DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name PéCLLOL KPSS[@F Couse MATH 1234 Section__ |0Y
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Instructor Jnk n_Neu Semester Slpm'n & 290¢ Your Major _ EMS

:" These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:

- (1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;

- (2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

-

;: 1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
§ - you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

2 - b @ = o & & -

; - not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective
;- 2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
- clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

- usefulness of office hours)?

- 3.  What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

— improve his/her teaching?

_—

]

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

L n ] 22 32 v u] L o wai

- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

b had b ameoriale in He fagerneod of Evans.

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name /Z#ZA- [/{aéﬁk/ Course ﬂﬁ% (7.4 section | o4
Instructor /V&(/ Semester gp & . Your Major ,47,/) ted /%/b

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance
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1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

n 20 3 o 5 6o -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of office hours)? — f 5 4 7 40 74) il Shes A
— ﬁ(éi/r‘bus/)/ /{ﬂowg % Wﬁ/x’a/
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|

| — 3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

j — improve his/her teaching?

- — /% e 7 / % ( o

' — » - L a7 /My/ V(3 Zc«/
.

- Xy 5§ tv bt o/l j’fm— J= Ao &
|

- 72

- / (ss ~ o ;_

|

|

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- (e ] 21 s 9] v-u] 5 53] o

- not at all moderately extremely

- effective effective

5. Any other comments?
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GSI Name \)**ﬂ‘t‘i Yos gler Course  Motw iz 34 Section ' OH

Instructor__ ). MNe o Semester _$e 0§ Your Major _ M & i

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 o 53 %1 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

N

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)? s~ o€ cGove, exeet Yot o €06

Wourt<s, —e (0 vl Viwcded

-

i - 3.  What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

= improve his/her teaching? -

N

i -

| -

-

-

-

-

|

|

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- nem} o] 32 v 8] - 2] w a]
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments? . .
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rvsve d el veele Lo res W ccd Lo et oy

% Iy {l '\”\"b 3(\_e \{\0-7 U(\.(?é }“’Y“:\ ’

Continue on back, if needed.
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University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTIE(UCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
GSI Name ? a:é) C/lt A/ 9/)9’&/100urse M /2 gﬁf Section

Instructor Semester 7(]71/24 O & Your Major
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

w s 20 sl o . 67 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

H\é‘/ - 0&0\/\/@/ M/Mﬂ al o B Fhe

)

’Oer wotfen i al / €,X/O/&~,/4,W B a

3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknhesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Geen o<tn Cﬁkc_%v‘bj WW)M% Y M
Nl o ﬂ\r@gm Oy A anacl;ve oh CC ’w\?})

a\/o

m——e =sw JUUC NULLTIVAHUY NUYLINVYIS @

4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

n ] 2 = a 3 51 3] w al
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
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University of California, Berkeley

= ||

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

[0¢

Your Major __ Mawth (. @p(ieff)

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

N

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o @ (= o v 3 5 L
not at all moderately
effective

wa]

extremely

effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,

clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of office hours)? ,
vory well W;M anol p)epw»eA +ov eaeh <ection

W Lxamples veny detailed explaration
carer b wndedand than the ledure.

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor

improve his/her teaching?

twn batk Hw mee offern
/u\oQ m%qniw, Hw

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

] w2 3 w5 51 L]
not at all moderately
effective

Any other comments?

N/ A Wg 51»:('
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wal
extremely
effective

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name f7 odﬂl Kesf Lét/ Course M“HA 123 A Section

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

USE NO. 2 PENCIL

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor jﬁ\w Neb\ Semester gf““"“{ ‘0 A Your Major W‘}LM"\VJ

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 3 v 5 Y -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

?
usefulness of office hours)? \:Jell pwram// avaamg-u(/ Clea, _ a@le 93

Vv((/lhg P answer Quesha, 5, geod a/t‘?i-wct/l/\ery Aa(flﬁulﬂ

é"zwlmj has ke, Very consiSlent and A/r,

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

improve his/her teaching? | L,Nf,l/g p(.L‘;L bene 4}27 g’“ffe{h‘”‘f be e

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 33 v ¥ & 67 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-  USENO.2PENCIL —LL

