Instructor Edward Shear

Summer Session 1 2016

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Student Evaluation of Teaching

PHI 128 (001) 53688
Enrollment 28 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 100

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 15  54% 10 36% 0 0% 3 11% 0 0% 43109 |50 28
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 14 50% 10 36% 1 4% 2 7% 1 4% 42 (10| 45| 28
Overall Quality of the Discussion 17 61% 4 14% 5 18% 1 4% 1 4% 43 111 5.0 28
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor. 12 43% 12 43% 1 4% 2 7% 1 4% 41 (1.0 | 4.0 28
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Instructor's Mastery of the Subject Matter 21 75% 7 25% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 48 [ 04 |50 28
Instructor's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 24 86% 3 11% 1 4% 0 0% 0 0% 48 [ 05| 5.0 28
Instructor's Clarity 11 39% 6 21% 8 29% 0 0% 3 11% (38|13 |40 28
Instructor's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 14 50% 7 25% 3 11% 1 4% 3 11% |40 [13 |45 28




Comments about Instructor-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

some parts of notes could include more than one example to show similar situations

By far one of the best professors I've had in the philosophy department. He's genuinely very sweet and passionate. | think a lot of professors can learn a thing or two from him and his
humbleness :)

More notes and examples and definition

Ted is a great person and he really cares about his students and the material, which makes a meaningful difference in a student's education. He was always available to students with
questions both in office hours and after class. | wished more professors embodied those important qualities. He always came to class prepared and on time, and made learning difficult
material possible for all. His class is one of my most favorite classes ever taken at UCD.

Great professor, knows his stuff.
He knows the end goal and what he wants us to know, but sometimes it gets cluttered in his explanation.
Keeping the discussion a bit more narrow will help a new student follow the train of thought.

| really believe that Professor Shear should be a staple in the Philosophy department here at UC Davis!

He is amazing and makes a topic often people misunderstand very fun , and clear . He gives great examples and is open to students asking questions when unclear. The flow of the class and
how transition in topics related were very well presented . Great course and amazing professor . Going to miss this class very much .

Ted gives many scenarios that help clarify the difficult concepts that we have to grasp.

Instructor really engages his students in learning the material during lecture. Although this may be detrimental for those who do no attend lecture, it is also an added benefit and incentive to
attended it. He makes the class material very intriguing and intellectually stimulating.

| feel like the class needs a little more structure. The class notes were all over the place, and the online notes were not very helpful. The wording on the midterms was VERY confusing,
especially for students who's first language is not English. Also | found it unfair to have a midterm & paper due around the same time. Some students are taking more than 1 or 2 summer
courses, and it was really difficult getting all that work done during a short amount of time.

I liked it!

Made the course fun.

The material was confusing for those students who were not Philosophy majors, but Ted attempted to work with those students to help them to understand.

Ted has mastered the subject of rationality and it shows in lecture. Sometimes his explanations can be a bit confusing but he is always willing to clarify.

Great course and great professor. Professor Shear has an enthusiasim on teaching and the subject of the course. However, what he was delivering was way too vague and abstract. Things
we learn are hardly applicable in real life. He made this class into a statistic and probablity math class, which most of the students do not enjoy. Assignments and take home midterms that
were given were not the material that he taught in class nor from any handout.

All'in all, great professor for what he knows of, but not so great on delivering course material to the students.

Ted Shear is a great instructor. His teaching style is clear and concise in explanation of the rationality concepts.

The only aspect of the class | did not like was the lack of a textbook. While the posted class notes online were useful, they did not provide enough. It would have been helpful to have both a
standard required textbook and the posted class notes.

If 1 didn't need to take 3 classes this summer session | would have attended more, as this was by far my most interesting class. | took a critical thinking class in community college that
covered basic topics of what we did in this class, and that class was one of my favorites from back then. | think philosophy in general is a very interesting topic, but when it is taught it requires
a good teacher to make it interesting for the class. | think that you had a strong effect on why the class was interesting. | feel like | learned a lot and it was interesting to listen and answer
questions during class.

My only criticism is that | would like some of the online material to be a bit clearer, or transcribed in some way because the source material is a lot harder to understand compared to how it is
presented in class. Granted, this was mainly an issue because of my attendance since | had to catch up using online material, so it may not be a completely valid criticism.

Thanks for the class.




The course is very complex and | found it to be more of a challenge than | had originally planned for. However, Ted is very knowledgeable about the subject and his enthusiasm for it definitely
helps with most aspects of the course. However, Ted's clarity in lecture may be lost when he is trying to explain a very complex idea. Regardless, he was very happy to lend assistance when
he was approached and he was more than happy to provide further explanations to concepts that | did not understand the first time. Overall, he is an excellent teacher.

The questions for the practice problems in class and the second midterm at times/certain questions were ambiguous or unclear.

As someone who has only taken philosophy 07, | was extremely worried | would fall behind in class since it was an upper division course. However, the professor made the course easy to
follow and understand. The lectures followed by the quizzes really helped me understand the concepts a lot better. Plus, the professor was always available after class. During office hours he
was helpful whenever | had questions. It was a very interesting course!

Was available to meet out of office hours.

Ted is an absolutely amazing instructor. He is attentive to the needs of students. He makes sure students are equipped with all the materials needed to master the subject, he is readily
available by email when needed, and he takes great care to explain concepts with clarity.

Very scattered teaching methods. Subject matter was presented in a confusing manner. Should stick to a syllabus. Often | had no idea what the professor was talking about. The class had
little participation, and his answering of questions only confused me more. Please have more interaction/ discussion. More small group activity that is checked up on by professor.
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% Response

Summer Session 1 2016

7/27/2016 4:00 PM

53688

PHI

128

001

28

100




Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

SUMMER SESSION ONE 2015
Name of Instructor:  TED SHEAR Total Enrollment: 18
Course Number; PHI 05-01 Total # of Responses: 12
Course:  CRITICAL REASONING % of responses to
enrollment: 66.672%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent VeryGood Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 2 7 1 2 0 0
%= 16.67% 58:33% 8.33% 16.67% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 3 ) 3 1 0 0]
%= 25.00% 41.67% 25.00% 8.33% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

wsTRUcTOR: . 1.4 Sheay —
Course: Pﬂ\'_’QOS' B Quaﬂer/Year:_S\)me \bf

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimufate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD D



Department of Philcsophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

—_——

INSTRUCTOR:  Ted  Sheay -

Course:  PH1—ng Quarter/Year: __ SUMMEr 1

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

( EXCELLENT)  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: |00} St
Course: PHV 005 Quarter/Year: WX SGG\‘QY‘\_I A0

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your rgmarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimutate your interest in phifosophy. Plegnse turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

Overal! teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT ~ (VERYGOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT WERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOX



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: _ TED SHEER
Course: PRI S Quarter/Year: SNV MMER 20\§

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimutate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

ERY GOO GOOD FAIR POOR

EXCELLENT

Overall quality of the course..

FAIR PCQOR

ERY GOOD GOOD

EXCELLENT



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

— oo
S ~——

INSTRUCTOR:  J#cl  Shewi~ S

Course: w777 5 - Quarler/Year:

: LA /L-»..' F o

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your .re.emarks‘_‘.
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and-ability to-stimulate your-interest in philesophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retgrn it tg t!'ne
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanits:es Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Qverall quality of the course
o .
FAIR POOR

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: V€O g€ =
. /
Course:  ¥YW OS B quarterryear: SS\ 1S o

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your rgmarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Plegse turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been tumned into the

registrar.

Really enjered Wowds, vdyNery Nl
o0 JM'\(\‘(S ap:

Overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOP  GOOD FAIR

Qverall quality of the course

EXCELLENT y—rﬁi&* GC_BD\ GOOD FAIR

.

POOR

POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: T ed . Sheos - ~
e\ a
Course:_EH [ S ) B Quarter/Year: 5= 4 1S .

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimufate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

—The (hSHrucsy oS VUj ecbechuwe ™ Wf
leSsuns

- Wel Cosy 17 ¢ Aot
o WS maole hinmstlf pveala
lmz,.'[) O'I/CI'

be 4o

Overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor

JEXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: . _de Shear -
Course:__Pl’U 5 Quarter/Year: Sum |/ Juruov

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarily, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please furn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.

This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been tumed info the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor
A

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
Qv uglity of the course
EXCELLENT ™  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR




Department of Phitosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: V/\'Ed) §h Caf e

Course: ¥ Hﬁ["\) Quarter/Year: \\& | o

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the foltowing in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor of retum it to the
Philosophy Depariment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar,
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD “GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR:H___T? d S\(\O(}/L. -
Course: PBI 6 Quarter/Year: \SUYY\WU«’/\ l J{;

/

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your.rgmarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness fo
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in phifosophy. Plegse turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor o return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humamngs Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been tumed into the

registrar.
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Overall feaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT ( VERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the course
VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

EXCELL]:JTID



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: [ 2. /| AN A——————
Segsron |
2005

Course:__P»{:L’j, - 005 _ _anﬂ_e,rd@_fiém

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your.remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students,.and ability to stimutate your interest in philosophy. Please turmn

this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor o reﬁgm it tg the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.

This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD'  GOOD FAIR

Qverall guality of the course

EXCELLENT C/EEY/ GOOD GOOD

POOR

FAIR POOR




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

—

Quarter/Year: S §I_/&Ol S—’\

INSTRUCTOR: _ "Vrd Shegr
Course: PHIS B

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your r&?marks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness fo
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Plegse turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or refum it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAI POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR



Instructor Edward Shear

Summer Session 1 2014
PHI 001 (001) 53629

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Student Evaluation of Teaching

Enrollment 27 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 74

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 9 45% 6 30% 4 20% 1 5% 0 0% 42 (09 |40 20
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 7 35% 6 30% 4 20% 3 15% 0 0% 39 (1.1 ]40 20
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor. 7 35% 7 35% 5 25% 1 5% 0 0% 40 (09 | 4.0 20
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Instructor's Mastery of the Subject Matter 12 60% 3 15% 3 15% 2 10% 0 0% 43 (1.0 ]| 5.0 20
Instructor's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 15 75% 2 10% 1 5% 2 10% 0 0% 45 (1.0 | 5.0 20
Instructor's Clarity 5 25% 10 50% 3 15% 2 10% 0 0% 39109 |40 20
Instructor's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Philosophy 9 45% 4 20% 5 25% 2 10% 0 0% 40 (1.0 | 4.0 20




Additional Comments About the Course

| think this course can help any student in any courses as it can help students to think critically on the subjects they are studying. Also this class can help students provide an insight about the
complexity of the world.

Thorough course for an intro to philosophy.

The course was somewhat enlightening on ways to think of the world. It helps to give new perspectives on things.

Additional Comments About the Instructor

Ted is very enthusiastic to students' questions and always encourages us to think!

Professor Ted Shear provided provided a great intro regarding what is philosophy is really about. He is very patient and understanding towards his students. Also the examples or
simplification Professor Ted used in class is very helpful and makes it easy to grasp certain subjects in Philosophy 001.

Ted did a exceptional job in planning the course out. He was able to successfully challenge me academically and I'm now much more interested in philosophy after taking the course.

The instructors knowledge on the subject was very impressive. No matter how many questions were asked in a way that would seem provoking, he held his composure and answered them
to the best of his ability. He was also very enthusiastic during his lecture and helped to spark interest in the class. However, | feel his use of highly intricate formulas made the lectures a little
challenging to follow. Sometimes | felt completely lost. Maybe if he can lecture with a little more simplicity, perhaps it would go smoother. After all, it is an introductory class.

Shear's work as an instructor for this course was amazing. His ability to teach the subject to us in class proved to be very fluid and simple, taking things like paradoxes that were very
complicated to read through and difficult to understand and making them seem like perfect common sense by explaining it himself. Also, the atmosphere he created in the classroom was very

open and made it much easier to speak up and comment on the discussion topic than I've felt in other classes. In fact, I've probably never raised my hand so many times before in any class
than | have in this one.




