JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this
opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note
that section Iil is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information
Instructor’s name: ’?ﬁ- W / W44
J }F"*,r‘_ 117 br'( ’i-.]--F [ (0SopLal \
Course name and number: [Vl A | ! et /  Year and Semester:
¥
Your year in school: FES A Your major: ,-” Iple il g ¥ (2l
] /

Vi)

L

. Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

’7 Excellent Poor
Knowledge of course material (5} 4 3 2 1 NA
Preparation for section 5]' \.5 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section '5 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting 5 4 3 2 1 NA
Availability for questions outside of section 5) 4 3 2 1 NA
Quality of comments on written work (:5; 4 3 2 1 NA
Fairness in grading ( 5_%“' 4 3 2 1 NA
Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching (9 4 3 2 1 NA
Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had "'_ 5\ 4 3 2 1 NA

~please see reverse for Section ™



1. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute

to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or
her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this
opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note
that section Il is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name: T&’MW’D

Course name and number:/%?’é&z;‘jhct-} / ﬁ/’)\(‘m © //9~Year and Semester: 27/ ] :ZA,A/

L

Your year in school: ]:]:,cn]xmm\,-} Your major: L,{,fb_._i&: [1

1. Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor
(f’_\
Knowledge of course material K_Sj 4 3 2 1 NA
Preparation for section (_;) 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section 5 @ 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting 5/—) 4 3 2 1 NA
Availability for questions outside of section (5 4 3 2 1 NA

Quality of comments on written work 4 3 2 1 NA

Fairness in grading )] 4 3 2 1 NA
{ -

Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching L—;D 4 3 2 1 NA
—

Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had Q’D 4 3 2 1 NA

~Please see reverse for Section I~



1. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or

her teaching? Comment as fully as possible. _I
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this
opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note
that section 1l is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name; }mm (G J oSS

el ,
Course name and number: A< |50, 117 Year and Semester: ra ” 7
l ‘l'}

Your year in school:

Your major: Ca V‘/\'DULCV E(/‘%

Il Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor

Knowledge of course material

Preparation for section

Ability to explain course material in section 4 3 2 1 NA

Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting 3 2 1 NA

Availability for questions outside of section

Quality of comments on written work 3 2 1 NA

4
@ 3 2 1 nNA
4
4

Fairness in grading 3 2 1 NA

Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching

Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had

OOOHO® v @G

~Please see reverse for Section IlI~




1. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or
her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this
opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note
that section Ili is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name:, 5&“) T 0510 410! LQSMU
Course name and number:mxmgtﬁm_mlhear and Semester: Q-O\-} ?a\\

Your year in school: 'Q‘(Q,BYYW‘C)N\ Your major: V\(M(O‘bdﬂ(\ce

. Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “S” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor

Knowledge of course material

@ 3 2 1 nNa
4

5
Preparation for section @
5

Ability to explain course material in section

Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting 2 1 NA

3
s 2 1 na
@
3

Availability for questions outside of section 2 1 NA

w
N
=

5
Quality of comments on written work 4 NA
Fairness in grading 4 3 2 1 NA

Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching

Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had 5 @ 3 2 1 NA

~Please see reverse for Section IlI™




1. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or

her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this

opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note

that section lil is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time

and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name: l Qmm O

Course name and number: \ SO HZ

Your year in school: .)uwim/

Year and Semester: FAH ’2()‘.,7

S 2V avS

Your major: \/\)P{ X\ 4
J

1. Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your

feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack

relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor
Knowledge of course material 5 \) 4 3 2 1 NA
. . A
Preparation for section 5 (4) 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section 5 3 2 1 NA

Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting

Availability for questions outside of section

Quality of comments on written work

®
. @

Fairness in grading

&)
@

Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching

H

G

Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had 5 ")

~Please see reverse for Section -~

3 2 1
3 2 1
3 2 1
3 2 1
3 2 1

NA
NA
NA




I, Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or
her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form

Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this
opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note

that section Il is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time

and effort you spend filling out this form.

Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name: TA M m Q

m
Course name and number: Pail " eblem

Year and Semester;

Your year in school: ( )

=

Zol7

Your major:

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack

Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor
Knowledge of course material 6) 4 3 2 1 NA
Preparation for section @) 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section @ 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting (15 ) 4 3 2 1 NA
Availability for questions outside of section (5> 4 3 2 1 NA
Quality of comments on written work i (> a 3 2 1 NA
Fairness in grading B (:'5) 4 3 2 1 NA
Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching ( Sﬁ) 4 3 2 1 NA
Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had IQ 4 3 2 1 NA

~Please see reverse for Section III~




1. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA's teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or

her teaching? Comment as fully as possible. g |
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this

opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note

that section lll is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

l. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name:___ gy Lo55aU

Course name and number: |90, || L Year and Semester: 201% — Fall

Your year in school: 'F\{‘-r Clawa i Your major: _[4¢lial

rl AA
L)

1. Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor
Knowledge of course material 5 @ 3 2 1 NA
Preparation for section _ (9 4 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section 5 @ 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course materi_al in a one-on-one setting @) 4 3 2 1 NA
Availability for questions outside of section ( 5_,,1 4 3 2 1 NA
Quality of comments on written work ,:E; 4 3 2 1 NA
Fairness in grading (;’ 4 3 2 1 NA
Enthusiasm f-or subject and for teaching 5 4 3 2 1 NA
Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had 5 .4) 3 2 1 NA

~Please see reverse for Section IlI*




. Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or
her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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JHU Department of Philosophy Evaluation Form
Teaching Assistant

Instructions. Please help improve the quality of teaching in philosophy at Hopkins by taking this

opportunity to evaluate your teaching assistant. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note

that section !l is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will
not be seen by your T.A. until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

1. Course and Student Information

Instructor’s name:_ \ <N\ O L olSar)

Course name and number: _AS \50.\\2 Year and Semester: F—Ou\\ 101 %

Your year in school: _ >CDVOMNCY € Your major: A T W L(%_ >SCINS
\ \

Il Teaching Assistant’s Rating by Category

Instructions. Where “5” means “excellent” and “1” means “poor,” please circle the number your
feel best describes your TA in the categories below. If a category does not apply, or if you lack
relevant information, circle “NA.”

Excellent Poor

Knowledge of course material (5 4 3 2 1 NA
Preparation for section 5 @) 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in section | 5 @ 3 2 1 NA
Ability to explain course material in a one-on-one setting 5 4 @ 2 1 NA
Availability for questions outside of section 5 4 3 2 1 NA
Quality of comments on written work ‘ 5) 4 3 2 1 NA
Fairness in grading 54 3 2 1 NA
Enthusiasm for subject and for teaching 5 4 3 2 1 NA

7 NA

Overall effectiveness, compared to other instructor’s you have had 5 CT. ) 3 2 1

~Please see reverse for Section IlI~




11, Student Comments

Instructions. Please use the following space to elaborate on your TA’s teaching ability. What did
you like most about this TA? Would you recommend this TA to a friend? How did this TA contribute
to your development as a student? Would you recommend that this TA change any aspect of his or
her teaching? Comment as fully as possible.
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