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 this course. 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 instructors until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.
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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
Overall course quality @ 4 13|21 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (ltai) @ 4 3121 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) | @ 4 | 3121 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is @ 4 3121 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work @ 413|121 N
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) 5 4 @ 21 NA

"Please see reverse for Section "




il. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What are the worst aspects of this course?

What would most improve this class?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. 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 instructors 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 Studentinformation
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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
Overall course quality 5 (ﬁl\ 37 2 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (ltai) @ 4 3|2 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) @ 4 3 ]2 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is @ 4 | 3|2 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work 1 @ 4 | 3] 2 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) 5 4 @ 2 NA

"Please see reverse for Section Ill"




il. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What would most improve this class?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. Please fill out all three sections of the evaluation; note that

section Ill is on the reverse of this form. Your responses are confidential, and this evaluation will not be

seen by your instructors until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

. Course and StudentInformation
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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
Overall course quality @ 4 13|21 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (ltai) @ 4 3121 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) | @ 4 | 3|21 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is 5 4| 3|21 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work ’ 8 4 13121 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier@ | 5 4 | 3121 NA

"Please see reverse for Section Ill"




1. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What are the worst aspects of this course?

None.

What would most improve this class?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. 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 instructors until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.

I Course and Studentinformation
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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
Overall course quality @ 4 |3 2|1 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Itai) @ 4 | 3121 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) I @ 4 [ 3]12|1 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is @ 4 13121 N
Usefulness of feedback on my work rE 4 3|21 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) 5 4 3 12| 1 @

"Please see reverse for Section Ill"




Hl. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What are the worst aspects of this course?
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What would most improve this class?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. 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 instructors until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time

and effort you spend filling out this form.
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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
Overall course quality @ 4 {321 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Itai) @ 4 |3 ]2]1 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) | @ 4 3121 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is @ 4 3121 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work @ 4 | 3|21 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) 5 4 @ 211 @

"Please see reverse for Section Ill"




. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What are the worst aspects of this course?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. 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 instructors 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 Studentinformation
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Course name and number: Year and Semester: \NIARINSRAWN 3 Qg of cuv el
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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
Overall course quality @ 4 |32 1 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (ltai) C‘S} 4 13|21 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) ﬁ@ 4 31211 NA
The intellectual challenge of this course is @ 4 13121 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work Gj 4 13|21 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) 5 4 | 3 @. 1 NA
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1. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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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 this course. 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 instructors until all grades for the course have been turned in. We appreciate the time
and effort you spend filling out this form.
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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
Overall course quality 5 @ 3121 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (ltai) 5 @ 3 (2|1 NA
Instructor’s teaching effectiveness (Tammo) I s @321 M
The intellectual challenge of this course is | 5 4 @ 2|1 NA
Usefulness of feedback on my work @ 4 |1 3]2|1 NA
Compared to other Hopkins courses, the workload is (heavier/lighter) | 5 4 | 3 |(2) 1 NA

"Please see reverse for Section Ill"




1. Student Comments

What are the best aspects of this course?
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What are the worst aspects of this course?
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What should prospective students know about this course before enrolling? (You may comment
on any aspect of this course such as assumed background, readings, grading systems, and so on.)
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