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970 Evans Hall
Summary of Teaching Evaluation
Instructor: Ribet, Kenneth Course/Title: Math 113(1)/Abstract Algebra
Semester: Fall 2013 Official Class Enrollment: 37 Number of Forms Returned: 30

Required Text: Dummit & Foote — Abstract Algebra 3" ed. (Wiley)

(O=No Rating) Poor Typical Excellent

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Total Average

Professor
Course




Ribet Math 113, Lec. 1, F'13

Instructor
Unmarked 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 __ Total Marked Total Forms Average
0 0 0 0 0 6 11 13 30 30 6.2
0 0 0 0 30 66 91 187
Course
Unmarked 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Total Marked Total Forms Average
0 0 0 1 2 5 14 8 30 30 5.9
0 3 8 25 84 56 176
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These evaluations will be helpful fo 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? :

ch 23 33 fw- =] 51 61 e
“notatall _ _ moderately o extremely
effective , effective

.. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organi'zationvof lectures, contént,

boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading). -

CRibet s en extibd Souey oF  mtteplid Kooslidgp, He wee
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

"‘7‘ '(?A"S %‘f’”{ ele V”‘? %‘N’}enf’ LA;-\/‘J wilh  Cen  oFtrA

be Very irtirechinn  wq b Proviles  en atfreacte Preseatetion

to Al @w‘(mj byt war {lit {éam&lﬁl\mfg | welees m ﬁve"*}'{gg
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‘Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

ch 2 s 3] 23] 5 wal
not at all moderately - extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc. o
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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 Een Bibol Course _ynatih 1% Semester __fall (¥
Enrolled __ €[ Auditing i Your Major __ vt @yvatic]

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 v} 31 v 3] c51 n:a) 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).
110ps porddichtly to ase B qugriond, comments.

M muniake§ V%Mlﬂn‘j wd embil
ExXamg wiaké you bnluk.

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 31 o > 063 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. ~

a. fundamgniit wurt v ety
tmphagis o procEs.

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

L TEACHINGVEVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __¥en Ribet _ Course 13 , __ Semester - fall 2013 |
Enrolled : '\/ Auditing , Your Major Methdnial EhjEWn]

\4

These evaluahons 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 mstructors

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

ch 2 s , o 51 ain , &
" notatall moderately o extremely
effective ’ effective

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

?o'h?‘\“ wﬁ\@ a,&g SfNWg Alw‘&jﬁ 5‘}“‘7?5 M7 Ieﬂu&vS 't"‘ CESL fbf |

ﬂ\ﬁ'ﬁ‘m}/ c\mkm\{ms‘ Availabe,  ant }ﬁ%ﬂ‘l’i} ot all pies)

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 1 to 7:

BN RN RN R R R A RN RN R R R R R
‘

ch 2 o] ] 5 ta e 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.

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

| TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Instructor 'kGN GweT Course _ MATH 1D Semester FALL 2013

Enrolled %L 20| 5 / \(ES Audltlng - Your Major MA’ T H

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 02 3 o0 o5 63 ‘ va
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).
_plonned Pocuaed ?*N*‘Vt
o&/dwxl/v‘ ol M(’fc.ﬁweﬂ (df(,a( fwgﬂ.{wlg wtubb\. ry

wi‘lfﬁ [2 lmﬁ !mme W[OH

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

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

o 2 3 e > 063
not at all moderately
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. : W\ Q\/

T

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor_. KQ/Y\\}'W\ A K‘M Course /VMT'\ “3 Semester fA“ l(ﬂg
Enrolled \V{ | Auditing 3 Your Major_“PIIEY oTh

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

w-

B

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

oh 2 o3 @ c5a 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).

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

Please rate the overall course on ascale of 1to 7:
[e m s [ 4] jr-a} a9} (‘-é w &
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  fhet __ Course __ Math (13 Semester -Wﬁé“ 2013

Enrolled. - 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 selectmg 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 2 033 . ma ] 51 , A
" notatall v moderately C extremely
effective effective

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

boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, oﬁ" ice

hours homework exams, gradmg)

vwg clear g,,(;% WS
verd Pé'éa«nﬂé‘ and  goeasshlt R ohidents

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

WY ad eduwre sumeboan dsesa'h etz

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

ch 2 =3 o 51 @ 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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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 mstructors

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

ch > = . m 5 81 _ ¢
" notatall moderately o extremely
effective effective

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

hours homework exams, gradmg)

VU“?/ gﬁjuacﬁ Mge fﬁuua‘fwﬂgﬁﬁcétlw

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 2] 31 3] 5 53
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 &'}ﬂ Z% %f}ﬁi'% Course MQ H?\ H?) Semester ]” é‘fé L o !
Enrolled VJ?S Auditing }(\/’ o Your Major é: é”’ ( _

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 3 o €53 a2 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).

