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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ 2‘:‘)’(//” _ Course My U  Semester 91"’”"‘?’ (1

Enrolled t{s»f __ Auditing

Your Major g"ﬁ/ Sy

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.

.

.('o .

B

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
ch @ 3 o 5 6 c:n )
not at all moderately ' exioniely
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).
Avespnene, <

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

‘&*ww"’"“““"

Huw‘w‘ [Mavia (ivy

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

oh 2 3 o €5 067 fa
not at all moderately e ely
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, Berkéiey

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Q\Ib’('f Course (\/\aﬁ\ [0 Semester ;gpf’";/%és 20 / I/I

Vv
Enrolled ___V-0'S Auditing ro Your Major __ A/ at

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 2 s o £53 83
not at all - moderately '
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,. examsv;rading).

Cood Flown  Very (lear ON \»{L# (At ,‘”Z'i// - ooves
J(Ml Wf \/w&j‘mg-(x ngf{o( Lvely it o f)/'vé}@]C(% gy,
He 1o a gmﬁ% person gnd /Wep/- Yt luncles '

/

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

7.

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

o (o 2] 31 e 5 B3 “x
not at all moderately e
effective ive

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.

Wh > ure 2/ O fre- lf/ﬂ‘*ﬁ v J O ; /et éf«z?é}g/,,

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor K/ é@% Course f’(ﬁvl h (10

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Semester S/?M/M Jo) ?

Enrolled 105 Audiing _ Mo Your Major FECS

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?

ch w2 3 o €53 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).

oy L oM
T/C/y 7,@&’/ Cectures, ey ?/900( @//Q/ et

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Td sathirpet e a ook TAE for gt by

A s o Ay ThCY i
/(//ﬂ// pe @”;’7 lin &V ACermmalt?s g and ﬁ%}/ i .

/}M/f%;’f %71

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

o @2 31 o 5 T8 s
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.

Ta(& 64( WW 1[(/1@ 4 b;g

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Ken Riber Course _ Meth 1l Semester _ Gprmy 2014

Enrolled ___ ey Auditing Nope Your Major ___ Aethemutre

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?

o 2 o s o €52 63 L
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).

Pty Wibk 1o Wl pepmd  fn Jedwas pe Wl ve ke brwy  amd b agmak
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ok he vy Hew oplrtn  Jpr it He s Wﬁyﬁ wilrg N morr  4pn, ot
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What are the instructor's wlggllmesses? How gﬁ?d the instructor improve his/her teaching?

§ v wit poeein dniy o iriney gy m Patessm P

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

o 2 31 ] &5 r63 -
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 MATHEMAT!CS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ R bat Course Myth lio Semester _ [ ~uil_do/

Enrolled | Auditing ~ Your Major 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.

.

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

ch 2 033 o £53 n:a) -
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).

9 ¢od Llo\m&/
nd vy \w\pﬁ"

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 2 3 o 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K A Rieet Course _Matt. ([0 Semester 4‘4,0‘/ ﬂ]‘f
Enrolled ‘/ Auditing = Your Major 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?

ch = & @ o5 w (65 o
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). _
‘ MM eetiire.
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N it dnllonng showth , ool potuins are vy relpyrt ondl el
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sustind— @ & Soote Sanetow ([ pol fre beak e wyeel it Lo
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

o 2 31 w3 23] fu -u Z
not at all moderately extremely
effective ffect' ]

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 '!(m Rihet Course M ATH o Semester @m\ﬁ 20 |G

Enrolled __ Auditing = Your Major

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.

aE

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 = & 53 & E/
not at all moderately ' extrentely
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).

?M( Pihot a{waﬁs foothes with enthunstrim | He ﬁvﬁ{??% W{
m owordh o («tr& '

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

I\/OM,

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7: /
cn o] s o 23] 53
not at all moderately extrgpely
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.

Neone

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kom Rxhot Course MPS.(\"\ \\o Semester ‘}'Pﬂ“v\%( k{/

Enrolled vV Auditing = Your Major pwufw Sclewce

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.

B

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 o €53 %2 - _
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

Well ovaanzed cowrse structure ond \ectur=., FvTends(j
and VLQ‘P‘QU&\‘ |

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 2 31 o 53] a5 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Ken Kiblet Course M/ Semester f privs 79/

4

Enrolled e Auditing - ____ Your Major / é@ﬁ e

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?

o 2 = o 51 = @
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).

V oy @ﬂ@ otk H  Anke M A A sed A foroon
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve hls/her teaching?

Swedes  blors B bk v clol  Thel By fooke

e rob el ar ae e 5 e pamly
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

o @ = o €% & =2
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.

Conl/ 9} c 6(;#44_@, /f,\////a/kc%l}« $ ,ﬂ Vot o, T
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Continue on back, if needed.




NOELNYDS

€ON-£661-d4 "ON WHOL4 NOLSND
frrnnnnnnnnnnnn RN EnnnEnnnnnNNLNeELLEnLILI

‘PanIassy SIuRIH IV

TEPS SIS SOTY LW!  gogz NOILVHOAHOD NOHINVDS ©

Wod HouUeIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K@nﬂ6+ h F%'-be‘\" Course Mﬂ*/) /O Semester 50( no Zold
Enrolled _Yes Auditing /Uo = Your Major _A{m"h /[ Ph: /oiOPA\/

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 2 3 3] €52 82
not at all moderately '
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).
Oreat lectures , &hﬂ//ctyn and inferestia g homewofk ‘/pf/ ‘9"3"9‘:7
[\),J’h 4“'MJ@/\+_5 a/ld é‘hAAe,A{' 7/»«@5‘\’;:::\5

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

N/ A

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

o &2 31 =] 5 ncel 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.

T4 was C/o)oe.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor i Eivdtr Course_imath 110 Semester Q\‘Vﬂmg (M

Enroled " Auditing

Your Major _ian 4l €imatics '

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 61 vl
~not at all moderately ‘ extremgly
effective effeciive

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).

Wk es an efrt o paugy frtquintly Wﬂwg Lefuvt
T addrtds stdents) qugsnens |

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

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

oh 2 3 =] 5 L 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.

Spudents,
b yuur Waﬁ

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KEN ﬁlﬁET Course MATH 11O semester  JFRING 20! 4

Enrolled

vd Auditing Your Majorpuﬂg MATHEMAT ¢ ¢,

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 2 03 @ £5 n:a)
not at all moderately ‘
effective

== I\
extremely )
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).

Gl frost ks oot .
| Forgect Jlwiset /

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

fNone

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

oh 2 31 3] 23] 53
not at all _ moderately
effective ive

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.

Fhscppu Irfer

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __Xen Ripet Course Madh U0 Semester ____ Spving_ 14

Enrolled v Auditing = Your Major App. Math -

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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o @ = @ 5 ) ’
' extrentely

not at all ‘ moderately
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).