GSIName _ Patchn Course __\a %A Section__12- 1/
Instructor__ New. Semester _5 p o b Your Major PV\,YS / Mot

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @2 3 v o 5 &
not at all moderately ’ extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

Very tlar, Very helpol qoe)  atéide
Very  wagd Wwv\tm} (ch(s:ng stk wp (¢ @ Vitesaver)

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

oh 2 3 @ 5 n 3]
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

L Was Lexthepy

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSIName _Patch  kessler Course _ Math |28A Section

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

<~ Useno.zpencit  —IIJLD

Instructor___ J. Neu Semester Spring/ Your Major Math .

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSlI’s performance

1.

5.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @ 3 o 5 & -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

lfwmhw; 9«900{ w sad—, he has it.

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Nowe .

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

= u| 2 3] @ 51 =) -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?
He s the bese GST in +he whole WV‘M.
L owes lucky v luke his section

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name PO\A(C\(\ 3 Course M(KW\ \pr) Section

Instructor N@M Semester

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

USE NO. 2 PENCIL

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Your Major A M(k\'\/\ :

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @ = a} @ 51 %I -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

opod prepovaion § @r@awgm’mn ) Ve V\Q\Pﬂ'\
M\TV\? 1o aoer the qUeron | '\/@«y e d
tend

What are the Graduate‘ Student :jstructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

improve his/her teaching?
Not h@a/@ ,

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

= a) 2 i u] 3] & n 3| £
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

%ﬂt }{OM /%7[04 %?Wre

mowj@’ﬁ(/ ‘

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

< USE NO. 2 PENCIL 19 1]™

GSI Name @“\7’\'\ Course M \23A Section Qv’
Instructor, ‘\S@V" Semester S{;N A é_ O() Your Major Aflbl\cl Mv‘*’\

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSlI’s performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 o =y 63 N
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

Ex*“/wv\/ ‘/L—d/ \»&“ ‘"A«A écl ﬁr e»«lt Q/X(/e L«F -\\m )‘ - «
Yhe Lo—lc.,‘ﬁsl d Wy -(LC \A.-r;s e U.7A \’\&\ FA\ B/

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve hls/her teaching?

P 3\—@&\ V) *\’u\w\e))u/ o\\” [ws\‘ xs FU'}z\*\
ts GSI . "

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

oo 2 3 v sl =3 =3 R
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Gm*’ SQ\ﬂ , . \C 4 '

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

< USENo.2PENCIL D

GSIName Yatch  Kessler Course _Math |29 A Section 103
Instructor__\oha  Nev Semester _ Syring Your Major _Math, Apelied

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSl's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh o2} =3 o 5 a3 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of office hours)? (1
?F\'\'C‘ﬂ \ CX’(Yde )YY\"?“"GHO\ \ \/LVb k'\ﬂN\M@ﬂ" ‘(/ ﬂ\\/ﬂ“ﬁg N\\\WLS e Wl V )
sf Y kwdtd and wast Wely fwl

. A\ and  atnri)ly  dNC
I\ hAS WM\ 4 | VMM ‘ﬁ\ ad \ wal

XA IALN WE o bl A \owq K . \*'m
WwoooWs st

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

ch 2 =] v 5 67 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?  Tvank yw'! o

.

Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-3 USENO.2PENCIL DD

GSI Name ?JG\Z{N \()%6\6/ Course N\ojq\,\“ \2.& A~ Section W) \Z- \ g
Instructor N2\ \>\T Semester Lﬁs 0L Your Major Wt

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instraeter? &L

N INQVI NIVADI IV

oh 2 =] o 5 061 -
not at all moderately - extremely
effective PJJ(Z W ‘(Z_QG_\&S ‘, effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of office hours)? ‘ .
Tk 1 o Godsend. The gt Sov *\:\tS_dacs is astm;eg
HORRABUE  nd WAS  Qrvopint @ aln do \elieve \Ms b\?;v:& 3 M
Tl SWL of erors & wgoselde e cead) were
NP -~ dass W duscuss