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Learning Activity

Enroliment

%
Response

Summer Session 1
2014

7/25/2014 12:00 AM

53629

PHI

001

001

Lecture

27

74




Instructor Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2014 Student Evaluation of Teaching
Selected Evaluations™ (2)
Enrollment 70 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 70%

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % x | SD N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 21 43% 8 16% 11 22% 6 12% 3 6% 38113 49
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 20 41% 7 14% 7 14% 11 22% 4 8% 36 (14 49
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor. 18 37% 8 16% 11 22% 8 16% 4 8% 36 (13 49
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Instructor's Mastery of the Subject Matter 28 57% 8 16% 8 16% 3 6% 2 4% 42 1141 49
Instructor's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 25 56% 4 9% 8 18% 6 13% 2 4% 4 |13 45
Instructor's Clarity 19 39% 4 8% 12 24% 9 18% 5 10% (3514 49
Instructor's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 17 35% 5 10% 6 13% 12 25% 8 17% |32 |15 48
Overall Teaching Effectiveness of the Instructor 17 35% 8 17% 8 17% 12 25% 3 6% 35 (14 48




Additional Comments About the Course

| do not understand why Communication majors are required to take this course. It is full of Computer Science kids and is rather impossible. | suggest considering a different logical course if
you to continue to have this requirement.

N/a

It's an interesting subject, but it takes time to understand. Class was cancelled too much to fully learn what we should have, and paid to learn.

The material was very hard to learn. The only notes only helped with sometimes. There were no extra exams we can practice with. Also no recorded lecture to go back to. Assignments were
not handed back, so students had no idea what they missed.

Pretty valuable stuff!

A very good complement to engineering courses.

This course introduces tools that can be used in everyday life. | strongly believe that my critical thinking skills have improved after taking this course.

The material was presented too quickly, without enough time to have a concrete understanding of it before taking the quizzes. Too many classes were cancelled, which made me feel as if |
was at a disadvantage when it came to understanding the material.

Interesting material

I didn't like the group quiz aspect of the course. More often than not | did the entire quiz by myself and someone copied down all of my work onto one sheet to turn in. Other than that, the
assignments were challenging and furthered my understanding of the material and the midterm was really challenging as well.

poor

Additional Comments About the Instructor

He was extremely unhelpful, anything | learned | taught myself

N/a

Shear knows the material, there's no doubt about that. However the way in which he teaches the material is at his own preference. | personally feel since he does know the material shouldn't
he first be able to explain how to solve problems in simple language that everyone can understand. Then use the logic terms to apply to the respective ideas, that way as time goes on the
student can associate the simple explanations with the conventions in logic. Since Shear didn't take the time to do this as the class progressed, for me personally the subject itself was less
interesting. That is to point out that at the beginning of the class he did a great job making it interesting since he actually took the time to explain the material clearly. In conclusion, | would
suggest he treat every section in the class as if its still a foreign language.

Ted cancelled class for about 2 weeks worth of lecture and he had his TA take over for at least 3 lectures. This is very unprofessional. | paid to take this class. I'm extremely unsatisfied with
his professionalism and availability. His TA, Tyrus, seemed to be a better instructor and more available, approachable, and better at clarifying any misunderstandings. I'm sure Ted would
have been good had he not missed about half of the quarter.

| had a very hard time understand the professor and his notes. | tried to read the book and still was not able to clarify any material

Ted's lectures/over all course structure was clear and organized. Expectation was challenging yet within a reasonable framework. Def. was able to spark interest in Philosophy!

A great Teacher, sometimes he moves fast, but It comes together through homework and the quizzes, where he lets us learn from one another without a heavy penalty if we make mistakes.

The instructor provided the class with great resources, as well as the willingness to help everyone learn the material. Above all, the instructor is a very intelligent individual. | would definitely
recommend him to incoming students.

It would be helpful if the instructor tries to present the material in a different way when a student does not understand it the first time.

Teds awesome. Clear and helpful




N/A

Ted has been very kind throughout the class. He wants to see his students succeed. He is very clear in lecture and shows a very detailed understanding of the subject. If you have any more
questions please e-mail Jad Souki at jrsouki@ucdavis.edu. Id be happy to answer any more questions.

Professor Shear had mastery over the material, but he still moved through the material at a pace that was appropriate for us. He never got tired of repeating himself if we needed it. He
presented the material in a manner that helped us learn and retain the information.

My only complaint in this class was that he missed 6 days of instruction. Three of those days were taught by the T.A., but | still wish he had been there because there were some
discrepancies between the way Tyrus taught the information and the way that Ted wanted us to do it on the exams.

When given the quizzes, | felt like it wasn't really fair for the last 2 quizzes, we didn't really go over them and we were given tough problems to do. We were just barely exposed to it and the
quiz wasn't hard but just required a lot of time because we just end up rushing and not finishing it. (last 2 quizzes may have required a little more time)

Cancelled class a lot which made it hard to keep up

Ted is very clear when lecturing, and once he develops more confidence as a lecture | think he'll be a great professor. Every time | went to his office he was extremely helpful and he made
sure | understood the material when | left. Overall, a great professor and | would definitely take a course from him again.




Term CRN Subject Course Section Learning Activity Enrollment | % Response
Spring Quarter 2014 35121 PHI 012 A01 Lecture 33 66
Spring Quarter 2014 35122  |PHI 012 A02 Lecture 37 72




Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
SUMMER SESSION | 2013

Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 17
Course Number: PHI 012 Total # of Responses: 15
Course:  Introduction to Symbolic Logic % of responses to

enroliment: 88.24%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good  Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 11 4 0 0 0 ¢
%= 73.33% 26.67% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
8 7 0 0 0 0
b= 53.33% 46.67% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: Ted Sluae

Course: PHI 012 Quarter/Year: _ SuvwywLe \fS

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

NSTRUGTOR: 124 Chedw
Course: P\f\l\ U§U\0hj’ \2— Quarter/Year: SS5U 2013

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar,
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

~ EXCELLENT ~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

—_—

EXCELLENT _— VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR




Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: ~ | ¢d Shear

Course: i O 17 Quarter/Year: Svw s '[ o172

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

@D VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

©XCELLENT)  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

—



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: (/) Shear

L~

. <
Course: Pl |2 Quarter/Year: ~ Ju/Med s Z /2

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar. ' |
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
C "EXCELLENT ~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT - VERYGOOD — GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: T Sheor
Course: PHl O\ Quarter/Year: “ 7 .o - 7v] T

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read unti! final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT ~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: _ "Ted Swear

Course: PHIDO\2 Quarter/Year: <SS 2013

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turmned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

s
Overall quality of the course

~EXCELLENT »  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD >  GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
(Ted)
INSTRUCTOR: EDWARD SHEAR
Course: PHI o\ Quarter/Year: §$1 2013

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulfate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in o the person desighated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Sociai Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar,
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
/’_\
E‘.'XCELLENT) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT AVERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: {a \) Hi A [
Course: {/' e U[ L Quarter/Year: el \

“‘./ i H) V,}/)(‘({‘ /' L R L, Jf

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below, You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

("EXC‘ELLEN? \ VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quaiity of the course

EXCELLENT 3 VERY GOOD . GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: TC'(/I 5}7 ea
Course: PH I 0/ Quarter/Year: Sumer S<ccua | 20/3

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor

‘EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course
(’EXCELLENT [ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

N




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: TeD <SHEAR

Course; PHI 01> Quarter/Year: SSI 20/3

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.
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Qverall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD) GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

i STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: TQ A Shear
Course: \4\ o S0P hj 12 Quarterfyear: 091

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
EXCELLENT ( VERY GOOR GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD™ GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philesophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: 1E) SHEAR
Course: &H\ 012 Quarterryear  SSL 2013

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.

Gns dear 1n msmchw%\ La..l
reAs ol ¢

4 hel pbul v shud ents butside of ¢lai

D pvided in-dass X ot of- class
prasiee problems

MJOY 5!

D clearly b winat e Was faflig
olout

o othevs

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
EXCELLE VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the course

EXC ELLEN}T VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
GELLED



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: Mwavd Sheav

. O

Course:‘PH l “,l Quarter/Year: W ‘;}'('1 \ 4

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:

clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your mterest in phtlosophy Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor of return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
L

;-
EXCELLENT {_ < VERYGOOQ) GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course

EXCELLENT "VERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
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Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

INSTRUCTOR: 124 Shoay
Course:  PHT \2 QuarteriYear oL 2013

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the

registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
/EXCELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

: Overall quality of the course

¢ EXCELLENT |  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
INSTRUCTOR: 124 Shesr”
Course: ?k;l e Quarter/Year: Sundrey Jessio !

Please evaluate the instructor and the course in the space below. You may
also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your remarks:
clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn
this evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the
Philosophy Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building.
This evaluation will not be read until final grades have been turned into the
registrar.
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Qverall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor
CELLENTX VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the course
B

{XCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR



Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Winter Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 101 (A01) 36111
Enrollment 30 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 50

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 5 33% 7  47% 2  13% 1 7% 0 0% 41109 |40 15
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 2 13% 7  AT% 5 33% 1 7% 0 0% 3.7 (0.8 |40 15
Overall Quality of the Discussion 3 21% 8 57% 1 7% 2 14% 0 0% 39 (09|40 14
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 7  AT% 7  AT% 1 7% 0 0% 0 0% 44 | 0.6 | 4.0 15
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 10 67% 1 7% 4 27% 0 0% 0 0% 44109150 15
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 9 60% 4 27% 2 13% 0 0% 0 0% 45 (0.7 | 50 15
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 9  64% 4  29% 1 7% 0 0% 0 0% 46106 |5.0 14
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 8 53% 3  20% 4 27% 0 0% 0 0% 43109 |50 15
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 6 40% 4 27% 4 27% 1 7% 0 0% 40 (1.0 | 4.0 15
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 11 73% 3  20% 1 7% 0 0% 0 0% 47 106 |5.0 15




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

The best TA I've had so far at Davis. Smart, friendly, made discussion section interesting and really helped me master the material.

He is able to relate well with the students and is very willing to help struggling individuals in a way that best caters to their needs and learning styles. Very helpful and a great instructor

Good TA who's willing to help his students. Knows the material very well and is able to present that that material in laymans terms.

Ted was always helpful during office hours and always had a task prepared for discussion. It wasn't always the most interesting but that might just be due to the nature of metaphysics. He
seems very intelligent about metaphysics and | think it was worthwhile to go to discussion for the most part.




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Winter Quarter 2016

3/7/2016 8:00 PM

36111

PHI

101

AO1

30

50




Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Winter Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 101 (A02) 36112
Enrollment 28 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 50

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 8 57% 3 21% 3 21% 0 0% 0 0% 44108150 14
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 9 64% 2 14% 3 21% 0 0% 0 0% 44108 |50 14
Overall Quality of the Discussion 8 57% 4 29% 0 0% 2 14% 0 0% 43 (1.0 | 5.0 14
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 4  57% 3 43% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 46 | 05| 5.0 7
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 3 43% 3 43% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 43107 |40 7
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 3 43% 3 43% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.7 | 40 7
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 3 43% 3 43% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 43107 |40 7
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 2 29% 4  57% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 41106 | 4.0 7
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 3 43% 3 43% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.7 | 40 7
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 4  57% 2 29% 1 14% 0 0% 0 0% 44 (0.7 | 50 7




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

Edward is interesting, clear, and great at helping students and clarifying concepts. One aspect that could be worked on, however, is organization and time-efficiency of the discussion. Often
he spends too much time on one person's question that is not relevant to the subject or upcoming exam. Wonderful TA, but would suggest being a little more efficient in discussion.

Approachable and enjoyable discussions




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Winter Quarter 2016

3/7/2016 8:00 PM

36112

PHI

101

A02

28

50




Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 001 (A05) 55684
Enrollment 25 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 40

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 5 50% 4 40% 0 0% 0 0% 1 10% |42 |12 |45 10
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 5 50% 2 20% 1 10% 1 10% 1 10% |39 |14 |45 10
Overall Quality of the Discussion 4 40% 5 50% 0 0% 0 0% 1 10% | 4.1 (1.1 4.0 10
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 8 80% 1 10% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 47 | 0.6 | 5.0 10
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 5 50% 3 30% 1 10% 1 10% 0 0% 42 11.0 |45 10
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 7  70% 2  20% 0 0% 1 10% 0 0% 45 (09 |50 10
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 8 80% 1 10% 0 0% 1 10% 0 0% 46109 |50 10
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 6 60% 2 20% 1 10% 1 10% 0 0% 4311.0]5.0 10
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 7  70% 2  20% 0 0% 1 10% 0 0% 45 (09 |50 10
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 6 60% 4 40% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 46105 ]5.0 10




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

Always answered questions during discussion. Tried to make things clear and easier to understand.