Preporg. of lectures willing fo answer 'S
board wor k. 3‘9‘1“ atitude (@NLoUYoLe s pu(ﬁt\‘pqﬁo‘n.
dmu’j | Meracts o lot < students & encowrages peev to perr INRvtediun

veasonale ©Ww .

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

exams are &ougﬁh
mere  iamples o\uvmg fectuye.

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

ch 2 3 v 3] 5 5 ﬁ wa > -
not at all moderately ]

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 ____Yen Rabet Course Math (10 Semester o [&
Enrolled X Auditing 3 Your Major __App liecl. Math

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 2 3 o £57 in:a) ®
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).

\’\QrS o }PC’\{\Q’“JC
Mm\& ﬁ’“?\wm
as o vneny -1 o “9°

W"*Dk he's VW‘“?

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

N/o.

prof fessor vhe

+he gl;\mQ ﬁ}*"‘:?{)t
i wﬁ""tf
mwg:aenﬁ

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

ch =] 33 e 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Len Pibet Course ___Math 0 Semester 5?"@ 201t

Enrolled v Auditing

Your Major Mafkemafis [k Gmpetsr

Sertne

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.

R

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 s o 51 n:a)
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).

Leshurcs  olre ‘r"J“"“{rVJ' > E%}mxw(/ wi”in, fo answy 7&5‘5'3’45 :

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 2 o) o 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Lercetn rloef Course ___ PN Semester Qf’r'\nfq)
Enrolled \/ Auditing . Your Major Unde o

204

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?

oh @2 03 @ c5 n:x) g
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). K f b
WE WASME ;e;”‘“ oy hvindy, ot
%%’V WATH -. Zwa*g fo }%;V ;?;:«:l\’)‘ S ' Mg@m a&wi m%ce w;
RoEPso o g Jo ARWRE g-BfNs/CEE oA 2N Wswwe G vicon et
TNE HAD S ooy oo PERT o~ fazzg

O STy TR caaty 0 PRI cheery o gadens

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
hoe!,

P

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: '
o 23 33 o u e} x%
not at all moderately extrerhely

effective effectiv_e_

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 __ Ken Ribe T Course ___ Mot 110 Semester _~ Sp )3

Enrolled X Auditing = Your Major __ ¢S

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 33 o c53 63 -
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

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

well -poced, easy Jo Dllow % canefs],

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

mafecial net R//l/ covered

4. Please rate the overall courseonascaleof 1to 7:

o 2 & o o - e
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 k@}’\ Qi" Lﬁ'f Course NCL’HA [[© Semester g”' b Yol

Enrolled Auditing

Your Major /7}0//0//\60( / U{Mﬂ\

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 as 030 o 51 a2 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 questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

@gmA ot Pm}s/l\y }w(f‘pH}) VE}’ O\WD@C‘A&LL ’f.} studnts, |

Lb\m(,lm Opﬁ&/ %Wﬁ e & qut‘f NinesSome

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:

wr &}
extremely

ffective

o 2 31 o 5 83
not at all moderately R
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 _ Ken Kibet Course __Madtr L10 | Semester __Spang. 201Y

Enrolled ___\jeg Auditing __ e - Your Major _stactistics

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?

b @& o3 3] £52 na) L
not at all moderately ’ extremely
effective effective

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

Nen yregpoed for levure; Cxceltent Gt MGNECY  questiovs  and enwmme;_
drork Chudents @k Mev,  cod thadt he Wivee) P foludtons Whnen 0Sked.

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Nefwng ;| Fume (U grear,

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

o (o2 33 ] 5 067 -
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.

PRy Aan and LA Mgebyvee (8 Ny O‘Wtw,bwh ol Frelds
dnd  @eokt'( Cool.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __Eiet” Course __Math IO Semester '5?‘734 204
Enrolled ___ Yes Auditing No Your Major _Ezo [Matn Chpplied)

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?

oh @ 3 o 51 n:a) L ]
notatall 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).

Hels Uusi' a ey (9l Jecterier ovzsnll.  Keeps  Haps M‘/alt:s%ar amd A:arid
[ares  ge lo»zj as e stident does, /4/[%5 QAseders zua&%ms o prezee.

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 @2 = o 5 o= 2l
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

1y —~— =~ by T
Instructor __ ?\ 1 BT Course No Semester _ > <
Enroled Auditing g Your Major Apcs Matin

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 =N £5a a2 =
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective » effective

boarawork examples, clarity, w:lllngness an tions, attitude toward students, offic

2. What are the instructor’s strengths?/(i.e. preparation and organization of IectummD

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

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

oh 2 3 o 51 ogm !
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 &/ e+ Course Ma+b 11O Semester S pring [
Enrolled Yer Auditing Ve ~ Your Major e cctfued

1.

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 2 o @ 57 61 -
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).
Ve,r e h *Ahﬂkt'h‘é, and 2 g 4h/2@«£ a//‘//,)y T dnSocr g EsFony

RN /c&'f'cxr‘ej f(' /l@—h/{/zj erk4,€;//€h"*" ’[\"Wé -"&/C(’f?ba ,je,\e,v,_\‘/
~

gkaa(v‘»y.

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
g;(/\,@ ‘F”“nr"‘veJ ’f'ﬁhf Erety - é/ ¥ (t_[ﬁ - @’("‘F '@/JC—»

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

oh (2] 3 e 51 83 L
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.

VA

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ R\ bet Course MM\’\ ”O Semester Sﬂ - )\j
Enrolled e Audifing ~ YourMajor € 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.

.

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 03 o 53 63 L
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).”

e Cortent- C,)ckrn"f‘j Voerhworle

) will ’J?m/sf v
ANV c‘vvug-h'oﬂs

’ VJ’\UH:) ke Q—/Wos}ivé/b}"/\aj

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:

ok o] 3 o 52 - =8
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.

The ocre  wes oo L, T wih  we led £aon __3/,9?"’26‘/\ Fo

Joler caronical Lom SISV SURE 314 Thnly Hrat

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor \an = w Course M A, (O Semester

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Enrolled Auditing -~ Your Major _ /< ¢7

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 = 3 o 5 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, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

Ner ergy So e gma/) V%M
?G\e x{b{\{,,é/( ~

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

—

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

ch @2 ©o@ o o5 e
notatall - 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.

\

S —

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ;@%&6 Course W //0 Semester 5 //

Enrolled o~ Auditing

Your Major /4,%///2/, Mo,

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch @2 3 o £53 61 L2
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).

/’(MOW/BJ?KO’% W bowprenolc bc/cwce Very W | ‘?Wé‘f"&?%wf

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

Zea// bovd 6o 0 Hy v e '%dd/ Iex
ab/a/ev%mg he ?/5 & Cco W

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

o o] 3 ] 23] 4 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kzen Lret- Course __ At (/0 Semester pr /{L

Enrolled »=7 Auditing

Your Major M/ S

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?

oh 2 o33 3] 51 faca -
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).

e}ﬂwef _ b e seloetin
&m ,«/l%u—%mjézg

1 wm) orér—hn _ . .
D e A tna d

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

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

o 2 (= e 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor RI })Qjﬁ Course ___[ath [ [0 Semester fp [Y

Enrolled V4 Auditing . Your Major _££. (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.

