK Elﬂy

ﬂlfﬁfn [v( Ay o /%g/‘ [ /(c/%/ S,

S WUM Y /1‘44/_
-
IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? Jimr £ ’%'U ﬁ, wllIng M
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/'11414 /51441‘
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Course name, number and scction; VQM)(_Z / ?7« '/ rﬁéi 4 Q/] o,

Course Assistant’s Name: %/ AT §on s Quarter #hd Year: QZ)L{‘)‘(/' '2"/; .

/A :
Today $ Date 3 / ny / 207 l{ Your Ycar'- ;ung Major' ?A\ﬁﬁbi} / ?ﬁ afb/ (;A,\

%M/fat)é“ﬁ Z)qrer /Zo/a W&f f\yfmén’“

(774/4, ){W D J{cu&uén 566/*373

II Ratc your C.A.’s performance - how well was thc CA. able

A. to explain the course matggal
excellently (qx&vz_efli adequately  pootly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conducs discussions: '
chccllcntiy quitewell  adequately . pootdly .- - (not applicable) )

e

C. to respond to questions and comments:
excellently @E‘u&t; E - adequately  poorly “(not applicable)

D. to réspond to written material:

excellendy (quitewell ~ adequately poorly (not applicable)

IT1. What wete the special strong points of your coutse assistant?

3
i
£

/

(?/)v\//c M//m/}( ,4A a/lcw»scbn 21 a Goféf“e”)( w«:ﬁ&

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

Q el e Ao on Al enihs
/ 0
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| TOday s Date: Ma‘f 2 7 (~. ?ﬂ‘ Your Year El v Major C&‘w [-&ﬁ“"f & Sg e e;‘
1. What were the C.A’s primary duties in tlus coutse? f;’ ///d(«(/ cdek 6‘0’ wifisu M-d( an s
su Gty o /&*’ ‘ g Ageusseon geclibony,
[ . : X

I Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

;.

A. 1o explain the course material;
cexcellently)  quite well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. ro-conduct discussions:

~ excellently é{@ adequately . poorly .-

C. to respond to questions and comments: -
@ﬂ quitewell - adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

D. to réspond to written material:

excellently @Y;adequatcly - pootly (not applicable)

IT1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? (Z/C{;;I wond od f#%_&_

* (not applicable) -,

IV. What could your coyrse assistant have done better? Suggestions? H’”‘ A s L M ,/ ALV hal

offeee howy  Fhs uold e b Ll gl

7
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