Teaching assistant is great
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Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Spring Quarter 2016

5/26/2016 2:00 PM

55684

PHI

001

A05

25

40




Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 001 (A06) 55685
Enrollment 7 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 42

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 0 0% 2  67% 0 0% 1 33% 0 0% 3310940
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 0 0% 2 67% 0 0% 1 33% 0 0% 33 (09|40
Overall Quality of the Discussion 1 33% 1 33% 0 0% 1 33% 0 0% 37 (12 )40
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 2 67% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47 [ 0.5 | 5.0
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 2 67% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47 105150
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 2 67% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47 [ 0.5 | 5.0
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 2 67% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47 105150
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 1 33% 2 67% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 43105 ]4.0
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 2 67% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 47 [ 0.5 | 5.0
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 1 33% 1 33% 1 33% 0 0% 0 0% 40 (08|40




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

Edward is a very good TA with excellent knowledge of the subject and he accepts all students opinions and answers. One of the best TA's I've had.




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Spring Quarter 2016

5/26/2016 2:00 PM

55685

PHI

001

AO6

7

42




Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Fall Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 102 (A01) 53857
Enrollment 17 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 58

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 3 30% 4 40% 3 30% 0 0% 0 0% 4010840 10
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 3 30% 3 30% 4 40% 0 0% 0 0% 39 (08|40 10
Overall Quality of the Discussion 4 40% 2  20% 3 30% 1 10% 0 0% 39 (1.0 4.0 10
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 6 60% 1 10% 3 30% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.9 | 5.0 10
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 5 50% 2 20% 1 10% 2 20% 0 0% 40112 |45 10
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 7  70% 2  20% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 46 (0.7 | 5.0 10
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 9  90% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 49103150 10
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 5 50% 2 20% 3 30% 0 0% 0 0% 42109 |45 10
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 5 50% 2  20% 1 10% 2  20% 0 0% 40 (1.2 ]| 45 10
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 8 80% 1 10% 1 10% 0 0% 0 0% 47 106 |5.0 10




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

Sometimes discussion was low in student participation. Leading the discussion was beneficial especially with hard to understand concepts.

Ted is in one word amazing. His knowledge of the subject is clear and that was clear in his discussion. He didn't fail to explain the material in alternate ways so that students could gain a
better understanding of the material. Ted made himself avaible to students and clearly displayed a concern for their success. He was willing to work with students and ensure that they
understood the material. Ted was an invaluable asset to my success and | can only imagine that he was the same for many others.

Be a more organized with your papers so you do not spend discussion time searching for the single page that you need.

Sometimes a little too unstructured




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Fall Quarter 2016

11/30/2016 3:00 PM

53857

PHI

102

AO1

17

58




Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Fall Quarter 2016 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 102 (A02) 53858
Enrollment 17 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 76

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 3 23% 5 38% 3 23% 1 8% 1 8% 36|11 ]40 13
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 3 23% 5 38% 2 15% 1 8% 2 15% |35 |13 | 4.0 13
Overall Quality of the Discussion 6 46% 3 23% 2 15% 2 15% 0 0% 40 (1.1 ) 4.0 13
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 9 69% 3 23% 1 8% 0 0% 0 0% 46 | 0.6 | 5.0 13
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Teaching Assistant's Preparation and Organization for Discussion 6 46% 4  31% 1 8% 2 15% 0 0% 41111140 13
Teaching Assistant's Mastery of the Subject Matter 8 62% 3 23% 2 15% 0 0% 0 0% 45 (0.7 | 50 13
Teaching Assistant's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 8 62% 3 23% 2 15% 0 0% 0 0% 45107 |50 13
Teaching Assistant's Clarity 7  54% 4  31% 1 8% 1 8% 0 0% 43109 |50 13
Teaching Assistant's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 5 38% 5 38% 2 15% 1 8% 0 0% 41 (09 | 4.0 13
Rate your Overall Attendance to Discussion Section 5 42% 5 42% 2 17% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.7 | 40 12




Comments about Teaching Assistant-Feedback is HIGHLY Appreciated!

| wish Ted was my professor instead of Hanti

TA and professor work very well with each other, complimenting both lecture and discussion.

helpful and knowledgeable

Ted was really good about clearing up some of the more confusing matters from lecture, and making sure that students were prepared for the midterm and final. | found that Hanti's slides
were often difficult to comprehend, but Ted was very good at clearing up the information.

N/A

Really nice and cool TA. Discussions were cool but | would have liked my fellow students to have participated more




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Enroliment

% Response

Fall Quarter 2016

11/30/2016 3:00 PM

53858

PHI

102

A02

17

76




Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Cburses

WINTER QUARTER 2014
Name af Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 19
Course Number: PHI 013G-002 Total # of Responses: 13
Course:  Minds, Brains, & Computers % of responses to Enrl: 68.42%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 9 1 0 1 1 1
%= 69.23% 7.69% 0.00% 7.69% 7.69% 7.69%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 5 5 0 1 1 1
%= 38.46% 38,46% 0.00% 7.69% 7.69% 7.69%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes  Rarely Never  No Reply
n= 10 3 C 0 0 0
%= 76.92% 23.08% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant: Yed  Sheor Quarter/Year:

Wik SOV

Course: Pt Section/Time: _ & 10 pyva— A owm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: ¢larity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to

help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this

evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will

not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted Q)(‘)\O(\V\S ANe  ONGURA S A0 W\d CK\}Q&’\AUN ONd WA

clossmades £ gevestions 0 dexold  and c;\wr\&,
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GyuRSHons WA NDS\QQC)\— ond eo\&-@.\f‘(\%s .

When e descmoes  cameprs, e

Covmprelre Matleray of e sugyee.
WML e i€ A N oN\e Lo ‘QY\:) Mo

QXp\cM\'&S CONLepA Y-

Overall teaching effectiveness gf the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT (:i/’ERY GooD ) GOOD FAIR
Overall quality of the di;;ussfon |

EXCELLENT (  VERY GOOD 5 GOOD FAIR
How often dj\d your attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY

/

SNy §
T Geel
TR

POOR

POOR

NEVER

D



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant:  Ted Shie e Quarter/Year. Wints Quavie. f2014

Course: Phi \2 Section/Time: (32 - /A

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it fo the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Uenyy Hrorowgin i mmetong sooe okl
Ct}m.{-“o.q S Lot ek dagorae o+

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

\_EXCELLENT™_ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOdB\ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS ( OFTEN \ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS \n \M

Teaching Assistant: T@& &\(\QO&( Quarter/Year: ‘ \L\
Course: E\(\\ \g Section/Time: \,\JQ(& N . QQ%

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wvill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted s o acey VA V'S duaus WA

A Qe ‘(V\QQ. | Lvem LQ\I\QJV\ \’\'(’fS S{C\@\

O C \ o\\mmxg EMN \O LW\ ‘\m c&(SU)SS\\OV]
AS *&Q %piag\ e AW\%\ cluq N @A&Qx—\gm\\/\l‘
" |

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

B

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant:@ (&(f §L¢a/ Quarter/Year: Wiie B
Couse: PR 13 Section/Time: \;/2((/\@&4

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

*\[QJ\(\ Mﬂ(ul
. Gyood 2 Gﬂain?ng—

J \fatf %Facle/

\F/:mﬂ/ 4&7 s Qﬁf/%ol”

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

:

Overall quality of the discussion
A

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

id you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: e d-Srectv Quarter/Year, >\ T2 O\
Course: RN\ \3y Section/Time: _ M2 ed 39O on,

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Piease turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wwill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

oo e 9%\mu\q¢w~ok ALBEV SN B BNV S
SOV e wnekos wveek Wm%- cgvdc\;s\wc&_
G\, LRSS .

i)“‘\n_\m.o.h-k \AQ_\Q’\‘».Q N it v

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

XCELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT _VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

- ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant: '\ﬁt)\ 5L1QJ‘ Quarter/Year: Wiate o ZC)}L/
Course:  VHy 13 SectionTime: _Wkd. 3 P

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the foliowing in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willinghess to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wvill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

‘Z.n.i,: f’*'clj"“-‘-( /()

The te T/C} W as ‘(?u-d:&q;f/r A "HW J‘-’LJ ce fv[h‘k gt

G‘y/a{)p;o\_‘}e [Pj/)dmfe’j \ﬁ & /) g uey ‘)7‘0-4! "Utd é‘_‘j fucﬂ 7%

Overall ,teaghing effectiveness of the teaching assistant

’\”EXCELLENT\K VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT \y_;zm; GOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assiétant: TQ,CE SL\QM Quarter/Year: \A);r\l(/ 201 L
Course: ?HI \g Section/Time: b)erfn(&r(‘o\xj 3=4

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
hot be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

TLQD is qlwﬁof UMD Ldg(’ul oﬁ@ ()\QQSOA\. HL L\olflf vi é}mf/t,l(
l’%&xm ds wssions gl olc%;m‘l% ks s shR,

Oyerall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
( " EXCELLENT \ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall guality of the discussion
EXCELLEI‘QZI“ \ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
I-‘I/ol\r‘v gﬂgn did you attend your discussion section?

( " ALWAYS/ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: .r(?d 8&36’0&( Quarter/Year: \N.\Y\&‘EYI 20\(’!

Course: Eh‘} &QSQ?\Q% \, ) Section/Time: Weﬁ 310 - 4 00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overa JJ te@g effectiveness of the teaching assistant

\]ewx app! oachalble

éXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
o --*""“T‘\\\

( EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALW@ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant 120 She /L Quarter/Year: _wmk_r%@_l;l

Course: Dhl \prhul ‘5 Section/Time: Nﬂﬂﬂ@dﬁ%}_&l[_;

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Qverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
— Y

EXCELLENTY  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR

Overall quality of the discussion

XCELLENT) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

A
(’A LWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: TQ& §an.r Quarter/Year: ZO( L{
Course: P H’S ol\: Section/Time;

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it o the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

AWSOM TA’L \J@JO C_,(ews ou«cL Ofgcn_hf){cj.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

XCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How ofterrdid you attend your discussion section?
ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

/“
Teaching Assistant: \QC)\ g\‘\ﬁﬂ‘f Quarter/Year: Wi (\\'()f ‘d‘
course: p H\ % Section/Time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Reglstrar

U‘Q’&V OY Z(f\t%ed wyiierd the %ui Wtfr@/
0{@&51\0@/%\»«3 bo relp and s%0 Med w1 et

: (@Q%

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

[ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
. e
Teaching Assistant: __ | €0 Sliear Quarter/Year. |\ ntec ZoH
Course: ?l/\l ( 4 Section/Time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wvill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD 'FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion :
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD | FAIR : POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS ,

Teaching Assistant: F\_,‘—O’J\ 6\(\6’&{- Quarter/Year: WW\*N l‘{
Course: @L\‘ l'?) Section/Time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR (@
Overall quality of the discussion |
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR ) @;\
How often did you attend your discussion section? V

ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
WINTER QUARTER 2014

Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear
Course Number: PHI 013G-001
Course:  Minds, Brains, & Computers

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good

n= 5 4 0
%= 55.56% 44.44% 0.00%

Overall guality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good

n= 4 5 0
%= 44.44% 55.56% 0.00%

Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes

n= [ 3 0
Y%= 66.67% 33.33% 0.00%

Fair

0.00%

Fair

0.00%

Rarely

0
0.00%

Poor

0.00%

Poor

0.00%

Never

0.00%

Total Enrollment: 11
Total # of Responses: 9
% of responses to Enrl: 81.82%

No Reply

0
0.00%

No Reply

0
0.00%

No Reply

0
0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant: TED Quarter/Year: W itel / roly

Course: /j Hj: - 0O ( 3 Section/Time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. hy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Th tudini slistant AEp me to UrIHSTANS  fle (lass

L Uj\f&h s ;N’& Ogl)ff(t@l /wcg ,ég(aa;g
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOb GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the d istssion

EX(CL?ELVI:LI'I" VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWARS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: Ted Sharv Quarter/Year: W & L"
course: _ P 017, SectionTime: _ R 12 10-1.00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR

s ea e
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT CVERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: 104 Snédr Quarter/Year: Wity 20\4
course: _YHY 12 +(q sectionTime: R 1210~ |

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wvill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

T vwaley Uked how open +he clistSSIons Wers tor

NWhat we had @uesﬁofwsmawow* él:zd’ waneré’d 7‘: Jo
nod e wae talking aloow

over. Ted Knew w 9 ity W

0ol WANkeeR 1O telic abo_w( et
in‘r(’/f(’gh-(\3) and Was Vew) GV H@{of V\%UP/P
He was denr and e only +Hnng DOt would
Wave een MIOM 1S € we “Jalkest  aboud
¢ ABcusiion Wiy

e Ihterdr anel ‘m”/lw\j for the
SAKL of gt vadnr A Graclesfexams.