.

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

oh 2 33 o £51 x:a) E
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). | ,
Ribefs (ecfure sty le /¢ suided per ‘Méy foutrfs
| the covrse. He (s aluayc [eafytoans ver
@U &lons @ 1/?(?{ 5w r fo sfdf mx‘;f '

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

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

o 21 ) o 5 063 -
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.

L+ wold he nice it mre mareril
a9 covered.

Continue on back, if needed.

-




NOGSLNYDS

€ON-€E661-1 "ON WHO4 WOLSND
SRR RN R R R R R R R R RN RN R RERRERRRRRERE

“PRAISSIH SIUDIY Iy

CEVS G186 S0TY ZW! gopz NOWVHOAHOD NOHINVDS ®

WOD'UONURIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ {ex  @ibes Course __Matl o & Semester ‘glrm%/c 2w Y

Enrolled Auditing

Your Major A\r'p’év/tL Math — 145; e

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?

o 2 o3 o €5 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, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

Pt By e votornl | pliar o for Sty AT o

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

Ahe  atw it of 4k Yol 2 a"wf“} )
HK"'V? ) Sc(uf.\?\m Can k'-/LD‘QV —M-L/ ﬁe('{‘ﬂ?\o)?/ rwc-e/s;.
5,,\”93{ o rog—k Ao vewor b Cofict e -

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

o 2 33 & 5 5 ﬂp:/
not at all moderately exfremely
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 __ k/e wheth /?I/U‘ course__MATH 110 Semester 5)}“1 " Lol #

Enrolled -/ Auditing 2 Your Major CQ?/ v

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 31 o £51 n:a]
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). W@y@ M/m;,

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

/\/UM} ,

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

= = I 2 3 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ken BRibe course __Math 1o Semester Py 22 /%
Enrolled ___ X Auditing X Your Major Math.

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 &3] el @ 51 @ en
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).

/)rg/parq-f)on. Laarv[MrL. /,/,//,Wj to gnsn'er 7&1 es .
74 ﬁ’/’ﬁ(ﬂé Y24 Sﬂwé:ff. |

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

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

oh @2 3 3] 5 z@ wal
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 __ k“)ﬂﬁt Course Mat]_lio Semester _ SPrj 204
Enrolled | Auditing 2 Your Major ___ et

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 cour‘se,\how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 = o 53 Y =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).

He & j‘\'( fh};,gj Vj c{@ﬁ lemﬁ_

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

He 0o ﬁ-\'e S0 wlﬂ‘ﬂok)@m%Q ?:j\;g

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

o 2 3 ) G5 \p( al

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.

e

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kcﬂ éznlr;'} Course Ma’%h H@ Semester gﬂﬁ{}‘ff ZOI’!L}

. N
Enrolled \/ Auditing - Your Major !dh/Yéséﬁ

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?

ch @& = @ 5 - =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).

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

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

o @2 3 . 5 o w2l
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.




NOSLINYDS

HON-€E661-4 "ON WHO4 NOLSNO
frnnnnnnnnRn RN RN EnNnEnNNNLNNINEnInLEnIL1

‘PRAISSDY SIBIY 1Y

S00% NOLLVHOdBOO NOHINYDS @

ceEVv S SIS S0TY LW

WOD UoURIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kenneth Ri het course __ MATH 1D Semester 'SPV"‘& Wl
Enrolled ’ \/ Auditing E Your Major __EE/ 3

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.

hE

Considering both the limitations and possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? ‘
ch @ =3 o 5 = =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).

%D\N‘Z@( Reetrae
P rawer ‘Umﬁw uu%

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 2 B e 5 &= s
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 _ Kenneth Ribet Course Motle V1O Semester - Cpﬂ‘v{r_
Enrolled | \/ Auditing . Your Major TEcouonF.

=™ 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 o] o3 @ £51 n:x) wal
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).

N 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
&
@
5
g
2
g
5 4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to7:
o 2z 3 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 Rs\gg\, Course l“ﬁgﬁ;\ Hf} Semester ~§gf f ‘Lf

Enrolled (){x 14 v Auditing

Your Major Aﬁ?\“"l ;‘{Kﬁ”l |

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 . w 2] 31 i} 51 L3 wa]

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).

\l'ay ?»efv%l (gﬁfﬁi’dﬁ»%wt‘, dw”%;f poviten c':m boud )
| \)QJ)’ w! 2{ -E ANS e r= (Z\,eg\'hﬂ"s |

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

Pﬂ’fﬁ\[ alostiaste wl c@w»?ié')f a{&‘gg«;&g&w’};

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

oh n 31 3] 23] el L
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.

¢ 3 § § ttv-, Yoo &{»:,i A \ T P gy
S’n%\ G Quit ohsvve F whet 40 do wih g W' T é&ﬁi
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Komned. Eﬁ‘u}‘ Course _PMa 1 40 Semester @wa\f 2044

Enrolled " Auditing ~ Your Major _Kpglied Moute

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 2 033 o 51 L] s
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).

, Jobhihnde doroaxds phdents
- M%m o Wuwer CIW\"W

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

Congltig b good.

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

o 2 3 o 5 - w2
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 __ARibref course At 1[0 Semester 4&%2«)/ ¢
Enrolled . Auditing - Your Major 424 &£ ‘ﬂz%n’gp

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 w s . s .l 5 _ wa

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

Clear Aecture., CAsY Lo follpees

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

The Sf%ee/t/ cowld Lo mr&/wéw@é’c. lw,zg
Al -&5(&77 6&7)/{6 Lin ;ﬁ%g % ﬁw

4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: '
o = 3 @ 51 ® ﬁ/

not at all moderately ex ely

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_ d?"\e’{’+, 1qu/\ Course ” 0 Semester g?p:rus 20/ L{ |
Enrolled __YgS Auditing _ o Your Major kgg\\‘eé Jeall, QLM JEXS

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.

B

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

[ ] 23 £33 . ] 51 51 wa]
not at all moderately ’ extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

\[Q{‘% Qc&@otu\, onl 0% Bl wddk  calwrond (ke fress
TR wed claet  baesd wod, Cegonolie  gxon

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

ool gk, Haovrlh  con o slognbly
wahfﬂ,sméwﬁ mr———-@@sem Orse oM O

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

ch 2 31 o @ 53 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor k@n ET&BU\' Course MGJYL\ \lD Semester g(:) , LI

Envolled __Ji5, _ Auiting_Us Your Major Mletla, €S

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?

ch @ 3 o £53 [ 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, exagt:( gradlng) V , +
0{3 Qegar ,6;‘ clar, N Uﬂ o s
%U‘S’Bﬁ:/\? (/Uﬂ \e,nd(ﬂ, |

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

M A Ve,(j wawi) dzurm oH.

