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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Pmﬁ K f{LA Course Meth 11§ Sermester S{WJA '
Enrolled v Auditing 2 Your Major _/ufh

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

1.

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

v

ch 22 33 o 51 51 o
not at all moderately ’ extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

(b, ok prior ot
Cw) @(MFLQS_, MLQ)J%\“ WK m‘a Imﬁi

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

Please rate the overall course on a scaleof 1to 7:

v

o 2 o o 5 63 |
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Ptk Course _meTh L 16 Semester _ QPY'1S 2012
Enrolled v Auditing = Your Major _CamPiew S eignce

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

1.

w-

B

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

[ m 22 033 =} ] facu) -
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading). ,
Lectwes vewy well, coeSn'T Mead Prown vieTes,  aSks farn

QUESTIS ,  amswers qoeiTicns  well i ghhte lacif

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

M TSNS e En3O (&Y ~ taT\  Tuay, W — wudld be
 Theory | ;
ACL 10 [T lhad  mone TSR ond (€3S Uopaat 1 PVY o i

A awnid 14 @, Flae & e “'

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

oh @ oca & 5 - ' wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.




NOELINYDIS

HON-€8661-1 "ON WHO4 NOLSNO

ATSVE SaMvId T

§00% NOILVHOdHOO NOHLNVDS @

L b

cEVS SIS S0TY LM

Wod'usueds mmm

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _&&4’ Course Math Zfé’ Semester w@fmﬁ 2012

/

Enrolled I Auditing - Your Major Ms:x}%am%w

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 vl 3 o 81 nin L
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).

Preg Wwi“ v ch’i‘ vies  compde eMechvel %
. & £ 4 . . r
}\' v’efhf i d 055 ond o Yee hews wilaa A sop A Z%f%ﬁwf 4 class
o / g

‘q@\?&,\ in o hews

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
\ ‘ |
My al iaemd ;jmjfy o At homewsk e caple S piddlenss Aol ae aoh

§

J—m«j%} clozs wkl dee ::‘I‘lcré-ﬁ' &%y?w s enly ance & Jesice )

4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o 2 31 o 5 63 o
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :

hishl, recommerded
an

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Prd- pibet Course __ Motk (Ib Semester 1), ?Hﬁs 2010

Enrolled Y Auditing

Your Major /‘\}ppl\‘UL M, Stk

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

.

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

oh v ] ] v 3] 51 na] @n
not at all moderately ' e ely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

ield oﬂw\?&& lechnrs | d@&kmﬁ(\w»f‘k
ketptfuk e hours R '\J'\UCQ% oOsald «tmt'e/ts . O@WLAL(@

M&\«J( P ~{y howtme oo™ .

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Seneanth  ukumed conterty Yot oo warld bave @ewn  dem othel pmaf(y cloMeA

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

xm] 2 ] el 5 wal
not at all moderately extremely

effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o

Boct Sometimes deey act \OM\AJ«(‘;' Tm&é‘)ﬂ'\ dsombiony of Pm&g etc .
tontert B D\Jcer%\*ti od e s relstiely o3 b ool

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K@l\ V\V‘ &)Q* Course MOCH\ /6 Semester 5 p/ Ao 2012

_ & S
Enroled ___ Y23 Auditing - Your Major _ = £CS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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

oo 2 03 o 51 na) -
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

N

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

VQF\[ orﬁam}eé\ Q,qcl clear, KWMS ﬂ*‘L

Mate ol w@)( S ometies %W“Y UJAJ\ Wakéj
ﬁ ‘Fw\ to Comg_ ")b cless .

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the :nstructor improve his/her teaching?

‘Damjn\/v\es ﬂwq, HW  was f\heh §f— /ec](c«/‘& or Wy
[WWYG/A because oF H’\as ot =5 fook "\/0{'7 Fhe fo
COWLf)ld‘e.

4, Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o o2 3 v 5 ™ b |
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ 1. - o Course _ Matin Mo Semester &@Q o\

Enrolled ‘ Auditin . Your Major _ Pyl
%g\ g No jor Y u{m

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

1.

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

oo 2 03 @ c51 83 =
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

T Al bt W weoddads
‘o \ﬁw ‘}UJ@\ a \ot &b«\. e \ZN@&MM \j,%v\ Mool OMS

%mo..

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Wedeh Wi 4o Vore wene, wakewsell Yo Mm—j‘w deun | dilfedt o Lo
W Yo W \w Done Waan S0 lahn \»m.\ WSW\MM%%%

oo o o o Wil

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o 2 3 el 5 B3 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.