.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOCE GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD> GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAUTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Y
Teaching Assistant: ECLVW/ (l Sh4n/ Quarter/Year: walev 1014
Course: Pkl 1D sectionfTime: __Phi[ | Th

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

—
P
-

EXCELLENT ¢ vgY ég_c_j_b—-‘ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD,  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
¢
Teaching Assistant: \ c.é. S“\CO\«“ Quarter/Year: w“ﬁ(’“ Z-Q\"‘

Course: Pl Section/Time: —K L0 *\:Cb

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help studHnMnmimula%wwm. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final gr?deg have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLEN;' VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOQ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
(Edwerd) '
Teaching Assistant: ¢ c.l Sheay QuarterfYear: Wintey /2014
Course: PHY \’5 Section/Time: _00] /’ Thess. (210 - P

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Sacial Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

(EXCELLENT > VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT <_VERY”G?)CD . GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend yo-ur discussion section?

C ALWAYS —,  OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: T‘t’r} Shecrey Quarter/Year: Wint€y Z0! ¢
course: PHTL 1% Section/Time: B 12.10 - 1300

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wyill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

——e

@C.ELI:E!\H’) VERY GOOD GOCD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

— e

= —

“EXCELLEN'

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

@@ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant:  Ted Sheow QuarterfYear. Winfor  ore,
Course: PHT i3 Section/Time: _ R j2i10 -/ 00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Clear  amd  definately  fnodadpble on  subjecs ped%er

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

GXC ELLENT\ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

—

Overall quality of the discussion
_\A\

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Teaching Assistant: ‘el She s Quarter/Year: “0!4

Vie ; ; REARYAS!
Course: "'« Section/Time: _ 1 "¢

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Instructor Edward Shear UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2014 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 012 (A01) 35121
Enrollment 33 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 66

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 9 4% 3 14% 5 23% 3 14% 2 9% 36 (14 )40 22
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 9 41% 3 14% 3 14% 5 23% 2 9% 35114 |40 22
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor. 8 36% 4 18% 5 23% 2 9% 3 14% 35114 |40 22
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Instructor's Mastery of the Subject Matter 13 59% 3 14% 2 9% 2 9% 2 9% 40 (14 )50 22
Instructor's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 11 58% 2 1% 2 1% 2 1% 2 11% (39 (14|50 19
Instructor's Clarity 8 36% 4 18% 3 14% 4 18% 3 14% 35115 |40 22
Instructor's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 7  32% 3 14% 2 9% 7  32% 3 14% (32|15 |30 22

Overall Teaching Effectiveness of the Instructor 7  32% 5 23% 1 5% 7  32% 2 9% 34114140 22




Additional Comments About the Course

| do not understand why Communication majors are required to take this course. It is full of Computer Science kids and is rather impossible. | suggest considering a different logical course if
you to continue to have this requirement.

N/a

It's an interesting subject, but it takes time to understand. Class was cancelled too much to fully learn what we should have, and paid to learn.

The material was very hard to learn. The only notes only helped with sometimes. There were no extra exams we can practice with. Also no recorded lecture to go back to. Assignments were
not handed back, so students had no idea what they missed.

Pretty valuable stuff!

A very good complement to engineering courses.

Additional Comments About the Instructor

He was extremely unhelpful, anything | learned | taught myself

N/a

Shear knows the material, there's no doubt about that. However the way in which he teaches the material is at his own preference. | personally feel since he does know the material shouldn't
he first be able to explain how to solve problems in simple language that everyone can understand. Then use the logic terms to apply to the respective ideas, that way as time goes on the
student can associate the simple explanations with the conventions in logic. Since Shear didn't take the time to do this as the class progressed, for me personally the subject itself was less
interesting. That is to point out that at the beginning of the class he did a great job making it interesting since he actually took the time to explain the material clearly. In conclusion, | would
suggest he treat every section in the class as if its still a foreign language.

Ted cancelled class for about 2 weeks worth of lecture and he had his TA take over for at least 3 lectures. This is very unprofessional. | paid to take this class. I'm extremely unsatisfied with
his professionalism and availability. His TA, Tyrus, seemed to be a better instructor and more available, approachable, and better at clarifying any misunderstandings. I'm sure Ted would
have been good had he not missed about half of the quarter.

| had a very hard time understand the professor and his notes. | tried to read the book and still was not able to clarify any material

Ted's lectures/over all course structure was clear and organized. Expectation was challenging yet within a reasonable framework. Def. was able to spark interest in Philosophy!




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Learning Activity

Enroliment

%
Response

Spring Quarter 2014

5/29/2014 12:00 AM

35121

PHI

012

AO1

Lecture

33

66




Instructor Edward Shear

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2014 Student Evaluation of Teaching
PHI 012 (A02) 35122
Enrollment 37 Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor
% responding 72

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD| M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 12 44% 5 19% 6 22% 3 11% 1 4% 39 (12 )40 27
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Overall Quality of the Course 11 41% 4 15% 4 15% 6 22% 2 7% 36|14 |40 27
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the instructor. 10 37% 4  15% 6 22% 6 22% 1 4% 36 |13 | 4.0 27
(excellent | very good | satisfactory | fair | poor)
Instructor's Mastery of the Subject Matter 15 56% 5 19% 6 22% 1 4% 0 0% 43 (09|50 27
Instructor's Accessibility and Willingness to Help Students 14 54% 2 8% 6 23% 4  15% 0 0% 40 (12|50 26
Instructor's Clarity 11 41% 0 0% 9 33% 5 19% 2 7% 35 (14|30 27
Instructor's Ability to Stimulate Interest in Subject 10 38% 2 8% 4  15% 5 19% 5 19% (33|16 |30 26
Overall Teaching Effectiveness of the Instructor 10 38% 3 12% 7 27% 5 19% 1 4% 36 (13 |35| 26




Additional Comments About the Course

This course introduces tools that can be used in everyday life. | strongly believe that my critical thinking skills have improved after taking this course.

The material was presented too quickly, without enough time to have a concrete understanding of it before taking the quizzes. Too many classes were cancelled, which made me feel as if |
was at a disadvantage when it came to understanding the material.

Interesting material

| didn't like the group quiz aspect of the course. More often than not | did the entire quiz by myself and someone copied down all of my work onto one sheet to turn in. Other than that, the
assignments were challenging and furthered my understanding of the material and the midterm was really challenging as well.

poor

Additional Comments About the Instructor

A great Teacher, sometimes he moves fast, but It comes together through homework and the quizzes, where he lets us learn from one another without a heavy penalty if we make mistakes.

The instructor provided the class with great resources, as well as the willingness to help everyone learn the material. Above all, the instructor is a very intelligent individual. | would definitely
recommend him to incoming students.

It would be helpful if the instructor tries to present the material in a different way when a student does not understand it the first time.

Teds awesome. Clear and helpful

N/A

Ted has been very kind throughout the class. He wants to see his students succeed. He is very clear in lecture and shows a very detailed understanding of the subject. If you have any more
questions please e-mail Jad Souki at jrsouki@ucdavis.edu. Id be happy to answer any more questions.

Professor Shear had mastery over the material, but he still moved through the material at a pace that was appropriate for us. He never got tired of repeating himself if we needed it. He
presented the material in a manner that helped us learn and retain the information.

My only complaint in this class was that he missed 6 days of instruction. Three of those days were taught by the T.A., but | still wish he had been there because there were some
discrepancies between the way Tyrus taught the information and the way that Ted wanted us to do it on the exams.

When given the quizzes, | felt like it wasn't really fair for the last 2 quizzes, we didn't really go over them and we were given tough problems to do. We were just barely exposed to it and the
quiz wasn't hard but just required a lot of time because we just end up rushing and not finishing it. (last 2 quizzes may have required a little more time)

Cancelled class a lot which made it hard to keep up

Ted is very clear when lecturing, and once he develops more confidence as a lecture | think he'll be a great professor. Every time | went to his office he was extremely helpful and he made
sure | understood the material when | left. Overall, a great professor and | would definitely take a course from him again.




Term

Eval Opened

CRN

Subject

Course

Section

Learning Activity

Enroliment

%
Response

Spring Quarter 2014

5/29/2014 12:00 AM

35122

PHI

012

A02

Lecture

37

72




Summary of Student Evaluations of instructors and Courses

WINTER QUARTER 2013
Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 14
Course Number: PHI 101 AO4 Total # of Responses: 3
Course:  Metaphysics % of responses to Enrl: 21.43%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 2 1 0 0 0 0
%= 66.67% 33.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 2 1 0 0 0 0
%= 66.67% 33.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 2 0 1 0 0] 0
%= 66.67% 0.00% 33.33% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: Miﬁg z

Course: Mt/ W) petsghy crecs . Section/time: (3¢./ / 7 i%p s

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

" EXCELLENT - °VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quglity of the discussion

. EXCELLENT ':z,VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did yod attend your discussion section

LS e 13,

ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: 'ﬂ:p %“EP(Q/ :
Course: p'l'ﬂ , O/L . Section/time: DLIT Tﬂ % 7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Qverall teaching eﬁm?th teaching assistant
EXCELLENT D GOOD FAIR POOR

Overalt quality of the

EXCELLENT RY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section—_

RARELY NEVER

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETI



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: ‘T 2 5 heayr

Course: PHT 10 ) Section/time: &

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

LE VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

@ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
WINTER QUARTER 2013

Name of Instructor:

Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 26
Course Number: PHI 101 AQC3 Total # of Responses: 16
Course:  Metaphysics % of responses to Enrl: 61.54%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 11 3 2 0 0 0
%= 68.75% 18.75% 12.50% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 9 4 2 1 0 0
%= 56.25% 25.00% 12.50% 6.25% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 11 4 0 1 0 0
%= 68.75% 25.00% 0.00% 6.25% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: [€  Shhe

A A" e o5 T e . . N il w2 ‘J YR s )
Course: ’«"’H“w 05 10O 2 Section/time: D-—-' [ // e “;" logy.
o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the foiiowing in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to

help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this

evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy

Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will

not be read untit final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD Goop FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section
gy

ALWAYS OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013
Teaching Assistant: l/]%’ (l S “ (a 4
Course: Q“ l \ O ] : Section/time: O 3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
heip students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wiill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

helpful w/ Papecs
Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EX&@IT},- NT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXC'E{JLJENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant:

Course: Fre) 101 s Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT > VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

e How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant:  \C’ (q

1 1 |
Course: (7L A0 A Section/time: O/.)D

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ' VERYGOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussior;

EXCELLENT . VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS 7 OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant:  Ted  Shear

Course: ’Dh, losop het o] . Sectionftime: 0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wiill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
=N

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD 00D FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD GAIR POOR

~—

How often did you attend your discussion section

—
ALWA\>S OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: 12 d (S A€ 204 :
Course: Db\( [O l : Section/time: O 3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

—
EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall qualri'ty'of the discussion
/-"///—_\

" EXCELLENT y) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

_—

™~

LWAYy OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

~—

g.bften-djd you attend your discussion section
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013
Teaching Assistant: “Yed gl/\c,a("
Course: %\ . Yol ; Section/time:  ©=

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wiill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

Py

§(CELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

( EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: __|¢» otieoe

Course: PH| [0 . Sectionitime: (O 2

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wiill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar,
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLEﬂT)’ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

N

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013
Teaching Assistant: _€c] Shear”
Course: i[O ; Section/time: ©3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

CELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
uality of the discussion
XCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

ow often did you attend your discussion section

LWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: 727>  SHEAN

Course: B P4 0] : Section/time: O°>
Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

—

=

<fE5(CELLEN " VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Oygrglmgglity of the discussion
./EXCELLEN]\“\ Y VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

( ALWA%‘ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: Tﬁd Shecas”

Course: P\(\\ \O\ . Section/time: O3

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted is very wowtedgable  ond  very el pful
1 QO(AY‘IOQ X C@-Sﬂ D Ccomwm unvicadd Wity

W and I wad €48y fo  veet wue o
lowetes oo gl n e

pdner—  Haan  Hoof

pCLice  tnouxs. A Ovly

Juen hess eadhing O
e was VY '\Ae\\qf/m_

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

/\E_XEELLENT/ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT Y_Ei’XE)ED) GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