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

o 2 31 o 5 63 L
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.

Mﬁg& onsther diccossin ek weld e ace

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor t’gﬂ \é’,’\\%;\' Course ___ MaA I I\D Semester _ S12ving 20\¢
Enrolled X Auditing Your Major C\/uwmm’rw"

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 o3 o C5a - 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).

K OWO weke 1ol Ve Welh . Wivung 1o Gwwe~ G uiatong Hody oy
b @ how. ’ |

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 . @ 3 o 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor Kennetih @ ibet  course Madia 110 Semester Spring 204
Enrolled v Auditing ~ Your Major __ Methe mo~Fbics

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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 23 3 e =} 51 L wa]
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).

He s vexy 7!/0‘/(- o amw@/"fj; %Mh“MS ?”-d_ 6**,”’”";"&,
(ot pts - | |

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

He somahms goes of b ok angl gn favgenf. 1F b
Aid ol o Fpks | Fainle it would  maleets Feecchr~

Ve wage e PV

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

o 2 3 el 5 e 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.

Ribet is TOO0O00 ‘Qjood ot Mot

Math Crod 2ibef

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kew ¥iloet Course _Matn 110 Semester 9@+, 2o
Enrolled v Auditing 2 Your Major _P\uysres |

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?

ch 2 31 o 51 @ =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).

\/e,\ré c,\go\r’ \m,vna Q,VU,\ Yo cbuuz,showQ é—\rM 0\/QQ
CL\PO\A\/\Q) C\wa \JCV'\j wice. e '

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

-A4 e T w e class QQu\K\aovn.\j’ Lt T e
et suwe & P 18 K Pm&ssgv*g S

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

o 2 €5 63 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.

A ot waes '\u\"s\ sh'j\/d’h; vove afahact adt T4.

T Sourd e vk \OVQ ‘o wo%‘\‘\\:) Mi\?_c\:\' SH ) Lut
P (W \f@gﬂ..é L mow\a &C‘)Qv\_& ow\ g"'l eg_\,\g) A |
woakd o weare,

Continue on back, if needed.



NOELNYDS

gON-€£661-4 "ON WHO4 WOLSND
frRnnrRrnnnnnen e nrnEnnnnrnnnnennennl

"PanISSDH SIUDIY lIY

S00% NOUVHOdHOO NOHLNVOS @

cev e SIS S0y 2

WO UOLJUBDS IAMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ k \2{,}9@}( Course /1/(“% //0 Semester ~/§PVJM ks

Enrolled v/ Auditing - Your Major

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 = @ o o5 @ wm
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).

Gt ligtiotone the /uth W/ﬁ/,

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

o awdses, Lk h we col] o o Gponkmnd

R v il

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: 2 '
f m| o s} 33 jw. ] 5 o
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 _ ea Rloet Course _Mgth (O Semester _Sprirg 2019

Enrolled _\0 Auditing 2 Your Major Aglies) tatemancs

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 possibi!iﬁes of the subject matter and course, how would
' you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o vs 30 3] £51 agu wal
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). ,

prepored & deon, accesside dwi{\o& OH, SO FRIEVDM € AADHMMUIDAIN G -

l?e@\ua crca.lf ovenall .

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
he. 5 Wiz@ﬁ\y\a) gigte wes hanrd Ho falow™ meglee more clean
sronsHions (Lorte sechon s en bosnd D |

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

o 2 3 o L | 67 a
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.

Coment wies hesd 1o qrasp at Hmes .

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kepn 12, et Course Mattd 1D Semester Sz g 201
Enrolled | Auditing Your Major Agrts2d Mot

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

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

%45'%—-&"} W"’é’v" ;p’l/lq /o ’/‘:;34 MJ beptboel ¢M/(4§¢ Mj
& ,, < vv7 Flot 3 A—#Z’/ah/ f Fx/‘,[gmﬂ,hmf ) /t’zh.,@g and -3

Prrbanir, / Gt st T 5 ppup Fhovorigt | fosnor o ood Ammwh -

V“&L/ Sras M] La Chor S &*’74/,

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
The werved A peactity ogbees shpbtly  nrt algirh coneopts
ol rol b Cricrigh crigiote om 2nppltig Mo o wentd o

e bplybal.

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

o (oa] 31 o €5 r w2
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 kg v 2t Course \0 Semester _ fyr;/\/y ZJN

Enrolled | Auditing

Your Major A’pﬁ%ﬁ Wetnlfhysic?

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?

o @& = @ 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)*( leg I o o i ile Jw T 1 L‘,er»}
HWA 1l Youd I)X’V}Of\w Y. W\}\? kfw[‘p /s QLQW ‘iU'U‘ (7/@ " g i

What are the lnstructor s weaknesses? How could the instructor i improve hlslher teaching?

HomJWV\"‘[irﬂ 2 k\/(} .(b htmj ot »{JM}MLL;E M/\W\I)S 1 d‘?, C

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

o o] 3 o ] 063 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective . effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as coritent, 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 ____R. e Course _Maubn 11D Semester _$p rva sy [

Enrolled ’ Auditing g Your Major _ M, e~

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 possibi!ifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 3 @0 o5 - =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). ' ,
be s ven, epproachatle ad  mde 1 by mirsen o

set b kavo tveny ont m (locs. He aluays oltrre pAleed F o, onc

J,M,' ?MJ/‘I\A‘ /m\'\og he ¢ a/—,/-(/ ed pag ..ler“l""J/ r dnserer.

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

fle contd lome oftesd  more  Cxasples  furmg lechee  ut
bolelp stdinhs  conaptually o joshod b petoinl,

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

o 2 3 o e 83 s
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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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Ko ¢ Course  Mlatin 11O Semester ~ CPrww 2014
Enrolled Audifing 5 Your Major __iAatta |

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch @ A 03 3] 51 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 questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

Trepaved v (eSS, knew ek e wo ked
lecture own, f\\waw|3 emp\z\o\s\w ek e ’((_,@w)b\(\
was ,mpo,(;%w( Alwage- Lett tumu  Bor 7 vestuons-
faced e C(W (/eﬂﬁ@? W@Zf /')eﬁm/e/%

qual ity us quanfs - |
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

Malie  (lup¢ move &77‘{//7%//%//17 .

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

o o] 3 e 51 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ R\ course_ MATH IO Semester GP\Q\ N 20\4"

Enrolled 5( Auditing = Your Major

M EIARLE

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 possibi!iﬁes of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 033 o 51 o =l
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). _
NeRY  HRLpfuL N OF1CL HRE & wiltuing (o
ANSWR R SR STIoWS | 4‘ - Cj

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

SOMRTIMES  LELTURES  UNDRO, fliLeD

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

| 2 33 . a1} 53] - 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor }{Z A (K(L?J Course / / 0 Wﬁ Semester 549 7 L7

A { \
Enrolled Vﬂ% Auditing (\‘9 = Your Major &OY*OYY\(Q

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 3 o €51 E )
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).
Jrgir ]L%ffj j}e@‘ HL\/) 7%?0/"7{%%0

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

Ol wo de& ot conflisim.