VI voeuur 2 U

NUILYaUATdUY NUBLINYUS @

- Mo Aad. Yevblode. & T wevewt o Pakeln “reociu : |
- eve N0 T Sowlte  Wdwe T owadd Wese “pasded WS @urec
i — 3. Whgvare%e Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor

{ - improve his/her teaching? N §

o - \—\@(‘ (3

= No weaknesses v Tahkeln, <xeept

- gy / ofes<or’

- 4 ke oders Ao o loosy  protesee

-

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- oo 2 3 & 5 3 -

- not at all moderately extremely

- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

T oo S0 Wwky b hwe Paklh e a 65T
N e end & the Somester  all my 1158 Lends )
\,‘l\ bMV cdfions  wee CMW\OX A 'Pﬁkl \A‘S Sakion meteda.

Continue on back, if needed.
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
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GSIName Patch kesdler Course Math 1284 Section 104

Instructor__Neu Semester __Spring 06 Your Major _#pplied Math

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @ 3 o 51 & o
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

N

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

AiAgs veny prepared. Discusses mederiud Hutk helys wh

(/\m(xde H+IAL agsianmm\s, avearnlae. v il
primpt 0 P’S'W\ﬁ “Annompawemts  mling
‘V\{V\Al\j o y\_e\‘,{‘,&

TUIITCLO0 "3 UN NYU4 NULSTID

S00Z NOLLYHOJdHOO NOHINYOS @ -
AR RN R RN

3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

{

j - improve his/her teaching?

y - m )

" - N«‘r’\\\w) A

> - :

{mm
-

| -

| -

-

: -

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:
- o 2 3 0 5 S -
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.



DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

-3 USENO.2PENGL I
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name ?0‘}?@\/\ wﬁﬁ&fCourse /\)\f)és’{/\ \@&H  secton_WeA 1\ -\2 [ 0%
Instructor____ > . N €N Semester S?\r Ol Your Major /‘/\ﬁm\/f/\\
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 3| 5 s3] s
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of office hours)? E{¥V‘€V\«€/§] W\\\W\j o ‘/\Q\,P
Vs o \ot o< et e Tord mbo pfe.parmd%

Sof aass | ‘, ,
Wl b \ (ﬁot\‘\D LS conned obod  shudamis
. Ny , \ V\/pd\ "\0\0{ ?1’4’\/0\ @@‘t«“cﬁ, ho (,@
Mswers MU S s ghore e 6Yhoy <1y !

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

ANJO V\L\,

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

n ul 2 =3 3] 5 & o>
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Wos Ve e evgend
Mwess Aoty was v ey Quaser
}/ (,W/f V\G\J\ 7z \(L\c\\/( Sy, £ B0 oI %

o\ d\g,u\b\pv oo,

Continue on back, if needed.
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSIName _ Patiick kessler  course Hi2¢ Section =12 pm (| 03)
Instructor prof. N oan Semester Spring "ob Your Major ___ Math

:- These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:

- (1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;

- (2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

-_—
;: 1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
§_ you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
T o 2 = a0 = & -

: - not at all moderately extremely
' - effective effective
;— 2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,

" w— clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

- usefulness of office hours)? .

- — Wel preparation —nouledgeable  — Very Hiendly

b B OYOA/DW%@OI — Willig 4o answer queshons

- — grellevt presertstion — pvevall: very nice!

- — Quick email reSponse -

- 3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

— improve his/her teaching?

-— — Con be a litle bit {adter in &planation

-_

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

[ e} 23 33 v. o} 5 13} L
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name fack Course WM‘Q [25 o Section log
Instructor___/Jfecr Semester 3,} r D004 Your Major @/w/ Wl

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 =] v 3 057 - wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

O((?om‘z”{/?m/ C ‘”'V(Zl / “’"///"QJH'U e an feer ﬁ’t/u,&",uz‘
Grud  ttrade . Vey Llptid - olhice Loor.