 ALWAYS p OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: 1€\ Sha

Course: P\'\\ Lol . Section/time: 07)

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to

help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy

Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will

not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT | ~ VERYGOOD )  GOOD FAIR
Overall quality of the discussion

ISRt
EXCELLENT «  VERY GOOD> GOOD FAIR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS "OFTEN . SOMETIMES RARELY

{
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: /\/'«OQ 6"14£/ .
Course: ’Q\”\{. \0' . Section/time: 03 / fZ 6‘7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wili
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT @ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

LWAY OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: TeD SHEAR
Course: MQ{n/D/;W/Zs o] ID}),'_/ . Sectiontime: &

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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QOverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

T
EXCELL@ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013
Teaching Assistant: TED SHEAR
Course: Phiy 101 : Section/time: (2 ] R Gilo =7 o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Qverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

C EX(TE’LLEND VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
me VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

LWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter Quarter 2013

Teaching Assistant: /\‘4 5 47\1\ el

Course: VYL 1 \D\ f“e\m:\usq;z‘:. Sectionftime: (%

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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QOverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
C; Ig*;?;ELLEN\:I?) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overf!l_q_u_ality of the discussion
('/’iizgéﬁil,ﬁm ' VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES ¢~ 'I‘_{.ARELY \ NEVER



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

SPRING QUARTER 2013
Name of Instructor:  Edward Shear Total Enroliment; 27
Course Number: PHI 001 A08 Total # of Responses: 15
Course:  Introduction to Philosophy % of responses to Enrl: 55.56%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 5 8 2 0 ¢ 0
%= 33.33% 53.33% 13.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 3 7 4 1 0 0
%= 20.00% 46.67% 26.67% 6.67% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes  Rarely Never  No Reply
n= 8 6 1 0 0 0
%= 53.33% 40.00% 6.67% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosaphy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: / ¢l Seon Quarter/Year: ‘f; Atiy 203
Course: (TL/"/C\ _L Section/Time: 7211) (’(.'-{l' I "r'/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your B
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wiil
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  VERY GOOD /;Ggaj D FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD CFAIR ) POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

( ALWAYS / OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
o Jd ( e P ¢ A - A
Teaching Assistant: CCY N J‘ WO Quarter/Year: }/ MRIR"4
VARV \ N - )
Course: | /) \ (v \ Section/Time: __/ 1Cy ,/ = Ly

‘ 1
Please evaluate the Teachi_r_uL Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

|

M\» ( g,

|
}

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT - VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the disciission

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

__How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS / OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
-~ & . /
Teaching Assistant: /3/ Sheay Quarter/Year: —!'ne | 20 3

U
Course: P H I ‘ Section/Time: £:10-1:00Pm AO?

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wvill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectivenes_s of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOYIEDV > GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discus:sion

EXCELLENT -~ VERYGOOD >  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN _— SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant; I{Od ) % 00N Quarter/Year: &
Course; P\/\/LQ()Q()Y,‘[’\,UL\ N0 section/Time: _ (0.1 ()~ 1 P P{Q7

i
Please evaluate the TeachQuq Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT = VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

’ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: le. & S\n ol Quarter/Year: S\‘)cnb T\
Course: _ "Philpsoph I OO\ Section/Time: Wed & (oD ~ 7.0d 7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wyill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ™, GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD @B@“} FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

)
W 3 OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: Ted g™ Quarter/Year: 14
Course: _ P | oot SectionTime: POl G110 PM

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT -~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

S \
(ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

p %



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: ’?Qr\ Shead Quarter/Year: I\:"‘_/l (N
Course: i1 0l SectionTime: [\ © 6110~ 7 AV

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT < VERYGOOD » GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GO(;D,} GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: Te¢d  SWlax Quarter/Year: <PY¥in g
Course; Y | SectionTime: . b~ 1 ¢™

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ¢ GOOD / FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

7= j .
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GOOD > FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

— )}
ALWAYS (OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant; | e} S\n-?,(»f Quarter/Year: Dot N {8,
Course: Pl 1 Section/Time: /+0] -

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GO(?D" GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discﬁééfon

EXCELLENT ' i}/ERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

CALWAYS/ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: T@; g\m\( Quarter/Year: S |3)
Course: @ M’f OOA/ Section/Time: N@é (9. |0 -""]‘a@b

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

N VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
- (‘ = l
Teaching Assistant: KC& QMOU( Quarter/Year: DY 0O\

Course: Dﬂ\ \ Section/Time: M \J\;“f‘j‘&&. (:,; .

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wyill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VYERY GOOD_~  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

— ————

B _'“‘CELLENT) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

“ AR

: mﬁ&w oftén did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

-



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

- |'\ \/t W\ 7
Teaching Assistant: e} \( oY Quarter/Year: Srii /

Course: \\}{ MDD ‘) \ Section/Time:
A
Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discLssion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES- RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: Ted nenc Quarter/Year: % \?}
Course: ?u\i—' Section/Time: 6 10 "f‘

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
(EXCELLENT VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD :,'Cf‘}‘OOD,.Z\) FAIR POOR

S

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS (OFTEN. SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: /\ (-‘C& &;‘\.ﬁ‘(,@ 4 Quarter/Year: |
"\ ’ \ . { “\ TR \[ s ( -
course: I'%\/{ukt SR 1 Section/Time: Ne ! (o =t ({,, AL
SOUIEE : \ 5

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

E{)}_(CEL’I;,ENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Ov;[all_ quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Teaching Assistant: Ted Swear Quarter/Year:  S¢/ 2°'?
Course: PHT o4 Section/Time: W‘Ma} 6.0 - 779

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wyill
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

é@ VERYGOOD ~ GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

¢ EXCELLENT) ~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

(ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
WINTER QUARTER 2012

Name of Instructor;  Ted Shear
Course Number: PHI 101 AO2
Course:  Theory of Knowledge

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:

Excellent VeryGood Good Fair

Total Enrollment:
Total # of Responses:
% of responses to Enrl:

Poor No Reply
n= 9 3 2 0 0 0
%= 64.29% 21.43% 14.29% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 7 3 4 0 0 0
%= 50.00% 21.43% 28.57% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 12 2 0 0 0 0
%= 85.71% 14.29% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%

28
14
50.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: ed S hea .
Course: PWL \0) y Section/time: AQ \

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Depariment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

""'E”XCELLENT\\ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS 7"~) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: e J QW . .
Course: OW\| A0A . Sectionftime: “F ‘10 — %em

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Qverall quality of the discussion

=X
EXCELLE VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

N\
ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted Shear .
Course: [Pl 1U] . Sectionftime: A U1 Tuls 773

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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'Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

"(EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT  VERY GOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

(ALWAYS . OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY — NEVER
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: T2d §neyl :
Course: fn) 10| Ao\ . Section/time:

e - L pd

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

(EXCELLENT> VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

\ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: ’)E;{ f/zem’

Course: phi/ 10/ Section/time: A 9/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOE)?J: GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the dis??uésion

EXCELLENT | VERY GOOD 290@ FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

C ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

. . —— { ;
Teaching Assistant: led 5! _ | o
Course:  Yhilesvphy (O] . Section/time: /0 2/ -

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section_in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT ( VERYGOOD * GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD ) FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

_ALWAYS " OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: .
Course:_ PH/ 2] ; Sectionftime: Tugs =% #n0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

e a j el The was A Udrr'/g ble o #ef
7[/({ ﬂ/&f\ja/} (7 '/,,///7;}/) t’/ /";(v(j{((/ /’(é

i J } " <",é' // 3 ,’{ e 22 :"/
., &2 3)047/ ot /&’fS"/ geter? 2 J,f 2
Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
¢ EXCELLENT VERY GQOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Qverall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section
CALWAYS> OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: /lﬁél ; _
Course: 19] , Section/time: | /. 00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

He  Sheeld gt e tig Tor The qwﬂ»ﬁ il fertn e pper.

Ovegrgl}l» teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

¢ Ei{ceuﬁfﬂ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overail quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT [ VERY GOOD —, GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

(ALWAYS, OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: TED .
Course: £ 1100 ; Sectionftime: TV & 1910 ~1oo0

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

==
- ==

XCELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

(__E
\ -

Overall quality of the discussion

N

'EXCELLENT/  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS _ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: _ 720 Swenp )
Course: PH!I o) . Section/time: Ao

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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QOverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD vy GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussi;l;}

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

( ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching ASSlStant 160( AN hc"“" .
Course:_ PH-T Sectionftime: A0/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD  (GOGD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT  VERY GOOD (tqi)-@ FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

(ALWAYS™, ~ OFTEN SOMETIMES ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: '@(’ 9 %ea/ ) - -7 2
Course: Vhi Lol . Section/time; 5. (T O

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD <_ GOE)BT' , FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS /~ OFTEN " SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



(

Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: T¢d Snpoal ,
Course: Phal Dl ~&senfaasns Section/time: A Q(

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the digscussion gection in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read untii final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

I(JF o WT €\ CH by a 4" ‘F ‘J‘

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

N 7

:
XCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

=

Overall quality of the discussion

/ EXCELLENT ', VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: BED S . A o\
Course: A | : Section/time
I EAd

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the digscussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall'teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

(!

EXCELLENT

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall QUaIity of the discussion

EXCéLﬁENlI \ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
l

How(often d|d you attend your discussion section

IA\/AYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

WINTER QUARTER 2012
Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 28
Course Number: PHI 101 A01 Total # of Responses: 18
Course:  Theory of Knowledge % of responses to Enrl: 64.29%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 11 6 1 0 0 0
%= 61.11% 33.33% 5.56% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 10 4 4 0 0 0
%= 55.56% 22.22%  22.22% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 13 4 1 0 0 0
%= 72.22% 22.22% 5.56% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: Tt.Dl %»’ .
Course: FA 01 Sectionftime: 'Aﬂl

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

@E:—L@ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

@:g_gfgm/ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ACWAYS > OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: led Sbm\' r )
Course: PHI M| ) Section/time: A D|

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching eﬁectivepgss of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD) ~ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of thé discussion

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD  ( GOOD ) FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

P

ALWAYS ( »FTEN\) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching éssistant: TE\') SWZA‘K -
Course;_ YWT 0| : Section/time: AD]

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD),  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT  VERYGOOD  (GOOD) FAIR POOR
How often did you atftend your discussion section

(ALWAYS, OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted §leers :
Course:  (L: /6 A0 . Section/time:

g— - 7700 ¢ ./f:tp’f

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

S —==——xx

EXCELLENT Q//\éRY GO@ ) GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD,  GOOD FAIR POOR
e ie®

How often did you attend your discussion section

——

ALWAYS _OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012 A— & i_
Teaching Assistant: Te B D S Hb IAV R .
Course: Lo\ Sectionttime. 7 -© O

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion gsection in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

ow often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: __ Tec  Sheaf ; .
Course; _ PHL 10| . Section/time: A0l T €:19 pm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

e =i s,

EXCELLE VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
XCELLENG ~ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: _ £dwacd  S\vion 2 ; -
Course: PHLL \O) . Sectionftime: =5 $ -C

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

VERY HelPCul A y CLERR ¢ UBRY Cool_TH
EOTDY DiscUssioN AND g Grode Very
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Qveral.Lt@hing effectiveness of the teaching assistant
E@_&LIEN’*‘ | VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

&C)m,/—’ T VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

Qx/ﬁﬂs OFTEN SOMETIMES ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: _ Test Sineac ;
Course: S\ O\ . Section/time: £\

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

PES

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GoOD { GOOD FAIR POOR

T

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS C OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teachin Assustant M( ilf/ . A
Course: LO\ ; Sectionftime: O‘

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overgll teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall q'uélrity of the discussion

EXCELLEN'VI;) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
| How often did you attend your discussion section

—

' ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: T €d Sihenr .
Course:__ P\t \o)\ . Section/time: A ol

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discugsion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT )  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT @ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS : OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: “T=D  (EDwARD Sﬁ%‘-Pr\'L\) .
Course: P 1D\ Sectionftime: T 10-"1 PM

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
heip students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

TED 1S AVESOME L HE'S KUVAY S wALUNE To HBELP ¢ VERY CLERR 1N
YRS BROKY- DOWAN OF TIE MRTeRIfL.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
T~

EXCELLE VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

@E/EN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often-did-you attend your discussion section

=

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: Te.cy ﬂ%eﬁf .
Course: WO\ Section/time M