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

o o] 31 3] 051 & )
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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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor &bk ' Course Mofri(o Semester _=pr) G 14
Enrolled X Auditing - Your Major ___ st

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? :
ch 2 3] o 5 ( 6 2) =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).

Centend Wrﬂ(Wﬂ—/ thlg) Wi lltvgrme Qs o avSer %_wuﬁj’h/vhg)
ottt b s ) attrheds Froacd d‘«M/ I Gt & ‘% ) RFCian
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
prepervefia, — ?raw%v_a\ Wwes new Lo but
Ve vasbed R ek tongle lectueeg YIS Ve vy
*\'V-/), to v 'k’y\(mat\ v e Q/P\-‘”{

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

o 2 31 3} B3 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.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

4. 5 AT <
Instructor LN ?éw s Course %5}“ lto Semester _ 7 ’i Lot
Enrolled _ Mes Auding _ No Your Major ces

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 v s} 3 @ =) L w2l
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organ[zatlon 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? J—Iow could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

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

o 2 33 o 5 o 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.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kew P\\‘w" / Course Mat, llo Semester _ S‘I‘) ol
Enrolled | \/ Auditing - Your Major Mot + jﬂlu fr

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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o s 3 x| 51 o 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 questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).

&(C“// hie, %(QVJS C)"“”"‘ ‘{;’*f Cg-&&f

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

o &l\'}w f!uw/ at fﬁmy

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

o 2 31 ] 23] L 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.

30@3 Qﬁ} o(ﬁ»ﬁ( (je\/ dﬁs‘s Sinee éwi‘— 5 Gon

ﬁ‘\ﬁ\f/ g-maj, j&g,; Le witt wned

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Q’L&L’ ___ Course Makh (O Semester - P2 gff “'\3 QM‘F
Enrolled ' / Auditing = Your Major Mwli\,/ 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.

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 o £5a - w2
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).

Gend lechurs, riendly, Waldht ob OH, e seadiny.

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

Nong

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

o 2 31 o . 53 wa
not at all moderately v 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.

Maderial in -}im's (,{Ae‘.s T [H’HL/ Aﬁ, ﬁghf 5‘1’

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor _Ken (L et Course __[Vath [l0 Semester _Spring 20/ 4
Enrolled v Auditing -~ ~ YourMajor __Stat8+2

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?

ok 2 3 o c5a - w2
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). .
Very knoaltdgoble  about fopi, very w‘“a\'j fo avgeRe  Guectins
(N ot e ot ard on person. VP/\/ Fm\efwléy‘.. ‘

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Comeuhint of@mfjanféegﬁ presentafion s boord
(,\)Mlo\ have {.w o four(e n:av"cs o Pm,ug;pﬂh»f Pres"en Fa Flvm .
Bleo he mones very 7;«[&55‘7/ but B w‘!,/il‘nj fo Slow olown
when psbeeol ?we#m«s’.

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

o o a] (=) o €5 e ] wal
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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Instructor

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

el Course Mt (1O Semester 36"‘“7—} add

Enrolled / Auditing = Your Major __ (Me¥~

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?

cfa 23 33 @ 51 - 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 questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

V\.‘ﬂrﬂs \ V;{\\vﬂsvﬁf/S} e A S @EWM&’

-

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
/ﬂq nk b o e chdady ondestend e peic
ShEEL TF o fopihiras hacd \ bey op
wth conceptt Are 4o A e Pres £ 5

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

o 2 3 o L 4 T8 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 __ Keﬂf\e'd A M@&ourse /Y(m% [(o Semester P 20( ¢

Enrolled Aud»iting

Your Major Slot{rfc

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 &= = @ 53 | Q =
not at all moderately Lo 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).

cloxity , ool Pascbrto anper guestsy

~

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: 4
oh 2 3 & 5 53 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 _ Ko Ribey Course Math ][0 Semester _ éfﬂs’/ 201
Enrolled ' \/ Auditing - Your Major 5 ECS |

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 o 2] 33 o =% L wal
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).
C’e"// 'H"ovoﬂ\ e)ff)anaTﬂhg A gM (S\vff}fwnd“' & Wmala\\y (te ["&‘t/ i WJ&’S@»J

foy waws & pafs, Howework was Aiiat a sabsfry ~d ( & it
(i’“ﬂ kA NresRy Pabbmd ot yode Compiadieg’ bt voo codld alse lok on Praz2o bf' wv b
a \\wa |

| 6%0{‘) \/87 v guy,

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

€ swe B »/“ffff‘ﬁ'wa‘ ot dli\"‘}S I Ad# (/Nf@ffff’ad (WJ@“ﬁ%gM%
A g e L b, Loy o acd b Bl T g

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

o 2 =2 o 5 53 L
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.

Alw"ﬁ soud belle ¢ fegolpm\y W lade Mel sue Fheys Lpi‘,} &8 0/5, o
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Aibes Course __)Jo Semester Spring_ 2014

Enrolled __ \/ Auditing 2 Your Major _EE(s

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 e =} 51 g 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 questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

_@Z_ hcébﬁt/ + (/mouraahg\ arfi iy 1o pinal STUAIS | Qntlites ATLTC 7[1.;1,,9141/%4 | Tacu=tl

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
.gvmdi“m(s Zﬁ/f & L"Y lost /n /617”'() Somt e Timg ffad o ahinn oo “ﬂ(btmll): ot b7 #;zi{
FH e poriviiin fws?ud]ma cevlain Tpiy  wolkldvi been hilpfa 1

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

o 2 3 =z 5 e 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ R the + Course __ Mark 11 D Semester ___ 5p Y01

Enrolled )/ es | Auditing 2 Your Major

unde cloced

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 @& = o 51 S =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, mew .exams, grading).
'u’"’fi"yi’?“‘)
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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:

ch e 2] 31 3] 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.

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

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kevneth Ribot Course __ Mty ([0 Semester _ 9 pring 2olY
Enrolled ‘ Yo‘% Auditing Q/ Your Major Chemical ok ;«/

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 @ 3 o £51 - =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).

UMWdWMM&MQ ool gy W’:"%QW

What are the instm weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaf:hing?
W%M o LA tg9 Hositiec oond s ol

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

o 2 3 o - 63 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

fIEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

ke Riby

Instructor yar— = iiziowy Course A% o ’ Semester 'R% (Y

J

Enrolled kg, Auditing : our Major /gt 4L,

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch 2 03 o 51 X = s
not at all moderately T extremely
effective effective

What are the in?ye(s" strengths? (i.e. preparation and organizzltierféf lectures, contéﬁt,/f
boa;\:d{:rk, examples, clarity, WWSS to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, hotnl@/work,_exams, Wg)' Wi

JHwsmue ,714? ’ Lt gwby’l% > ot —/L;./)\ |
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
oh e 2] 3 s 5 X 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 Yﬁ\/\ r?\\w Course %“( \/\ ‘O Semester SX) ‘U/

Enrolled Auditing Your Major é (9N

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 a s} 03 o 51 s s
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).