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

SWV‘) A [6‘4‘/ C- é(, e /9/‘(‘} &O;;.?»/'tk 7/"’7‘/'
"L/‘/V-ﬁ a rra")ﬁ;‘}

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

oh w ] 3 v 3 51 L wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
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GSIName  T¥eick  Kessler Course /MW 17294 Section W -1 (‘H‘ﬁ)

Instructor_ Jown  New Semester S("\":‘/\ 10k Your Major _ EECS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @2 3 o 5 67 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)? .

'mwwm&\\/ Prtfnd) \avd - wo{lL:nS' tnvolved,  wdevested |

avarlable etc.

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Non& Pq’rc‘/\ s Tle (.»e. ¢ fect GST

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

b 2 = 3] @ 51 -~ wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSIName Pl CL\ Course MaVh (18 A Section 103
Instructor__ Nev Semester _S 'ﬂfr‘f\j: 0C Your Major Cs

< UsENo.2PeNcit I

™™  These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:

(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @ 31 o 57 63 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

bood o Qxf’oim?«g o= He prm.ﬁceeaf Mu/J"CJ vf

3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?
.
4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:
[n u] 23 = ] w- 8] 5 - wa]
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Any other comments?
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-3 USENO.2PENCIL D

(03

Instructor_Preq . Ao Semester GPm‘mbL ‘0, Your Major _¢omputiyr Selemce

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 o 51 - w2l
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

F@oC tamt stotf [ sedkony welid T B Warnedn

He. Ccovers

WMo e q)ﬁ,%/(, o, C}z% <O vreo oA 'p | @ abiree |

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

ch o] =3l w3 51 - wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

T Xewr UM < @red e g Lo e ChA Vl?)/ S ’Q(-j \¢ p

[N (Lc C. {A (J‘\‘_ i’ Q/\ZZL Fuved AR S FQ

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-3 USENO.2PENCIL D

PO\'\‘( el
GSIName PorcW Voeolar couse Mtk 12 %o Secton (O3
Instructor Tohow Y\ g un Semester S, /o) n\’\:a\) Your Major "WMathpradr &C

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 3 w5 51 ® -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

oh w2 = u @ =3 ® -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name P& “‘J/\ Me‘fﬂ(w Course M‘\-lL }/Z\%A Section \‘\/ ”"‘L @37
Instructor NEU Semester %@;r ;““‘) O¢ Your Major Pk‘f?'\Cﬁ Pore. H“Hﬁ

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSlI's performance

~—= vsEwozPENGL  —ID

~_

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 = 3] o 51 s 3] -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

el FQPQFe(}x Exp‘«um ML%LQJ\\Q'( ~H)Ld!f‘07)‘§(u

QUi LCUUEF 3 VIV 1IQVA IIVADIIV

JUVC NULLVBUATUY NUULNYUS @

[ |

{ - 3.  What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

| — improve his/her teaching?
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: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

] [ m] 23 [ u] v. 9] [y = ul L _d
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSIName [atch  lesofes Course M“H 12%4 Section

Instructor /I/ 4% Semester S Pling Your Major Mate

=™ These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:

(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ORII-IVE RN L IVIE V)

oh 2 = al v 51 -y =
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

R«’,S*' 6§I T L\W vy L"i&( - EX‘C(/“/”/‘VV (i

V¢ & aspect.

IVUC NVILV VARV NUHLNYYS @ Quil vevvr 3 Vv

3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

-

j — improve his/her teaching?
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; - ‘

| go nvela i ndo “'L‘\ S~/ "‘ln«- (s hee .

-

]

-

|

|

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- m @2 = @ 5 ® " %
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-~ 3~ USENO.2PENCIL — i | ]

GSIName _ PATCN  KESSLE Course WATH S A Section_ W™ \2Z-A o
Instructor__ PROF. NEV Semester SPRING Ol Your Major _AFP(LEDD MATH

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 o 57 ® -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,

clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability fP 2 vac
usefulness of office hours)? THON WAL A S’TQ?VQC,GQF?SP ow ’nTE'PWe ACTUL G

W BON (v snupents WSS (B 12 Jug puivine \LJS‘:éN
WRe GOwe D Setaon \\«o\,@__ O WEEL —THHN adoMG
0 (etuec e 4.