Vsl Usd e okt 0l R oneanst %%‘“\M‘MN"H
W\ \e wise Y MV\MMWWMM v oo W s o\aﬁwma

W}},“ \ore & \/\W&\L‘, M% *}w BA 3\' G:m&ms. “M%NS O‘M
, ~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor P P@\C R i {Leg’ Course M 4% / / 6 Semester S{(‘;\(\r—j 202
Enrolled v Auditing > Your Major Moo Yo o

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 > =y @ 51 63 -
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective
What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, Willlngness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, gradin ,
Wl of 9 er zed e S, r@/\»e/ 71?4)()[ O%\ﬁfc_ e
l’?QMFS'/- \(\cjr {Ae S T edso eb Q(7€0/ #0
Cse o ‘p Soge ‘C‘\/ co’ pu‘lﬂ)l?ﬁ»'\ (V&f‘”//&fa
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 21 33 w )} L jucx wal
not at all } moderately extremely
effective effective
Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be

improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
Wi‘%"! ‘”ﬂe, caourfe C’OSZefeq;/( ~of € "’ LoV /‘) +9
/”\a{ﬂ’r@f“‘jf u/m/, ey irin [13 o (][5

25 o reteq Q e dl o pen ;h}"/e’f\};‘”’ﬁ
g ot el R il

Continue on back, if needed.




NUVESINY IS

T T T e Is N

S00Z NOILVHOJHOD NOHLNVOS @

WO UoJuUeIS MMM

€ON-€£661-1 "ON WHO4 WNOLSNo

cEv S SIE Ss0ov LMt

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ P“\bb@r Course M“;ﬁ(v [ / ((7 Semester G,P / / >

Enrolled \/ Auditing

Your Major _ EECS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

e

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 e ) 5 g v al
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

.mﬁ-md P Pesertor]] NS plo ¢ ue o Soge |
- NG WEers Wﬁdﬂ& | |
— c/ng?ﬁ/ﬂ Vﬁ/]@ 7@% i/
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

_ Frovid‘lb SolionS 7@[ w aftor 7}\@ o e

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 3 o 5 - wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. -

None

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

| TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Instructor Ren Ribet Course Math 16 Semester Spring 2012

Enrolled _Y€5 Auditing = Your Major Asplied kith

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 23 33 @ 51 s wa)
not at all moderately ' extremely
‘ effective effective

2. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).
He s Weweé i ledure apd Answefs all @a%‘baﬂs ﬁu“y,

Extro. office hours are d(\/m’ab,e upor fe@wb"‘

3. Whatare the instrdctor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Cou ld write wore on d“”\ne bmr&, ' iec‘}w é,

: Swmevir;w‘es Cong W ofd gourd by }_\@M@wwh gpestions wn oflice howrs,

4. Please rate the overall course on ascale of 1to 7:

o 23 3 o 5 a8 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley
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Instructor RrBET Course Mt 1\ b Semester JPRING 2012

Enrolled 4 ' Auditing = ___ Your Major EELS
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 £5a L] val
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

Nety well prepased and A

CEaSuats o Nodanu o OF ) enjoys deads m” :
e wikems and hamowoik ALY «

L] .
g: 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
o - The cousse is ef &Wl«ﬁ b Ok Lpet s nit a C’WWW e c}(@aj’a'r
- \is Hre «uﬁiwm’ms pd A A s wpt/\'\éé n Prachiud a/pUuﬁ\or\S. That said,
S M come ubeitd snd Pob bt 18 Al

T s dvent gin Moy o R cus of ays
g_ W‘\D barn wane abpd HA Pr)@nw Rsads oF thl%
§ : 4. Please rate the overall course on ascale of 1to 7:

L ch 2 3 r. a] A fu ] ]
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __Ken Ribet Course _ Math /6 Semester _ Spring 20/2

Enrolled e Auditing . Your Major EECS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

1.

w-

>

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

ch - 023 33 e =} 51 - val
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

ey fripmclly o stuclents, /Aecessible vo stuclents  Tiries o make sure that
Studonts  cvithowt | <v10wlca(5e in 1% ancd W)‘?/ Wr&[‘ 4re 3méé€6e -rpq,rly
!)‘l 9!\/:49 @x;,yn Zueg-htms %qf. avre. 4}0’0(‘6[0v‘t¢db