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

\\.%Uj’i‘t}(\ > Ledye y MUuchh Whote Lo

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT <CVERYGOOD ' GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ~~ VERYGOOD'  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you a;en)d your discussion section

¢ ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Depariment of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: T@ d‘\/ Sheav . ;
Course:_ Me {fO\Jlr)\r\\’/ﬂ'(, S 401 . Section/time: Tb(} 6 .(O - 7 PM

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Tede % has beern o very WW oo™
reopectful TA. He veponds 40 ¢ -mad | s
a/uu'o!c%.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: - INLAA” . X o
Course: Dl o ol "Mehe Section/time:\ ‘;’(; (O ?]M E

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Reglstrar
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

K” EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quallty of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS /OFTENT SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Depaitment of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted S%m .
Course: Pl ). lof - Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  (VERY GOOD _~GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

"WL'WAYS.. _ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

C )
Teaching Assistant: Ted o "@a’f
Course: PNil |0 :

Sectionftime: | Ue. e

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT . VERY GOOD ~, GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN (SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Winter 2012

Teaching Assistant: () &HBAR. .
Course:_aM| 161 . Section/time: A0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
CEXCELLENT > VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT > VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

N ———

How often did you attend your discussion section

(__ ALWAYS N OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
‘ Winter 2012
Teaching Assistant: 120 TR4SE¢ _ 4 |
Course: I/ [ [O] : Section/time: | (/€7 [/ i

\

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
lv" /EXCAELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How-often did you attend your discussion section

[ ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

\\



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
SPRING QUARTER 2012

Name of Instructor;

Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 27
Course Number: PHI 015 AQ2 Total # of Responses: 19
Course:  Bioethics % of responses to Enrl: 70.37%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 5 5 8 1 0 0
%= 26.32% 26.32% 42,11% 5.26% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
= 1 5 11 2 0 0
%= 5.26% 26.32% 57.89%  10.53% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 5 8 6 0 0 0
%= 26.32% 42.11% 31.58% 0.00% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: Te.c)\ S0ed

Course; __ PH\L1A Sectionfime: | i 710 -3.00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy.  Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ( VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

Y s Y'I‘W
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD . GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN _ SOMETIME RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: Té é( J /\ e/
Course: FH( [5 :

Sec'tion/time:‘7/\0/1/ C‘;/ 07/0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

(/E%(_)EL@F VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Ovéal quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT @ GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS @ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Sheoy™ Ted

Teaching Assistant:
Course: ﬁhr \H

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Werdrdul Secrion, DiscdOfon was alwayrs clew”
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Section/time:

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
- //,/—-\3
(EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

( EXCELLENT ' VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN / SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: 1€ 3 Shear .
Course: SN\ - 15 ; Section/time: O O -

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

e t——

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GOOD FAIR POOR

Qverall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD g,/GOOD?J FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

—————
—

ALWAYS OFTEN (_SOMETIMES> ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted Shwe ; 00)
Course: pHi 1s . Sectionftime:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your intersst in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOQOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discusSioh

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GQQD--v ‘ FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussién section

ALWAYS OFTEN / SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted §nenr ; , D
Course: Qw1 —1J . Sectiontime: 002 20— 9D

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

{EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ~ WERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

WAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: % Sheo 0

Course: DH| IS . Section/time: A"

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GobD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOb | \ FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS (OFTEN - SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: o0 e _
Course: [T | : Sectionftime: {102 2 10 -4

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
gvaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD  / GOOD’ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GO'OD‘ FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS '(OFTEN"‘ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: Ted $h G~ "
Course: FHL (S . Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GOOD ) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion - |

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD (FAIR D POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

— —
= ~

ALWAYS OFTEN ("SOMETIMES = RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant:  TEo <3-AF
Course: Pr (S .

Section/time: i e |7 o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the digscussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teachip_gﬁistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR \) POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: ‘\QD S‘OQQQ .
Course:_ YNy \5 Section/time: 2: 9

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT \VEHY coop|  Goop FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD | GOOD | FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN “?\ SOMETIMES| ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: ed S \(\e av ; B T
Course: PHIT \D Section/time: | m;%(,,%:x& 2\ 7200

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ' VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Ovéra]l quality of the discussiqn

S

\

EXCELLENT | VERYGOOD -~  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

.'/

ALWAYS [  OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: 722 oy . ,
Course:_ ‘{'\ll{)i,b'-‘.‘lv 4 (& ; Section/time: élb

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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QOverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

— )
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD l GOOD ) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD - GOOD ) FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

T ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy
STUDENT EVALUATIONS

Spring 2012
«'\
<
Teaching Assistant: /&.”')x J@f ;
Course;__ )Mty 1§ - . Sectionftime: 60 ¢

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT .:fj’\"/E@ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD 0603 ) FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS (OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: _ [Ccl T C G- _
Course:  YWLOSUPIYY 15 . Section/time: /’rOl/ 210 WV\’Sdcy

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discusslon section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
évaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the phitosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT (VERY GOOD ; GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD | GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant; _ ¢ bwadD  svihr . _
Course: [ HI 016 Lptings . . Section/time: Ao\ 17 2 ool R

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject maiter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD ) FAIR POCR
Overall quality of the discussion '

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD | GOOD ) FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion seétion

ALWAYS:;:‘"-; OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: ¢ Snene . )
Course:_ P\ \S ; Section/time: 62 Thwrs 2- S

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Socia! Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD (FAIR)  POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD l/(CfébDj ) FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: [ T hear , - i3
Course: Ph \S . Section/time: hurs YU S

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

(e

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD ‘ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ~ /~ GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion sectic_)ﬁ “

ALWAYS OFTEN ¢~ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

g



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
SPRING QUARTER 2012

Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear
Course Number: PHI 015 A01
Course:

Bioethics

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good

Total Enrollment:

Total # of Responses:
% of responses to Enrl:

Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 6 6 5 1 0 0
%= 33.33% 33.33% 27.78% 5.56% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 6 5 6 0 1 0
%= 33.33% 27.78%  33.33% 0.00% 5.56% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 7 8 2 1 0 0
%= 38.89% 44.44% 11.11% 5.56% 0.00%

0.00%

29

18
62.07%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

—
Teaching Assistant: (u] :\LMM/

Course;_ Pri} i < . Section/time: . |

;OO}OI’V\

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation wil
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ERY GOOD GOOD FAIR

Overall quality of the discussﬂm

EXCELLENT \({R@ GOOD FAIR

g
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS (OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY

POOR

POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: Tool twear

Course: PR D Section/time: 210 pmi- 3 Opin.

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matier, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: [.¢-& Q«.wc«/

Course: [y (& Section/time: (.0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall-teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Ovefall g ality of the discussion

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How-often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAY, OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: ___ \ed) H0en( : .
Course: Py 15 ; Section/time: TR 10:38-1):50
R dovmn 1730~ K00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD  ~GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD Goop ) FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

“ALWAYS) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
e 7
Teaching Assistant: __| QA fD(I\QCLW : % “% _
Course:  “H [ -BigethtcS . Sectionttime: | -/(/ pimn / c,(fb(;((,u{ S

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

sy

( EXCE“LLEN‘T_’_ . VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
" Overall quality of the discussion

, EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

e ———

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS koﬁaﬁ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
ing 2012
(Te d> Spring 20
Teaching Assistant: _“dwavdl Sheax
Course: PUl 1S .

Sectionftime: 53¢ e AO L/ | pm ’%m

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT CVERY GOOD\ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discys§jon

EXCELLENT  (VERY Goon)  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

-
ALWAYS ( § OFTE SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: Edurand Jlno4 _ |
Course: 1 /i )5 : Section/time: | /Aial

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have heen tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD { FAIR) POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: €0 SNCG(
Course:_ Y0\ \S _

: o )
Sectionftime: | N |10 2. 00 PW

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  _VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ‘QERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your disf:.ussion section

{

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

]
;



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: /. Cef 5 inderes .
Course: (//" 7~/ ) : Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

s)

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT . VERYGOOD ™ GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT \ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

N\

ALWAYS ~~ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
‘ pring 2012
© '
Teaching Assistant: Y ) ()\ > M
Course: g\,, ny,  \& . Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

( EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

( EXCELLENT >  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

—’

How often did you attend your discussion section

CALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

N\



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: | ¢¢ Sheer ; P
Course: PHT [S . Section/time: T L‘ ry O - Z X 90

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overa of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: &1 4heac . . ,
Course: 1‘7!,\;' 1S . Section/time: Thi ‘g I-OO

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar. J\_,
mb
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QOverall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ﬁOO FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion i
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD (GOOD ) FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS <0PT EN / SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Phllosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant:  Ted. TS heax .
Course: PH\ S < Section/time: Thucs  [[O—2 pm_

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted is very wnig, SMAE, anck helpfu.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOb FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: 1<l Sheafs .
Course:__ Yhi 1S : Section/time: mrjdcuj - 2o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
l\ - EXCELLENT \ VERY GOOD GOOCD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT )’ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
B 7ﬁq{W often did you attend your discussion section

( ALWAYS\ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
- _



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: TﬁdL Shear

Course: PHI &

Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned ir& tt}g Office of the Registrar.
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Ovel_rall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

@CLE@ VERY GOCD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did.;/’c’su attrer_lfqnyour discussion section

s NN\
ALWAYS (" OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: TPd .
Course: ’\‘7\‘/\‘\\‘_@ : Sectionttime: TS . | -2

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the digscussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT @OD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOL FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012

Teaching Assistant: [ ¢ ’ g T T
Course: Fhi 1N ; Section/time: ],/N”',. n 1 Hlatdse

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

}\’a-JC @f\ﬁ{ .

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion = ’,

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD  (GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES (/ RARELY ‘ NEVER

(3 e



Department of Phitosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2012
Teaching Assistant: _©hei . .
Course:_PHT 1% : Section/time: R l.ov pm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Bs sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

P

EXCELLENT ~ (VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
\—_

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT (_ VERYGOOD ~ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
R



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

FALL QUARTER 2012
Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 23
Course Number: PHI 016 A02 Total # of Responses: 19
Course:  Introduction to Ethics & Political Philosohy % of responses to Enrl: 82.61%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent VeryGood Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 3 10 6 0 0 0
%= 15.79% 52.63% 31.58% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
= 4 8 6 1 0 0
%= 21.05% 42.11% 31.58% 5.26% 0.00% 0.00%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always Often Sometimes  Rarely Never No Reply
= 12 6 0 1 0 0
%= 63.16% 31.58% 0.00% 5.26% 0.00%

0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: 7»1 SHZ (/

‘Nf’,‘)-)

Course: /7;’ (% ) Section/time:/] v/t 7.AC

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD [ GOOD ) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion |
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

( ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: T@J 6*80(

Course: Q)\\\ \‘0 i Section/time: {1 P&( 7!‘ 7/ /

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will

not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Flegus}rj
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD 00D, FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

B

(" ALWAYS) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

~—



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Edward Sheas ;
Course: P{m | OSO(Jh\,, L6 . Section/time: 710 - SO

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Phiiosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Ass;istant:—[—éAJ Sln@v_f

Course: P}'LI \«é) , Section/time: @l

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, wi@%—@to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or returh it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

T M Ted was w ven hind W], T vwounk o\ §
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD < GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD '‘GOOD m POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant; ved gy

Course:  PHI0IL . Section/time: 340° 750 gin

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ( GOO;D) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD [ Goon> FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS _OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: __ ¢d Shean
Course:  Phi 16 ; Sectionfime: 7 -8 Pm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS | OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: _1ed Shear _
Course: P H p 1L ; Section/time: /1" Q2

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matier, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT ( VERY GO@ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

—
ALWAYS <OFTE> SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: 7o Sreas

Course: "Milososrne; OLb 5 Section/time: U“’\;""' 3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your intetest in philosophy. Piease tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT)  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

,d‘
EXCELLENT &ERY GOOD> GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

e g

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: _( [ed ) Eluwevd  Jhess

Course: Pl

1T 01k ; Section/time: 110 ~ & o<

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  ( VERY GQOD‘ ; GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of th; discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS /  OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY . NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: / f/ Ly v {’/ Sh 4 1/,/

Course: PH / / é‘ ; Sec.tion/time: 7/) M/ p ///V ("ﬁ/ ;

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness _thhe-tea)ching assistant
e ?