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses'? How could the tnstructor improve his/her teachmg?
g&#’%ﬂ{, JV:/\»QQ j \AJE ST e A f’“"&,., W?‘f LS I EVEA Lv’
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4. Please rate the overall course ona scale of 1to 7:

o 2 3 o 5 age 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.

;’“»g}‘

SN ’é‘%{ do f@{;\/ ié‘ ‘?N’% S Bgms ff\&\w? l’Wﬁiif

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

. TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor e w Ene + __ Course _MNTH WY ___ Semester __ Fﬁd[ <
Enrolled \/ Auditing - Your Major TEcS
These evaluations will be helpful fo the De_partment, 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 . ma 51 a2 v _
" notatall moderately Co 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 Extrewen, friendly and approa chal)e,

What are the instructor’s weaknesseg? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
SDYW {‘)Wg Sﬂes a/',?( T‘fmr}c — iﬂi})‘ﬂ Wi ean V\Q )
DTS Sy e e o ‘N o o )

roa ! : oy f‘ : ' /\ﬁﬁO‘JfY ‘F}'mf";{"@ﬁ
J /5595“’3 D V)D s b ‘Hﬁis” weolye s¢
Wt e ss, ’ |

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

o 2 = 3] 5 ® vl
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. -

Tir He wost port, the cowrse 5 ySeat a5 iF s
Pé/héfj AFoJp M) co YNOosT (VI cod s of lﬁg s
VoA pz A | B

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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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 selectmg 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

ch @ = @ & ®
not at all moderately C extremely
' effective ' effective

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

‘,ﬂwcx\/ (v“c‘oamo\ er\o)acjed gnd Wt\\\nﬁ o hel p- \/evy'—-opem and

omfudalle o be  ground .

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

Gy Hod o communicate on hiw KT)WOLOJ, d((aﬁlﬂ/\atj )

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

o 2 =) ) ) @ e
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 B ke Course_ Math 112 Semester [/l zolz
Enrolled v Auditing Your Major Ae ditd madh / <5

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

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

oh 2 £33 e 3] 51 n:a] -y
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).

Cleer o anadions, wery helgfV/aceeglble e iule’s

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

3.
None
4. Please rate the overall course on ascaleof 1to 7:
f m| 2 33 o 23] fu - 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 wr}o have to take it, etc.
Diffieds bt dary wolThwhile

Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

- TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ /&mu"& Citet  Course At /{3 . Semester - F;!z‘ o3

Enrolled ./ Auding Your Major __Appreel tiare
=™ 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
: you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? : g

ch v ] ] ; oh 51 a:a) _ L
" not at all ‘ moderately o extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’s strengths’? (i.e. preparation and organlzatlon of Iectures content,
‘boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, off ice
hours homework, exams, gradmg)

/46 s zmﬁ &'M'M"a“’»’r abont -r% c/ar.s. ﬁ'ﬁjfﬂ“f

ﬂr{{; ¢ /}M amtf? ‘Iw f_,,;ffs;sjtg, W&»,{Lé
. {

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

y he Mf& ERar ST 5. ew7; gw‘fl&w «Sﬁfﬂ/ f‘{m?‘wc s
Fhot pafd be W“‘f

QU“W thes fﬂfz“ P / / Ve

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

N R R R R R O E RN R RN R ER RN

ch (> 2] 31 =] 51 8 s 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. :

| % f Fou mwi érﬁuf#wwém Servie Prhng
A‘ﬁf‘j Cgma owu,yﬁ are /WM’& cé?/[/mﬁﬁé‘ % &w@é«r&s‘j .