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

improve his/her teaching?
MOME . Peste 1@ ey cane!

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 =] @ =3 & L
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

xBTS N&ﬁ/@&%@\gm T ONWLE VNPT (WRET AV

T @0 foomprvL, e XPUARETIONS y 4 (REPTES, VEBMRLR
O BUMATNCE G Uptreading ASyanidS OF M pfgee.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-_<—  USENO.2PENCIL AL

GSIName Todvide Xessler Course 1280 Secton 103

\
Instructor_Jon  New Semester __ Sy« ‘\Y}ﬁ 6]& Your Major A{:‘nl.‘ed Mot

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 3 o 51 - wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

\/\)\\\\V\an% N andreC Bwu‘hV‘(\S‘ p Aﬂ'am -hu\rarv\ SW}W‘ O#fu., l’lowd A~
gd. He f‘ﬁmf\'\r'a knews  subject well, Very accepsdible  Vin el
ond. Mmaondrlins  Oxcellert  webfite  fee counma

3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Time MW N tald  wee M()wvd(—)r 71;}; Yhuos 07
poblems ol o W we  Shewld e mw\\'\} o~ o fulle
Glront P et gly‘em“.

4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

b 2 = ] vy a3 o wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Any other comments?

\[\6{72 Qn‘tno( (x} Co)u} — ot e o Shude I'lf\"S
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name Apﬁ)rf \c\( Yees(le Course /M@LL \l?%} ' Section /0 3
Instructor /¢ ¢ Semester _S sTALY O Your Major /HGtbetaadir(

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 3 o 5 3 <
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

N

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

L\df (/‘/€N /4"6(941'%/{/ (p!‘pe‘;dﬂ\?/, 0:.\1,/’_ M/Cg‘bb, L}

-

- 3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor

- improve his/her teaching?

-
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-
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|
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|

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- [m m] 21 [ 9] v u] 5 [x w} ¥ —
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

~—=__usewoameNci_ —lID

GSI Name ﬂa Tfl’(k /é%/f r Course /Q [(ﬂ/[ / Z %7 Section / ﬂj 7
Instructor /y (2% Semester ?// ﬁ;’; %4 Your Major J//? / ‘&//’lﬁf /

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSlI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 1) vy 51 uy) -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and

usefulness of ofﬂc}e hours)? 7 ﬁ/ﬁv/ ) //V 7 4/577/ 7 [é 7 [/{
ﬂ&u@@m/f«lé b (hrvasellc al by # peesid Jéog
M (/,é%f*f 7 y{( /// fhg A 7/ﬁ/ b §lodec T

th/‘ / i(’% 'l E(r’ﬁ! 4%’ 1/0:‘7
ir

ould‘ the instructor

)

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How
improve his/her teaching?

Lo nd G070 TV s 5 [ Ldpfil peut

/e lag? if e pestd peef bs P e

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

n i 2 = a @ =3] 3] -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

ket 00 b 651 Fip e vad
K; I 7%*’ f/ 7 @17 %5;’ y 6/

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-3 USENO.2PENCIL D

GSI Name f@h;ck KQ%‘}W Course MULH'\ l@\gﬁ Section \,OLl
Instructor__|\ ew. Semester S‘D\r:ﬂ% AL your Major MAath

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSiI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? %

o w2l 33 v 8} 53 06l e -—
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

Fobch  fit nhwnain  Gusowd of content Tudo ove howr of
%QCHOV‘-‘EX?APE&EH ORGANTZED, Vw{\ are well Pv@swﬁi,

nseful for o--&s(c:)v\we»&s. Po\,‘cz{’\ i's & svat\umcw\,

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

NONE

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 = 3 > " =3 & -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

( ' T “ | fhe s alboys
Padeh ts & model (ST Gv fe edive coipnpus | Hle i's albay
W\'\/\:V\g} fo WP, even owside of closs avd oxtice b\aw:é-
%@((\ov%h’b, %6\1\ \/‘\\\/\ V\D(' Qv& A Q)QH'?/V GSE on CW@ ’