EXCELLENT @\LGQDD/ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion———
EXCELLENT 2~ VERY GOOD ///4/ 00D FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS ,/  OFTEN _— SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: ?AM( JL Sl\ear
Course: iC H’Z / b . Section/time: i . !Oi'fﬂ "%{;?/‘ﬂ

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tured into the Office of the Registrar.

(Drea.-[— a-l" L\Cﬂ)[é:u\b au\i r&]ﬁh& DQQ(“\(S;OI‘S

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ A/ERYGOOD )  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the ;irscussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD (@@ FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion se(:tion?

[ ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

R
Teaching Assistant:  £7) Sheng
Course: PHT. L : Section/time: (Uz&pwgﬂcg 73j0 o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectlveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOi)D GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT @Y GOOD> GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ved Shear

Course: Ul o hical g p Section/time: J' ‘ 7.’)0

;"]Y\pl |/6“\ J(’)h.\o(‘(n(\/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effec’t_iygnesg_pf\ ¢ teaching assistant

EXCELLENT {;VEHY GOOD. ~ GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion \
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS (r " OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Téd 51’]90'1/'

Course: %/ / 0&0@%&/ / G : Section/time: AOZ
4

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD’  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

—

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

; )
ALWAYS / OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Tecl S&\fwm

Course: PH 1 \6 : Section/time: 7/ 7; [O FM.

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

™~
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD) GOOD FAIR POOR
Overalt quality of the discussion

CEXfC];IjLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWA YS\/ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant:

™ ¥ ?
p B —
T - ~

Course: (] |2 v . Section/time: o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VE D GOOD FAIR POOR

Overail quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY W GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted S»\Q.O\(

Course: Q\r\\ \QD : Section/time: AOL

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaiuation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

CEXCELLENT | VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overalt quality of the discussion

\EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS | OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: = Auinrd Sneny

Course: Pniininei d Vb . Section/time: “]g,d nzfday [r, 10 p iy

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT - VERY GOd[) GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ERY GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

_ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: Ted S Yeay
Course:_ YV \b : Sectionftime: 7. WD =K

Please evaiuate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT  VERYGOOD ~ GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ~ (VERYGOOB,"  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

FALL QUARTER 2012
Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enrollment: 27
Course Number: PHI 016 A01 Total # of Responses: 25
Course:  Introduction to Ethics & Political Philosohy % of responses to Enrl: 92.59%

Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:

Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 6 9 9 1 0 0
%= 24.00% 36.00% 36.00% 4.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Overall quality of the course:

Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 4 11 9 1 0 0
%= 16.00% 44.00% 36.00% 4.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes  Rarely Never No Reply

n= 16 8 1 0 0 0
%= 64.00% 32.00% 4.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: TCA %\(\ﬁa\f SN
Course: % PHI DKI) . Section/time: l? (P"lb"7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

@37 had some diffgolhes undevsmdlmj Ted(,j u:,
olon't Agseribe Haing s Hre samey, WAy, N e,
H‘:]Cekt‘c/ ¥ W{lOSOPImCdj %CV(’VM Hat [ v}/of Lymiiar-

‘9 H’\ /[e 1S VW ) ¢ haS @
l/mé b F e SukjecF ot e s
vm raendly , dproachuble + Gilling o

INRV Sruden g

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD _;) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ( VERY GOOD; GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

> il
ALWAYS ¢ OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: EAWN d QI\&\( _ UJQ AM a’ £y
Coutse, ? k‘ O\L : Section/time: b |0 — 7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar,
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLE VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

_ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

3 o oL
Teaching Assistant: t C U“') L

{

Course: {)UI Vo . Section/time: - vo -

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching eﬁectivene§s of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VEH]? G&OD GOQOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discﬁssion

EXCELLENT VER(@)OD GOOD FAIR POOR
How of‘in did you attend your discussion section?

!
ALW AY] OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: KE (\ %\WO@* ;
Course: O\ \ \ \\n . Section/time: A D\

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT (VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD CG\BBES FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion sen:_tion?

“ALWA Y)‘J OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
(EANGIA)
Teaching Assistant:  Ttd [rtar

Course:  Thijolophy th . Section/time: M2 b1o-700

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  (VERY @ﬁ} GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ("'VééY Grod‘p GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

[ ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: \ﬁJ ) r Cel
Course: le ol : Section/time: % *Oul 1:0-F 4

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOQ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN~ SOMETIMES ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
f A\

Teaching Assistant: \¢d

\ 1 VAR _4
LA f \ fg\]‘ s
Course: Q : Section/time: W -0~

{

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
N
\EXCELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR

Overall quality of the discussion

e —
-~

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD ¢ GOOD_/ FAIR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

—————
ALWAYS OFTEN (\SO\MET!I\//IE/Q RARELY
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: | €A Shear
Course: PRI 1y . Section/time: @';7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overali teaching effec_tivenegs of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT * VERYGOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD ™. FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN ™ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Tej{ ﬂmv

Course: ?}qi/l?)of)‘\,/ / 6 . Section/time: fec}.oa }

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

( EXCELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

C __EESCBLLENT_.> VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

_ALW AYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: __Ted Shegrs
Course: \') "}I Ol . Section/time: 6 o700

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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AQvefaﬂft.gaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELL% VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall duality of the discussion
EXCELLENT-  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: \C& %l’\CC\P :
Course: PH \ lé:; : Section/time: '/L

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Depariment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  VERYGOOD (GOOD ) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY @ GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend\your discussion section?

—
ALWAYS @_) SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant:
Course: . Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teachi an

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAB{/ POOR

How often did you attend your discussion sec%n’z‘—”//
<m OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: | (0 (\ gh 0 (\ P . |
Course:_ P} 1T |G . sectiontime: 1]/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Depaitment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall leac_h;ing effectiveness of the teaching assistant

' EXCELLEE; ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quélity of the discussion

EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN D SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
. Ted
Teaching Assistant: oy Sheav
Course: '\ . e - Sectionftime: (o~ L\ O P

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD C;BGD) FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

o~

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAiE\ POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

Q\LWAY;) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

—



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: \‘ \ \/\é " : |/
Course: \” é ‘ L)l b _ Section/time: \/\/C £y // :

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Reﬁistrar.
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“Overall teacﬁiﬁ@"ets‘ectiveness of the teaching assistant
- EXCELLENT " VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
O{/eraiaual—it&a‘tbje discussion
EXCELLENT—  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your dlSCL}SSIOI’I section?

ALWAYS ( OFT EN - A SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Tet& ‘SW : .
Course: P\’\‘I lb : Sectionftime: lﬂ) ér(a - /

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD @ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS @ ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

—



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: E& W o G(

Course: PHI {é . Sectionftime: ©! // b:10-"7:00 )

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read untit final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR ) POOR
Overall quality of the discussion .

EXCELLENT ~ ( VERYGOOD'  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant:  * ./ iward Sheay
Course: VHI| [ : Sectionftime: (»

IO

)

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tiimn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GO0 FAIR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD @ FAIR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

\ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY

POOR

POOR

NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: /[2 C{

Course: /% 0/ % : Sec.tion/time: l./(// Q{ 2‘5 cegs/ I3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Ted

Course: ‘DH’Ilb : Section/time: Wo-d g" TF‘"‘

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  VERY GOOD @ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

id you attend your discussion section?

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

ALWAYS



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant Edward Shear

Course: PH1 | @ . Sectiontime:  ©: 10 "1

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ (VERYGOOD )  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT (VERY GOOD) GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

:;_;@LWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Fward  Sheay

Course: ‘ﬂ\l\r)’r’,’;’l‘léf lln ; Section/time: 1, 0" 10pm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
heip students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT Z»/ERY GOOD / GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

\ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant | @ ol  Sheca~
Course:_ PH T Vo . Section/time: O P 6. 1v~2'00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

e e—

EXCELLENT ERYGOOD'  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

ALWAYS ° OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012
Teaching Assistant: _ Zward [ T%D S heav
Course: P 1 b . Section/time: w60 -7

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ¥ERY GOOD™  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ERY G§OD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section?

LWAY OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
FALL 2012

Teaching Assistant: Terl 5 Lheav

Course:_Vhi 14 , Sectionftime: . [0 I

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT (V?ERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of theio!_ispu\_ssion

EXCELLENT | VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section?

( AI;WAYS{ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER




Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses

SPRING QUARTER 2011
Name of Instructor:  Ted Shear Total Enroliment: 30
Course Number: PHI 5-A02 Total # of Responses: 23
Course:  Critical Reasoning % of responses to Enrl.  76.00%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 18 4 1
%= 78.00%  17.00% 4.30%
Overall quality of the course:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 10 12 1
%= 43.50%  52.20% 4.30%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 15 3
%=

1
4.30%

82.60%  13.00%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: _ved sypa\ : e -
Course: ¢SOV S : Sectionftime: b MO\ 70§00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOODB GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the ;l\igéiiEEEJ/
EXCELLENT  (VERY GOOE,\) GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: __[/ward Cjicar ; Mo noLed
Course: Philosophu 5 : Section/time: _|—&

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT) ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT . VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
== )

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: TCC)B 6"\60\(—

Course:_mszji\
J

Section/time: B / 7"13”\,

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimutate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read unitil final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD <‘GOOD) FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD 00D FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant:  Faward Shegy

Course: YHIOOS Section/time: M T 1L -Dpm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tured into the Office of the Registrar.

Gregt TAM

T Roally enjoyed OMInG to AKLSSION because e was
NeRY olplul with o o mattnal and woes alwayS
open’  to anﬂ au eshon. Hig CORNCAING yooRE clath
and el mqmw\;od, He mode @) the class wery
\V\’fﬁ\@g\'n‘“ﬁ becausp we wes ex(ived o wwach e materiaf
and algo showenl Wi intevesd wn e sulgiect and

WQS NerY humorouvs at himes , fpd e was ol ways

ANl i wher L emailed oF vieoded to meot wih i
OUSIl of v ofaco ovyg ,

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

XCELLEI)I:I; B VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

CELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

-

How often did you attend your discussion section

(" ALWAYS - OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

e ————
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: V) S-HE'A@ : O - 25
Course:_7H) * =5 ] . Section/time: Mov DA\ 1. ) 00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

| LHAVED GpoD) EXAMPLES
A. < WAS e CLEAT ANT & 3 )
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WA E 1T CALDE 115

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

( EXCELLENT)  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

O\Terall quality of the discussion

~ EXCELLENj ). VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
" How often did you attend your discussion section

@AYS 3 OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

™


Ted
Sticky Note



Depariment of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assustant Ec{Wa«’d S"\eav{

Course: H( Sec.tion/time: M 7:0-% pro

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turmned into the Office of the Registrar.

Tedl was e ven dowm to Bath TA. whe was 7w‘f-e
open fo MP1W3 owk with 7u£$7l’v"‘5 P@PL& hacl Obmusl\/
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Mumblch ocCasior\aum, , bwl‘ o\/emd/L jonc TA .

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

=3
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD' GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the dlscusswn

\\
N

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

i

( ALWAYS_ / OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

{1+ was mM(L&m\/ Mk)



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: Tﬁd \\lﬂ&))\)\ A i
Course;_ P{1\ - & ] Section/time: M ! ;{O-Q'I'}m

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ) VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCE:L_E® VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

g 1161
on o Mooy g

———

ALWAYS > OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER


Ted
Sticky Note



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: e Ch 5 heat

Course: Ph;/osop}w 5

Sestiontime: Mon F19- % o

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

He is o really 9reat TA He rs super clear oam
His expectations 3)%, homework ¢ fesks. He g khows
the  Subjoct matte very welf M/ eﬂ(oam;ef students
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

o
EXCELLy VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
Q*X‘(EILLEM VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAY OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: ~ /2. e av . p > '
Course;: PHI = . Section/time: ”'L{' [0 /Nesaf

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion gection in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in phifosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

- EXCELLENT/ VERY GOQOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Q__:s_.‘_‘___,/"‘
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT dERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POCR

How often did you attend your discussion section

—— ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: T D shecly
Course: 1] ¢, .