- Uart

N Chall€ine
A %O(xrdvmf ! (
- \m\\m«\ 40 oWl 9&\)@&1&(\3

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
® s\‘\g\nk\\ﬁ ‘oo Jourd? € SRec ta\\»\ for geople
WHiouwr oo ywwudh b cui\c ound, N natiy

sS\ow @ e \fz/w&\r\n’w\o? o A (wurse

e siyolents 4o Hink A{c@uf

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

o @2 s =] g B3 s
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 Kenncth  Ribot Course_ AMazh 110 Semester _ Spring 2 2/4

Enrolled YEC Auditing NO-

A ,
Your Major /1,7:}4)4,}@( AMaitd

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 : @ 3 o 53 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).

skady ( “q. b 4o afjpwzwﬁ a /37,«/77‘7 WM) ﬂ&wi:a%}é Z‘f{z (il
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
He s a litle Isv itiltice ;vwi Aot Veaﬁ gngi A

j&ij lbelunes p e /w%j AAL ¢ pote - chméozf o /,Mﬁéz&évw/(/‘y

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7: fwwm\'
P
o @2 3 o 5 163 Y- -
not at all moderately [ extremely
effective L 3@8

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.

PR
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor keﬂm“% f*? «:z.a\g Course /{?’fz@ { ?4 é? Semester S,lru o?ﬁf"?
Enrolled 4 Auditing . Your Major _Aath /[batirdie s

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?

[ ] 23 33 [ =] 51 a9 w4
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).

n .
U@W by Leodrer, joed at o wcadonable puse Jor hnad} ﬂgf fo clagy
fod o ovd /}&i; ondurtrly grediod . Bio hiep 5 get %o Luow hir 52d by |

M*‘c"g’% f‘{ & 7@ ﬁg } 5;39?«%@ .

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
sy |
/««@j%@e G.},. ‘g A:ﬁ fiﬂffﬁ{' i’ﬁgﬁ J%gﬁg“ iewéli ,r,}fw,(ﬁ v’;‘ ) %é&',)l,

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

o 2 31 o g 53 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.

F

{e 5 £ PN r—‘ ’ 2
*ﬂmé‘é‘iﬁ?ﬁi ;@ﬁgﬁﬁw; f}“f’}f ff mﬁf }@fm”fé ﬁ"«é’\j a (‘m;(’ 9[6"5 6’/

/ . A
ek;g;if #ia P r’f’rf <
S E &y v ,{"/f £ ’
/ 75 (et 54 8205 %y cam MA{,; ke,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Ribe Course |10 Semester __ Sprm 4 20%
Enrolled | Auditing x Your Major ___E £ (S |

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 s o £51 e wal
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).
Pref:aratton of lectures
* Good ~}\omewor\< problems
* Clear

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

* Somat‘cm es ﬂoes a b+ fast

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

o @2 3 o 5 e ral
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

'GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

GSIName __jf-thw Til /f)}/ Course __// Wﬁ’"{fz\ [0 Section__ (L A4
Instructor giﬁff Semester jrm" 3"%?'} 20/%  YourMajor /Vw}’@\

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 . @ 31 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

jg,pefinesztioffcizogppwpafd o Iw\ SOMN. f/?{?@q; ﬂ&/\mﬂ fﬁ/ﬁéfﬁ’%

A S Vod s vorr epther

~T &k N RVe
= Very belplal in offie hours

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

~ improve his/her teachmg‘?

S e e wos i aby naped and 55y o
ANG\ f 9!&5

— Qefore 5@[&9/\ e should (Krou how Fo sple qll ﬂe }\wmww

by (QLose. 9@W~L¥:M§ e did f?ﬁ it the post mpatl /é/szm fémf

"\\/\/r;é@ GHWgﬂ gﬁ%ﬁ Uty et waﬁiﬁ .Qéfgﬁf \fﬁ rehi f“’%.

N whle

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

o &2 3 o @ 62 2]
not at all moderately ‘ ' extremely
: ’ effective , effective

5. Any other comments?

BN c(/wz“%% ( low Jﬂdﬁ’ baﬁ;@m@ Yo halp
fV‘QQM‘Q/ {‘\(ﬁg ‘%—E ﬁ*g) |

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KPM ijd_ Course MATH 1O Semester QWIVW 20l 4

@ ‘ Auditing = Your Major AW‘J m&'l’h
m Sceence,

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

—_

[
N -
H

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

o 23 31 =} L {a:a] v a]
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).
He s nice  and Y ‘/Wm%ﬂm”

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

He doee b hepare amﬂ 2 T et

WWJ well .+ XU"W’@@* sfyle seems

bt arlmy

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

o 2 31 o [ 63 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.

Tre oot g & o doxt are very
akett & il T hf@ thet “he can ‘
Wo\,\ uS  Some O(,W hef (/f moﬁ back, fnesded.
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Instructor &W Course M(kn\ HO
Enrolled __ Y¢S Auditing o

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING _EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Semester Sﬂ”hﬁ ZD,L]\

Your Major M Mﬂn%

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.

.

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instruz)j
51

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

gl jwal
extremely
effective

oh 2 3 o0
not at all moderately

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).

iy ovessiole 0pd - hedpfl oAl OF dlass. Rnshvers emals

QIO rusgmds on praz2o. ety cares wonf SMU’
ond Har course. |

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

Wl W Ved hy  ser vz L,@rm conkend vedoded
fo M- homenorls-

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

ch @2 3 (o 5 067 wa
not at all maderatel) extremely
efective 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.

By i puigssor Fve had S0 fart TS
ﬁy opingy gne wnd bymd to reath DU~ D
Shdn

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Instructor Bredesac Rihet Course __ Mwth 110 ___ Semester ”3‘”’7"7’ 2’07/‘/

Enrolled o Auditing = Your Major Mithorret <r

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 o s 33 e 2} 51 g1 wal
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).

Cha prederer 7 aMa te drews bnbr Lefueeh é_»w— gtk od sro—
Comizer , v\/lf"”( L Aerdd vy %/W/gf\ - |

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

The /M%@W condd strnitat Thi lecture Leflor nel flot #o noay

W’Zk/«f content 3’679 e C/Agj fime

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

i @ & @ @ & e
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as cbntent, 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 \Lom Boex Course _Moatla VO Semester %Spmé 2014
Enrolled Auditing ~ Your Major Py sics |

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?

o 2 03 o - na] 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 questions, attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).
Wil ingness 4o anspoer sHons, w(/w’ss to Walg shrdeats \easn and AL
Jan - Prepored foc \zchase . B WWWLM@%M

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Moce C/\W\‘\’\[ i e A}\r‘éu\*\ow\ & pmo@:: :

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

. ok 2 3 o 50 - 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM )
Instructor Cen Ribet Course {\ A 110 Semester __ SP“’*?% 4 .
Enrolled Auditing § Your Major Mo (indented)

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

ch @ 3 @ * B =2
not at all moderately T e 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). h » 1l e
“iﬁ%ﬁ“sﬁi" o orkwee %a!gdim ard eathsion /a{-};{uag ’t’éwmif the ¢

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

T %\*ﬁgf,{ the queyion Iﬁmmfif Rk forsgerfha “?gi*i*}f Negyed 10

Please rate the overall courseonascaleof 1to 7:

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.