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

- TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

=

Instructor _ Ken 12yoet+ __ Course __Myrth |2 - Semester _fall 2012
- Enrolled ¢4 Auditing o Your Major _aens+c

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  mm 51 81 , -
"~ notat all . moderately C 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). _ ‘
- qood  Plow Sk leurvres [ Courre, bolvdwWovi- 15 good, sehntely  willing 4o
AW quesrhond aed 1N 06CLL Inoulr S and by enunl, @ac ey
Approthoti e,
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Pace of the GuAt wils a bibodd, wesrert 27 on Groups
NOMEWoL WL gamentt wre resdy long vo | o o (or of pPeope
%+ CJWHt (ooleed U Bl pngued oadind
‘Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
op 2 33 73] 53 B3 e
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.
Maic ¢ sure You underataad ﬁvef\(-&wv\q %% Yo qo diong Lecwute F
AN bollds Up and You wat peed # good  VndlesFtonding of pAov
Concpts... VW You don't V(xdef?H'Cwo‘ Aumtien—t group, don 4

un e NoU e JuTF mowe on ond  aved Tem becausc You Canrt !, |
~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

| - i .
Instructor _ Ken Riloel Course % Semester ~ Tod 15
Enrolled / Auditing 2 Your Major _Media [Py s ies.

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 3 e u} 51 L v sl
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). , ;
= Prof, Pibek s oo very Hear e Forar, ?’e%ydm; waoder ta) Q@SRDJI}/ % made HF I‘mtuuﬂv.‘
"Awo\ys wwwa«nx;é cluesﬁoms ' ;
AC(,@.SS! Q'H:\cz \/\a\)fS , o
» Vary ?"?M |y towerd Shdents G of the fou Professors £'ve bad who
’_[‘.w Rolt cowed a IeF abodt fheir shyjpuds).

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
° Hovewoorfe Safs uere oL bif fa»

° (ould e iore c;/\aowzp,é Q‘j‘ Hw% 0 fe)Jf Some +ot>?cs )a(,Ke.p}
motivedTen. |

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

o 2 3 o 50 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.

T o }Qf 3&,{* ’Fo-ﬂf\ OF MDJygg (as eﬁ;ng@gi 4o c\ije,bw“c\,}) I‘DU hrvf:
Rkt prode  Hhe coul Se indareahi Wish T culd howe
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~ Continue on back, if needed.
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_ TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
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5.

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematacs 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? : :
ch @ &  m 5 i ed oo

" notatall moderately Co ~ extremely

effective effective

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

Lectues  pre Ot anr%e Very hel pFd 1o

Sfudents. ﬁu(cesshe o respmsO 1O emai | | enthusashe
ah&?{/‘{' I\/\Wr@“‘a, | d@eg revfw Mawrfal |

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

Lect Vreg,  can Sollow  heok Closely / ©Ouvld he mofp

greatie. Homeworks. cat b very long , makia

ard 40 get twagh everytwimg Y Shpy|
%lvz éeifer gvery 6%/ every %W oFterl g_

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

ch 2 33 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.

Carse 3 somewhdl of an Ccclectic mox 0f marera |

Text > meetarve i secton lapt, hard

+p +ell whats  new, Wl/lﬁ‘/'/ (‘6'/6’:4/

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor %bm " WE/{% Course MM h I % Semester M Q‘?ﬁ/ %

Enrolled o Auditing YourMaior /Y@ h

These evaluations will be helbpful 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 0 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 questlons attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).

(q’cz e ;z@j’éggmﬁ?@( maﬁ( @(/D@W@%{,@A

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sormt of T tﬁ;@;% oo so olippoalt
he chooses

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

o 2 @ & 5 {m) o7
not at all moderately N’ 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.

Clous 1 Kird of o0Aficalt

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor e, &en Course Mo\ \\'S Semester __Ta\\ 20™

Enrolled >< Auditing

Your Major _E$CS / Aegwerd Mol

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 ] v sl
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).
Rokessor et is Ovewely krodedsgdde o e £ic vl
NOXES o OFUE o gC  fo s~ e tclwls e

Worts ol (weke S [ brondfosts
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

TS ey -

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

o 2 3 v 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.

S A At covee

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

_ TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

‘Instructor K@V’ R l/)'bé’ T Course ] > , __ Semester F. o 20 (3
Enrolled X Auditing - Your Major E EcCsS
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5.

These evaluations will be helpful fo 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? /
ch @ 3 o 5 - =

" notat all : ~ moderately o  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).

\/ r:ean/)/ o tov ofs S“f&?dgﬁfg ﬁ*ﬁm‘?@;j
qé’f Waf eri @i |

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could {he instructor improve his/her teaching?
Semetimes gozs o bt st ownd [oses
”H?é C [Q§f5 , If vpo-ore s o,rs*fsmfj? c,uéﬁff@%

P@?éaéi« yﬁ@m’ DO-on2 {5 wﬁ?gjérs%éwdeﬂ@
.T:% ’Hnoff" }ﬁg,o?ten gg Qt/ér H’J &V@eﬁ?@/ {D(i?m{S ,jéai“ e

‘Please rate the overall course on a scale of 110 7: J usl  cover @ oh? St f o2 @

o @ @ o0 6 & Pe }& V
not at all moderately » extremely
effective effective 4 i,;P

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( }9-64/ - Course _[[Z Semester 72//; // /=2
Enrolled / Auditing a Your Major Waz% |

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.