Section/time: ponchy @ 7 10 pm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

— XY willing 3o help clarity materidl 4o the Clads
© presented/diseudied mureridl in wags stcdenty
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

\.
EXCELLENT (@9 / GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

CGLWAYS > OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: | £¢ K Z\'\em
Course: Vi <% )

Section/time: Urwb :7, T1o-8 Ty

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted wBs Alunys clecr, (‘)rc"«icmi"cﬂ'f[,accer’r ble, ovt ol w\”u:]
M WP, He seemedd by be vty educatee o e Suky <
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
(EXCELLENT ' VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLE&f‘ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

N /7
( ALWAYS / OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: “TED SHLAR

Course: PHT 5B . Seétion/time: HON FiDpm- BrpPr

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy, Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Asmstam i S 5\/16¢W‘

// !
Course: Plhi 5 Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read untit final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Tedh was clway S dn-tine ot Qrearedt b befp v
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
(EXCELLENTY  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: 1€ Sneo i -
Course: P\t 5 . Section/time: \A 1 D0 -F 0O

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted did Qrent © Oarky oy \eaure WGQ‘ M0 S
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(_EXCELLENT »  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
—

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD )  GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

(ALWAYS > OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: EAwayd _shear

Course: Pl S Sectionftime: MO T1:00 P,

Please evaluate the Teaching Asgistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Depaitment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
overall, Ted ie an excellent TA. | have \ﬂo\'v\'\n@ Lot praice
for MiS willingness to help v, nisavanlabilitty, s
Mastewy of the solsiect matter and his enthosiasim Witk
the cprse. Some of th e diccocsiths wepe well cwqam)ecﬂ,
while otipers co0ld have vged moreof a Su\d\ ne hWand,
W ierms of claity L wootd %\w Nl top mor !

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

=
CELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN OMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: WJ S.L\t’c« o

Course: (i - o™

Sec.tion/tirne: A"o; ) —7': (o '?

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Buitding. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

TA s ofrerh | yely endtast astsc
evnd) willing, o bhelp ovts'de  of elogs,

ey Kirow i c_.lg(ao 7 {{,

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

VERY GOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

—

@'D VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

. OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY ~ NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teachin Assistant:‘T{‘OJ Shea : 2O
Course:_PHZ 5 : Section/time; 1 7!

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Vel pnodledgasle. Aluays willing

te  arbuyer— oy e U esl-'orts . Pro v/ ted
Matensa | pact  wouwed  was Jene
1 Cclacs, o Welp clapy Fred.
Made me. Ned cape about L™y
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

~ EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ( VERY GOOL 'GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

.

ALWAYS ( OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

atl but }



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: _Tﬁd Shear

Course: PH\ S . Section/time: Mﬁﬂvtli 7-&

Please evaluate the Teaching Agsistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

“C ex\;\ameo‘ \'sh“l(}(.» VFé b\f’ “\C LUO\J\d ex P‘CA!\ “(P %7 \'Jﬂsf) tx(lCﬂ[
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

(EX’CELL@*g VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT  ( VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

Q ALWAY@ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: 124 el
Course: I\ (7 ;

Section/time: 1] &1 ) G e,

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Fte explaint ming¢ e M fom wd e leaimd
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT . VERYGOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the diécussion

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD-_  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did yaﬁ“arténﬁvaaf’dischssion section

ALWA% ™ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

wrked 14
daml T inss



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: Edward Sheac
Course:  PwWw S g

Section/time: Mon. F:10¢™

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion gection in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimuiate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

\/(Jv‘ 15 C\(.\(-"\p : ()(’Tf"},‘)ub\z"} \lf\kf'k (:‘E‘k’\\‘\()_
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
XCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS COFTEN) SOMETIMES RARELY

useful, Lohichisoni the case W/mony TA! .
B o ir

POOR

POOR



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

tle- 8 vo

Teaching Assistant: 755/ Shear

Course: [Plul & Section/time:

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibifity, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

lEXCI.ELLENT ~_ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT < VERYGOOD—> GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: _ Euuov) ooy
Course: P\ S ;

Sectionftime: MO 20 -8 N

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overq!l _teachirlg effectiveness of the teaching assistant

~ EXCELLENT VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ~ <VERYGOOD >  GOOD FAIR POOR
How then did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ' OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

S



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: 7€ QHEAR :
Course: PA/LoSoPhY S , Section/time: Mot /1] 71— %

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation witl
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

Ted way rug of HL pore I«u!,o/‘v/ TAs (tboe had. U wwas vty
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT .~ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

-~

D

EXCELLENT~"  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ~ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER

p s
————



Summary of Student Evaluations of Instructors and Courses
SPRING QUARTER 2011

Name of Instructor:

Ted Shear Total Enroliment: 30
Course Number: PHI 5-A01 Total # of Responses: 28
Course:  Critical Reasoning % of responses to Enrl:  93.00%
Overall teaching effectiveness of the Instructor:
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 9 7 11 1
%= 32.10%  25.00% 39.30% 3.60%
Overall quality of the course;
Excellent Very Good Good Fair Poor No Reply
n= 7 10 8 3
%= 25.00% 35.70% 28.60%  10.70%
Frequency of attendance at discussion:
Always  Often Sometimes Rarely Never No Reply
n= 18 9 1
%= 64.30%

32.10% 3.60%



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: | ed T hoo _ Wm}l‘z"u‘(
mﬁ) . Section/time: (q (0" 7 ','r,)y'h. )

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of tr(lf Registrgr.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT !VERY GOOD) GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ”@gogn GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

] ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: %ﬁ 5/,/ FA R - 7 :Z;I, 7. .
Course: T\)-H [ 6O < . Sectionftime: /// oW .- o0 )y

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Depantment, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

/

/" EXCELLENT)  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
/ ‘EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

< ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: _Edanad Shea ¢ .
Course;. VHH © ) Section/time: P o [0 ~ 7]

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

Good  TH, vnelpbol W horrgpugie + Clncs
ol . B Canmon oA L Ce D in 1
WirD L W Eponae & Qullkl J fnd Sl
o - .= : = N/
[(J:. £ E# £ vyt ’ 'D\S(USS | RURTS Y ,}C UM u{_‘.“"; & o L g
‘.\JC‘ i '5" ’1‘ ‘ LA RS .J!+ S QL i 8 } i, £ i
!"n A ’; ) “i { frg i A ‘;

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD [~ GOOD ) FAIR POOR
_—_’_/)
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD / GOOD ) FAIR POOR
' =

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS /OFTEN ) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: Tt?d Shety~ .
Course: PFHG . Sectionftime: IV @)‘7 qu[

Piease evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.

nelpfol o arSuping JAESHONS
Lrowleddbl€
e wloFicy haus Ripig Sdents evey oin Chory

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOO\D" GOOD FAIR POOR

Overalt quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD\ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ( OI'I‘E_N\ SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: tohvar /J Sheav . . —

Course:  [HL & Sectionftime: Mo (21> ~ 77,

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimutate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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VA ﬂ ! ¢ N \l CLJ [k { i 'f.

Overali teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ™ VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

~EXCELLENT ./ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS < OFTEN'\ SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: |24} <Shepyr

Course:_ Pi3 S . Sectionftime: ({6~}

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

Wellng et E2 hele  gpdeit ot

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD~ FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR” POOR

Dy

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS _QFTEN -~ SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER
only misszd 1



Department of Phitosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant:  Ted <heov .
Course: PHIL S . Sectionftime: Menday 610 - 7:00

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.

e againzahan of 9 gection wos effeciivt but e
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT ~ VERYGOOD  GOOD POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD kG\C)(;/l\)) FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS (OFTEN) SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: | .4 S\nie v 2
Course: A\ OS . Sectionftime: Y\ W LU~ )

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure 1o include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
{

not be read until final grgdes have been turned into the Office of the Registrar. ‘
ON & clAA %ood\job as a—tA-HCVLaaPOLCWwMUZ ¥
of tha wakeriad and wvods cure o undcrood as well .

be was dbwads willing 1o take Ahe FIme o s per
gushons and as awveilabl for e hours .

Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

/—'— e e—
\_ EXCELLEN VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall qqglity of the discussion
( EXCELLENTS VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
\___"_’,/

How often did you attend your discussion section

—

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: _Faward Sheoar )
) Section/time: AO |

Course: PHLS

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read unitil final grades have been turmned into the Office of the Registrar.

° Nevy Wi\\\‘(\g .1 halp N Office hours
s QWS 3004 examples for  rfean ‘n)?s‘cg | Was oofused

ubout
+ ~ \
petpful and  understanding T-A. = Thank Yoo 1

Overall teaching effecjti_vgngss“of\the teaching assistant

™

EXCELLENT ( VERYGOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR

\J
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERYGOOD , GOOD ) FAIR POOR
- Go0b
How often did you attend your discussion section
e
(ALWAYS /" OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

\¥‘_//



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: /W(\’ &\NQ ¢ . '
Course:_gw S . Section/time: (0 *[() VWOV\ da%’
Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT vsm@oo GOOD FAR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY@OD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

AI@YS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: E‘) AN r\ (‘; Al : 1900
Course;_ W' G . Section/time: N\ [9°0

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
TEXCELLENT)  VERYGOOD  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT iVERY GOOD \\ GOOD FAIR POOR

N ———

How often did you attend your discussion section

| ALWAYS N OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: Ted “heny :
Course: PHI” on5S . Section/time: M. b-7pra

Please evaiuate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimutate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant
EXCELLENT ( VERYGOOD 5 GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT ¢ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

T ————

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ™ \ OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: 127 SWiav

Course: ‘Ph‘ll(muwl /A A ) Sectionfiime: M (©°.10

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject maiter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retumn it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

~
(ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: 1ed  Sheax

Course: Ph\ms.og»hu) 5 ) Section/time: mgmﬁ . B DM

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT VERY GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER
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Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: Tﬁd G hear . o
Course: PHE 5 . Section/time: /[ U a4

/

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT | VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall mlalmgof the discussion

 EXCELLENT ) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often dld you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: ___ e Shear :
Course: PY\\ 5 : Section/time: t &~ 7T pi,

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure 1o include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tumn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD - GOOD - FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

~  ALWAYS - OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Departiment of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: Fdwasd (Ted ) Shw ;
Course: Eh({(zs_p lbqo& Section/time: AOL: 6- Mbndt\tjl

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

< EXCELLENT ~™ VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

m’) VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY  NEVER




Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011
Teaching Assistant: /SQQ S&LQ.LLL
Course: %E\ 408 . Section/time: (YIO(M:»,/ ©.0-7.

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your

remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to

help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this

evaluation in to the parson designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy

Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will

not be read until final grades have been tumned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD @ FAIR POOR

Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOO GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

LWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: ~/2d _ Chear _
Course:FPhi 95~ ’ Section/time: /‘ﬂm 6:/6- 3

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

"EXCELLENT®  VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion
EXCELLENT ~ (VERYGOOD,  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS ) OFTEN SOMETIMES ~ RARELY  NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
ing 2011
(el Spring
Teaching Assistant: Edwaxd 6"\(/‘\" )
Course: Dﬂm\g 50 yt\ w(« S Section/time: WAOW é -7 .

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the e subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy.’ Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instrucfor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turmned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT D VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT VERY GOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: & ¢ voo ¢ <

Course: G . Section/time: /J; 0!

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effective_r_]_ess of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT VéY__}_GOOD ) GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discussion

EXCELLENT /VERY GOOD/ GOOD FAIR POOR

How often did you attend your discussion section

ALWAYS OFTEN -SOMETIMES \j RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: Fdvard <paay

Course: Phi 05 . Section/time: M -

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant

EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD )  GOOD FAIR POOR
Overall quality of the discusision

EXCELLENT  (VERYGOOD)  GOOD FAIR POOR
How often did you attér;i. your discussion section

ALWAYS { OFTEN SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: (<] J h()@p

Course: i‘fﬂl )

Section/time: f ( b M 0}1 0 IQ‘ [ \)JPm

Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space
below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please tum this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
évauation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been furned into the Office of the Registrar.
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How often did you attend your discussion section
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Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the raverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this
evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to
help students, and ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn'this
evaluation in to the person designated by yourinstructor or retum it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been turned into the Office of the Registrar.
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ALWAYS OFTE SOMETIMES RARELY NEVER

R



Department of Philosophy

STUDENT EVALUATIONS
Spring 2011

Teaching Assistant: __ Tdward Shear
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Please evaluate the Teaching Assistant and the discussion section in the space

below. You may also use the reverse side. Be sure to include the following in your
remarks: clarity, organization, mastery of the subject matter, accessibility, willingness to

help students,.and-ability to stimulate your interest in philosophy. Please turn this

evaluation in to the person designated by your instructor or return it to the philosophy
Department, Room 1240 Social Sciences and Humanities Building. This evaluation will
not be read until final grades have been tumed into the Office of the Registrar.
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