7\

Continue on back, if needed.




NOBLNYDS

HON-EE661-1 "ON WHOJ NOLSND
ffRnnrnrnnnnnnnnNEnnneEnnnntnnnnnnnennl

"PAAISSIH SIYDIYH IV

S00% NOLLVHOJBOD NOHLNYOS @

cE¥ S SIS SOTY Mt

WO Uo.URIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Wof len Clbet Course __ Math_ [0 Semester S}fl"lﬁ— 204
Enrolled A | Auditing 2 Your Major _re. [Viedremavtrcs

These evaluations will be helprI 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 subjectvmatt.er and course, how would

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o =2 33 o s ) 63 £n
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).

- MS Preparea N
- Shps kv ask £ we have Q“V)eg'fbrlg wuo(/kaci'dfﬁ

- ﬂ-fM sthtvde toveue? sfetends
~ olnehs  Frelp vl
— SW mef'UFQCL i ‘

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

~ doeg de{ not Pmnd/( a-thcundt 'g«WLZL aoderial ﬂ@l il terns
w very. Afb vl hore pt on Fe/{rmn% patenad

— 1("1/\4'{'5/( 0 H

4, Please rate the overall courseon ascaleof 1to 7: O
[2.9]

S oh ' 2 @ o 163 wal
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. ' }lz'\ R‘M . Course M ‘H(/\ / (O Semester 4% 5/’) / (f

Enrolled ' Auditing = Your Major

5/&4@( ] Q,

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?

G @2 3 o a> & =2
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

vy Aoer Fepley I G Cz Mo Studets | )
\M“A/J{a' arevel 7%«5/0»5 3 :
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
per- o({/ w welies, of e fed Lol Lue eromg

e Hw wov\ é, \"/ﬁ/ L/‘f@é

jo

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

oh @2 = o 50 =2
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 & - RIEBET Course _MATH 11 O Semester _ SPRING=RO [
Enrolled ___ €S Audiing __ — Your Major FHYre\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?

ch 23 33 @ L ] jwal
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).

SREAT PreoFESSol, PLNAYS prepanen » FEIENDLY PrND
AlLOMoranne,. Fur 6 wr WTo Ju€ Cuass-

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

SEEMS  MORE fICwSED on TLUNHES TUAN WU
TME CLASS AR A WUOLE QPUITE ofTEN.

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

ch > a] 3 ] o= 53 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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Instructor ___ Course Semester

Enrolled o Auditing = Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

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.

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

ch 2 3 o ‘ % o
@ ’ extremely

not at all moderately
effective , effective

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

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

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

53] B3 wras

not at all modeTately 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 __Ken Ribed Course Matin 110 Semester _ Sering 2014

Enrolled X Auditing = Your Major U ndeciaved

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?

oh 2 03 o £51 n:a] w2l
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).
He was  very prepaved  Foy Jec{uve and he was  eXiremely  frigndy

He took qhe Atme 40 gl {o  ppowy ks s{udkent.

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

T fhing dhad fheve Sould  pe cleaverv ungfel .

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

o = 3 @ @ &1 22
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 'R(b@r course Mo (10 Semester Q’D\ﬁ A% |

Enrolled /)( Auditing

Your Major _MatW+ (R

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.

B

Considering both the limitations and possibilit’ies-»of‘ the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 23 33 o o g1 jwal
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

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

atwcujs SR questans, a!/uucwg in & great moad .

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

V\G-Hnmg‘ o

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

o 2 31 o o E 63 ral
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

%veﬁ& bool !,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Lineh Course _ 11O Semester _S?rite \A
Enrolled _Y¢ Auditing 2 Your Major _Ieg\ved MNadd

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.

[N

N

‘(la .

P

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 ‘ ] r.=} . pa:al = 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).
Exqlaining q,w(\nv»s

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Liaviag, Yoo mudh b b onguard (SRR VRPN | Sayity  Sowthiy s el U

V\UV(A", o~ W(‘ “ekn.’y

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

o @2 3 =] 5 06 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.




NOELNYDS

HON-€E661-4 "ON WHOL WOLISNO

"PaAIasaY SILIY IV
S00% NOLLVHOJEBOO NOHLNVDS @

CEVS SIS S0TY LW

© UIOD'UOMUBDS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Reher Course __Marw |10 Semester __ Sp( ’i‘Y\\Jc\ 204
Enrolled >4 Auditing g Your Major _Prpplied Ml

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 33 o - n:a) s
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). ,
?WVAWJ} &"“"‘ii Nox  doy bim'nj, very wi\i{e:c}yn Mswed Juesyions,

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

Lecvects  cowtd  be 2 lidle  wort Shiuc huftd Wad 2 hatd fwe

%\V\U\MW‘B. ?ﬂc.ﬂ(’{ W\:AWW\) INTANSY bf UNES

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

o 2 3 el - 53 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

{ s '
Instructor Len Rilpet Course __IL() Semester _~ S 2ol
Enrolled v Auditing Your Major P/Zq cres

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 2 03 o F 81 wa
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 Fude

Clood  oGenitciyn , Vewy niee. Cltgr fteress ot

omd m@&wﬂ

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Mayae, my mind B juse Mok 0b§ roeh ehough kir I 4o
o e los 4 W e Seqwad halF W Mo setrere ~ T Hinge o | i,
MO foes  on Wlop s S Wews Wit conerche 7% Cxzempie ,
WoOld b ofppd e

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

= u] (2] s & [ 53 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.

Contiﬁue on back, if needed.

A 8B P b
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KEN RNEET Course MATH 110 Semester _ >fRING K
Enrolled YES Auditing - Your Major _<OM P SC|

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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 o3 o L nca] wa
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).

Pt

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

Please rate the overall course ona scaleof 1to 7:

oh 2 , 3 e s T8 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, adwce to people who have to take it, etc.

mbwe*\ﬂ@*x "“&M* v f 52 Lot g

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kan FRibed Course Math Lo Semester gle""‘j JIZF_

Enrolled _ vV Auditing = Your Major

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?

o 2 31 3] L | 61 wa
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).

(
Aﬁr%bz/ howwork/ RXaws, Ofgwn‘za‘hdn

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 ) o a] 31 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.