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
gP@ﬂ& Sam grmoyut oyc—fg‘me, on -{o/m‘c} '/%q-{- ore. aﬁ v«v*/fvij
o@@‘w +7, Pequps crest€ cn onmllne  amony meus Gurvey ,oaal/»5

uu)mgt\ ‘f”'F!0> i iad mar& dl'%lat* ‘/’Lm,‘ Qmﬁ,& an( ,{-y}, +4
gf%ﬁﬂ( more fime pn -/-/,,,,e

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o 2 31 o 5 o wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. -

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _{€ g v Engs  couse M ;;g s Semester g;o v «,; e

Enrolled ‘;/;Z ¢ Auditing : Your Major AW@! 9*& M&kﬁ_

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 30 o £53 6 =2
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

L

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

f?fwgéfmﬁwt , & AP , b fi‘xgmg pofa G en

foesrions Offie ot AW S lat Ny AR e
va 5 do @gg%, {aw%ﬁ%mmi A A

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teachmg’?

*‘r\cwriw e  eiams Wear ’f‘*’ﬁ:—"é ng@wgﬁ @%WJ £ N\

o 4L e g oy b Moy o e,

Owe. 4% %ﬁgj"’“’“;;ﬁg d v éwi;waw vt @sﬂ’
?%%@W{ dibpatisa deet il é*}wce@i ieﬂ«:z%s “éﬁ&
«rk, Qs L nag ROf

4 Ple se rate the overall course on a scale of 4 tc

&
£ La

&, %‘ L é"“’é M&% BAa, : ﬁi .

) b g g@ 4
5? ‘% tadl @i ' ?ﬁ’ ;}g g,
2 3 o 5 cs: ? ﬁ&é
not at all moderately extremely

effective | effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :

()\Qﬁ_)ﬁw | VM&:«Q&{W % (Al AOAR %&;ﬁ%{{@ ad. W( / <y
i (} wt gt lom ;\ Comparntions " modevn ¢ bypta |

M~ W%C"""&éf i!ﬁf!@%ﬁ iﬁ”"; | ¢ 3""&%5’”‘)’?{9),; &ﬁﬁ‘z ey
" cdhtinue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kennell, D\i\@p‘("‘ Course __ Matl, 116 Semester ___ Spring 2912

Enrolled X Auditing

Your Major __Gevia, Ma%lxww}»g

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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 9 wal
not at all moderately ’ extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer ques dents, office
hg_lir_s,&q[png_vmrk\,_ exams, grading).

Jj lesih e, \ow(\/ \ geed\
P .

RO Cai.
‘ T apprecokd He ophn D elechmnt oy Subinuzitan

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
V
The ote e \""’7\)%« I have Wl“ﬂ 3“\/\."5 p\raybsgv, wag Wiy iML;J' mQ,

Moy g ' i
9y lesg vu\m,, ove  weell fo »wm,ouu Wnie work Qﬁ@s,vm.ﬁls‘

Shaak C"'\}Vnd' - 'H/“ l'k's ™

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 31 el 5 s wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o

T Sl e W,

’Wz«s}\\fy bwe  wWh et 6T fopts  wag ol bl by e

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 'kﬁw Q : EL'JL Course MﬁH‘ “é Semester _ SF 12

Enrolled _/ Auditing - Your Major _ = E-CS

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the

following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

.

MQK@ ‘PVO(C‘ ((q

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
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,

boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading). {:
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the ip t+structor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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not at all maderately ~ extremely
effective . effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ kew  Qibet Course _ pMottar L Semester iionf‘w, Sot2
Enrolled fes Audiing __ /- Your Major __ /o +iy.

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.
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Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading)
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.
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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 instruc.t@?
(x5%]

o 2 03 @ a2l vl
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2.  What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
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What are the instruqtor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. '
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Fen brbet Course /b 16 Semester Sﬂf 79

Enrolled /x | Auditing 2 Your Major (lm el Madh anel €5

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Ry\pe Y~ Course _|\\g ( ((ﬁpjro(j\fcup\f\_g Semester Spving 19
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.
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Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? ‘
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not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching? -
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. '
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following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
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: 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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: 4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be

improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
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TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the - |
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving i
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.
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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?
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not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

2.  What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ﬁl% Course [ g Semester %‘% Jol
Enrolled | / Auditing - Your Major _/Ma_

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

1.

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instrugto
ch @ 3 o @ 6 =2
not at all moderately = ‘ extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading). _
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What are the instructor s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. :
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Giber Course ___ Math (16 Semester _ SF”"j 2012
Enrolled v Auditing - Your Major Statistics

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.
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3.

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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not at all m v ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading). A
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
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