N

3.

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] 33 & 51 L3 val
not at all moderately ' extremely

effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). / S
M oesome ng ancl ¢ lasspon presaee {&z'i(‘jab& T edapt lecties onthe —Hﬂ

7% re (g/kwc/ o ut»ﬁ&ﬂ;/é .
% Jd (\Q\{B (\ka ‘H/LL LXOMNS . (]'ou:)'h, [»m\r ond with ‘“"%“‘;H\’t] ‘sz st loas,

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

QF‘FV\ ‘g’zWVlVV‘“/ oV 7[)](5 mc( (LL‘I[ZU ’{/’la'lL /?/lf)b&?[/ﬁ —Séé’l’mzof ’/YWIA/ 7% /'ll%\

[ﬂu‘%wm _sﬂ[? (onﬂsﬂ:»}

el .
A LBD Sovne cvw[ the D{’&m—hfh%«\ 6{ ]@ ?rbajz

(Lve hafc/ ‘]/b %DMJLJ Z/w I UACeor &L((,uLormJ Z%’H/‘@ oo P{bb@wa&zt

4,

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

o 2 3 0 o g 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.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

. - TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Instructor _ /< /O ben Course __UAath /)3 Semester W )0/3

‘ Enrolled A / Auditing Your Major 4;5;2,4,13‘,5 M 4

"="™  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 subjéct matter and course, how would
‘ you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? g

ch = 33 . m = (D =2
" notatall , moderately C extremely
effective ' effective

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

Weld g unred [ectusen. coregnt @?ﬁaﬂfcﬁ (%ﬁgf wﬂtff’w?
W amtwer Juestroms neadly «jw—p/ aToude covoms o
sty |

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses'? How could the instructor i |mprove his/her teaching?
Extnyg ose mwf Wu%/}Q e preqien ¢ oF- f“nw?; !
Letruen . Linke 20 é«a‘rw@

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

o = ] o 5 ‘ @ , sl
not at all moderately L R extremely
effective effective

. § 1
B R R RN R RN AR R R R R R R R ER R R

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

_ TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __Ken, babets Course __Math (15 Semester W Ao(3.

Enroled &S Audiing ___NJ Your Major __ gt L Beonomiey

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.

Y

Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teachmg effectiveness of this instructor? : :
ch @ 3 @ 057 a5y =2

" notat all . » moderately o extremely

effective v effective

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

Weld P)&puwf Qives mtmj e,‘ramp(ei ./ /- 4/60«:” 3.,,‘,{)
Ve Prendly - OFfice pouse am proclisetrva .
The pace  was  a [ifte fse Hme .

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

Not & weatmesc | byt relate s subjer 4o phgoce |

[V

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

o >3} (=] o 5 E 2 vl
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. .

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

. TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

‘Instructor ',/( AN A Course __ Mati 2 _ Semester W Zol3
Enrolled ./ Auditing i Your Major _Appl = d Mo

These evaluations will be helpful to the [‘)epartment 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
: you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? ‘ =

o 23 33 & 5 a8a A ==
"~ notatall moderately o 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). fJ , :
- \/"/"9 ,»,;'W = v B *“’V’L’a‘tw*’\ o) reng

apprrrhodle , A1CESuy, an wherebing bchig,
le W e cgves _Mm«ﬁ oy y%
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

(11{ RSN 2 ) .M/* heve€ -&AW"‘?K Yrvee. b st o rz.,\,l%
W{’Mf - loehn G)VW“_ hW («)’éﬂ F f)?\A 1 Dh‘/y N
MmN Uppe, IV

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

i

ch 2 o] o 5 - 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. '

We ptd Py kvl atnt oW mcerh
Wr ah‘)h)l:‘ w\/\v/ ff&[éf/ 07\317 Wﬁg ermd

v S ~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __kennetn Ribet Course Math U2 Semester _ Fall 2013

Enrolled v Auditing - Your Major __Applied 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 o £53 @ =2
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 well - Fimed - Not 4o fast or slow . stops for questiofs and malces
swe  studonts  wve ‘\n—mgued. Covnmunicate)  ell &vwoukg\/\ e-mail and

encourades pavii cpafon -

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

Howe wov [C assignwendT ofien vevy demanding.