Talle ~+o youl AW

Continue on back, if needed.
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GSI Name Spertes Course /et [lo Section
Instructor__ Ry bet Semester _Sre. A Your Major _

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

'GRADUATE STUDENT INSTRUCTOR EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

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 mattér and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o L@ 3 & 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)? | /iyns + acsee- quashey offehde doroel Std oty
;uxad/éh/lh"q// userLolness «f wliy,, Qewrs,

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

improve his/her teaching?

ol e fitb ol He Theoass halae Ao

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

o 2 30 o & 62 2]
not at all moderately ' extremely
' ' effective . effective

Any other comments?

Ov x| vy ucel done,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor _ Ril o4 Course __ /(0 Semester _ 0 0r 2 Loly

Enrolled ___ L/ Auditing -~ Your Major _|Zccnemic s

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 possibiliﬁes of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh @2 3 o , e a2 w2
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 questlons attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).

Cont = pommitntin, ity o tligsm

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Somce (,[:“!Conn cct sz{z/btm s s //./(/'2{/ a,y( #«”‘&vtrafc‘

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

o 2 = o 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ }< A R‘\ be{ Course M\C‘WM\ [l semester _ SP o4
Enrolled N Auditing g Your Major ___ S 1213 |

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? ‘
- ) =)

o a 03 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).

Preputne

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

~ '_/(;@ F@ g\f ‘\r" | ‘Cﬁft (/\

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

o (2] 3 e L - 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.

Continue on back, if needed.

A A g -
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Ri\odk Course _MAt MO Semester S pving 201

Enrolled ule's Audiing NG . Your Major _A\A A

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 instm@
51

oh s 3 o 83 s
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).

PN <o Vuaﬁ\o'\V\ﬁ SYuderks, fuswaﬂ ‘e nowd .VVM name
wolds (unchied £en ¢ rudents .\ e want wo gret s
ow i you can, and enen i you N R IRV VRN

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

Vo reference Math (S so much

O at Q. -

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

oh 2 3 o 5 N b
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.

Toe Dok

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \< Kibe Course __prodna W\ O Semester _ Zp 2014
Enrolled \UAe's Auditing Ne Your Major ___ Anatia

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 poss:bmhes of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this uctor? :

ch 2 3 81 : wal
not at all moders ' 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).

\ont -Fro,{g\-w,é ax “\/\LJfé/\"'
j’ww\‘] Jow“"»-es.

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

gk\v\&q \aorx,é, \'50'@‘( sucked . ‘\L( )’6\\)} ly\fc "’ﬂyou
ou lea éwg ‘

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

o 2 31 o 5 53 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.

‘3";\‘ A“ g boek pleage ()mclmj was fenbN

'ﬂ\C Fo0 . Deent hg vt o ~cacl /‘“:’V\o};j

Continue on back, if needed.

S
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KP(\(\?% Q\\OC\— Course N\Q\)!\ \\O Semester ‘;pnq ﬁ 204 . U

Enrolled Auditing Your Major

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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? _
51 - W o

ch 2 033 ‘
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). ,
Aways  onygilable, geaﬁi)) Yo cotad  odie and infoss
o \wdn o Sdeds |

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

lechves  SoMednat  diffiptr ™0 Talla,

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o o a] [ u} o fu ] [ &
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.

Contiinue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kex 2ulzed” Course __Masln L0 Semester __ %PYW\:”! Loy
Enrolled VA Auditing = Your Major 4 L-&;MU) |

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 03 - c5a a2 v a
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of le_ctures,(conteﬁil)
boardwork, examples, clarity,@illingness to answer questions) attitude toward students, office”y
@iourg, homework, exams, grading). |

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

Eiomen oo o had & qrocing s e Advict.

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

o 2 3 © 5 53 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.

The txthbek ©» M & jﬁuw

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor /?; ée% Course /{0 Semester _ 5} ad

Errolled = Auditing

Your Major &""‘// tef

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.

—

N

3.

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

ch 2 31 - 51 %2 =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).

willngreic fo angue- 7@"&% avdl ?”’7 'f W ey

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Teo roundaobout mm ﬁwwg t’powwu/wﬁfgrﬂffw,wm,d\
mates it cligpantd to and e 90'»(0{ what' (e ang Tying o POR .

. Zmprove : get the broad Aea of the (LK 2crsS fist) dow't mmbie on Aty

>

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

oh , o] 3 - 5 63 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Rk Course Matly Semester _ b 1Y
Enrolled __ Medd— Moy Auditing No Your Major _Moth) £

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 @2 3 ] £5a 651 =
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 towar: ents, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).
Seans e guad g [y e gty bt

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Qal ot down Ry 4 W mob- bl fem,

gw\%\f fMoe,

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

o 2 @85 o 5 63 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.

QQ,, Sthager fi\un t

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Lo ¥ Course Matt, 110 Semester - fprs‘»«? QLely

Enrolled -/ Auditing

o bh

—~—

Your Major

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? ‘
ch 2 ' ] - €53 62 =a
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).

it\e coe § \oovi studetc, He QPM Jnme sl (pr{\ A

'y *OMM\\ U

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
The ecm 15t d . ond Sembdime) e \ikes. o 5%)‘@\% o bout
ot vl Clc\” ke | 3 Vot rkw(‘(\)r Faken N

wci e v Y

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

o 2 e - 51 63 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.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

| University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ken Ribet Course ___Maxih 1(0 Semester 'SPnnS 20614
Enrolled | Auditing -~ Your Major _Apoiiacl Madh

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?

ok 23 - L o 51 5 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 questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).

- He NS UU\“'”S Yo ansuler qmﬁms most of Ahe ke

- He een sets linch fimes o gt 1o knad O3

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

-He sametmes 8065 ot of tack.
~fle s ot ofaé\mzed )

_He mires dhe matenal fram gthei acluapcect ceuses infe
dhe cilass maienat uhich makes 4 moie (‘m(ua‘ms‘

- His gading s ety frugh,  pahal credit s not ety guen,

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

o o] - ] 5 83 wal
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 __ k Mw! /\ % Le’L Course M“Hf\ o Semester %67 rleg / 7

Enrolled / Auditing _ - Your Major

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?

ch 23 @ o 51 51 jwal
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?
(Vo t?p:\lfbfé‘}"?@ Leom shdeats
Joes 00t mean  yodacckndng by students
gf)( fﬁ:«.a} Yhe  homewst ke i e ,{N(_ea.,fw’e

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

o @ @ g == & G2
not at all moderatély 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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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K@M (M Course ,\/\-Q% llo Semester QPVZ"Q\ MSD

Enrolled 4 Auditing

Your Major Fjuz( Math 0«9(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 0\@1 teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
23

o 033 o £51 na] wal
not at all moderately ' - extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
@W' attitude toward students, office

boardwork, examples, clarity, willingne
hours, homework, exams, grading).

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4€)W©ﬂ, He Snted o Imm ~ fow 4

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

o @ 33 oz 5 63 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.
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