Moy aoal is fo be like Poddh oneclyy O

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name Pod?/{/\ WKeeslev Course HM{\ (M

- DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
. . . . s USE NO. 2 PENCIL Em[,)
University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
(D«

Section

Instructor Y hin N U Semester gf Vi ‘”j Loog Your Major CS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch @ o 1) 3] a3 L 2 w al
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

G”)‘ @‘f(wof\v‘oh of VV\A}Q’VJO‘A ‘Qr’ “l"LQ C(U:u:t‘ZQ-S %o’ (a«éy'

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

M e ${)&’4~A Some 4“:\/‘»& O(UWVJ g‘.as; 2«934/\2 oV I/ww&wevi’xf
SWA I Lee '”L \NO‘SQ&" @"‘VDQ?C\ ( ‘Hnob—ja ,ov‘a‘oo‘«b%}
ditbcedl Ho do s He se Aion & pricedily o

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

n 2 3 z-3 a3y 6 -
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

Any other comments?

(W

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

-« 35— USENO.2PENCIL —D

GSIName TPatch Course  MATH (28 A Section (03
Instructor__ Pref. Neu Semester SPrMq 208 2 Your Major Applied Mat & ECoN

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 = 1] @ 51 %1 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

Vewy well pvepave,d for Se(Tion
website vevy well mam temed

vevy (/\Q[eﬂ(( Extim Suppleamlads o ouiokd on Hhe web

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor
improve his/her teaching?

Should have 0ffice hours on Two Jeparede oloys so thar

less studewsts Wave tind conflict (& can make (1 ts 1l

o+ o4 e 1Hhan dmj )

Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

oh o] 3 3l 50 6 -
not at all. moderately extremely

effective effective

Any other comments?

Thank You ’fw Y 0wy V\_G{P 'f

Continue on back, if needed.
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GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSI Name P”\'{"L Losslen Course Mt (age Section__ [ 047
Instructor___ Ve Semester ?p 06 Your Major qj”,/‘" xd Al

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

nNava nuLdiiv

oh 2 3 o - a3 wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

N

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?

AR dound Shdd

Quvil Leuur 2 VI

NULLVIUAHUU NUHLNTYUS @

e
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| - 3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor

| - improve his/her teaching?

, -

-
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|

]

[ |

[ |

[ |

-

: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:

- [ m] 21 33 L (ay] (n vl (wal
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

Lalo/ D»ﬁ Cmgg(b* ;(. '"i“ms (L ;,(},.

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name Prtrick. Kesseler couse  Mod 12§ A Section | 04
Instructor VW’f Tohn N8 - gemester S prii ”‘} Your Major __ Mt Applied

"™ These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:

(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI’s performance

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

[LIVXE T IV

ava

oh 2 3 v3 5 x 7y -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)?
HQ_ W;CA"O{DG?M e o5 0f Mo Lt el o oA \
His pre CoMettati D Orr . rourse. prevteriod e mtwaq ¢ nice awek

v vevvr 3 Wi T

QUOAUJ NUTLNVUDS @
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e Ts WHUMX
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40 Mf ctrrd ety who avl m»«fz«wd T e ok @
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e

-
i — 3. What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor
; - improve his/her teaching?
, .
- N/A -
| -
-
|
|
-
-
-
: 4. Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:
- [ | o] (s3] v 5] 53 n-3] L
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Any other comments?

WA

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name P&‘\C\/\
Instructor_ hecu Semester %\()M(fj Olo Your Majéﬂ’(g/h

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Course m“" n«XAf Section

USE NO. 2 PENCIL

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in the following ways:
(1) for use by the GSI (after grades have been turned in) in improving future teaching;
(2) for use by the faculty and Administration in evaluating your GSI's performance

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch o2} =l vy s a3 &2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s strengths (i.e. preparation and organization,
clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, availability and
usefulness of office hours)’?
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What are the Graduate Student Instructor’s weaknesses’? How could the mstructor
improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate overall the discussion section/workshop on a scale of 1 to 7:
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Any other comments?
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Continue on back, if needed.
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