Give s ont hw d\)\ﬂ\’lg lecture. »v decreuse numbev of question )
0 s tuoallew wove  Anought Jeffort 4o each gquestion.

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

o 2 31 o 50 @ s
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 o people who have to take it, etc. o

i ce Keep up v/ (ectuye =  Befrev u«\d\evsﬂandmﬂ for midkerms -

/

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \\x/ - Course M@%' WS Semester . X:(A 1} 4
P >/€> Auditing M(ﬁpﬁ Your Major _App hed Mtf«y\"\

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.

Enrolled

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 e 3] £51 e v a
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).
p\f;» KWb 74+ vuﬂ\ :
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

6 Lectres e 165

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

o 2 3 o & 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 _____Ken '\3‘0&\ A R bftCourse Mm’bit I3 Semester ~ F«({ >v/3
Enrolled | Auditing - Your Major ____ Mwth_ |

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 - 63 =2
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

He  knows ebéffgféiwé pbout %jag LPUILE,

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

fake ﬁ[”@ Oowdte. RALEE :

4. Please rate the overall course onascaleof 1to 7:
o 2 3 o & 6 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. o

The hok T oo é(ﬂ// o "Wi/ “"‘9’4{ tentents £

too | ob ttroe b _ e Cone news f?s«??&_; N f/L( ﬁ?fa),{

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
University of California, Berkeley

. TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

‘Instr UCtOl' ‘ Q—Lt (D/Q\ay Cdurs_e Ma‘%‘tf\ ( ( ; - Semester p@JU .2 O ( 2
Enrolled - ‘V/ Auditing _ - Your Major YAYFP/ ved (U\Qf’f»
"™ These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematlcs 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 selectlng 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 = o ) LR o>
" notatall moderately o extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’'s strengths'? (i.e. preparation and orgamzatlon of lectures content,
‘boardwork, examples, clarity, w;llmgness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office

hours homework exams, radm _—

T[/‘QSQ Gre pretry E’WOC@ C @leordlmg 4o my Lrend o8

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

Exams Tvo lhard C |
Homework Yo herd 1

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

==} (o2 3 o 5 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.

;\/D@\/\Ord Lo | j(’D(J @\OSV(C( (’P

E—W%lﬂwcjb\ T &vev. L*té Aﬁﬁ‘h\cﬂ‘ O‘%m

bm\t Qﬁ ( ~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

- TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

=

Instructor I W bet. Course Jm&t*f l\ [ 5 ___ Semester &/ﬁl( 201%7 -
' Enrolled : \/ Auditing ' - Your Major J%i:z’b];m( Wﬂ\
These evaluations will be helpful fo 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? :

o 2 3 . m = 61 , ==
" notatall , moderately o 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).

Leatne 2o o

o '?n‘é/ hows 4
?xmm 5 v s
' (/L\; Ivee b Jos s
What are the instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
\,&,"a - ;Q | e&.ﬁ'}’i, )

/):w MM/(/\ L\&mﬂ/m&/{’l e

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

o 5 2] 3 o 553 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. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ribet Course /[ D Semester _ T2x /3

Enrolled __ (429 Auditing
4

Your Major Hefhonerse)

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.

=

3.

%4/'

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 - 3 @ » gz 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).

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

AM /3‘ Uw) v (e 5" M Seruses HQ/?

Please rate the overa??course nascaleof 1to7:

l
oh 2 @ @ 5 ol val
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 Rileed __ Course Wﬂ« ){3 _ Semester 'FaU
Enrolled ___ v Audttmg } i Your Major /4(\’]:2@‘3)/&«:1 «UA/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 @ £33 = e o , o
" not at all moderately Co extremely
effective effective

2. What are the instructor’'s strengths’? (i.e. preparation and organlzatlon of Iectures content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, oft‘ ice
hours homework exams, gradmg)

\/@e/ w‘g@f gf @f?am:éﬁ Ve Qv exnMs éjﬁwﬁl"ﬁ

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

//Lac “(v""“‘z’s 6&\&7 Lﬁ) Qailﬂ@

)

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

o 2 o] 3] g 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.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

. TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _BYof . Ribet __ Course __ Mexta 13 , ____ Semester Fall 20[3

© Enrolled Audiing - Your Major __fpplied Maity
™™ 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 subjéct matter and course, how would
' you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? g

ch @2 033 . ma @ a2 , vl
"~ notatall moderately s extremely
effective effective

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

(outent
(ttrude fomad Stdots

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

)

Ceury

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

ch 2 31 w3 51 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. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.




