UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

BERKELEY ¢ DAVIS ¢ IRVINE ¢ LOS ANGELES « MERCED ¢ RIVERSIDE ¢ SAN DIEGO ¢ SAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA  SANTA CRUZ

Department of Mathematics BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720
970 Evans Hall

Summary of Teaching Evaluation
Instructor: Ribet, Kenneth Course/Title: Math 113(3)/Abstract Algebra
Semester: Fall 2013 Official Class Enrollment: 38 Number of Forms Returned: 31
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 0
Course 0



Ribet Math 113, Lec. 3, F '13

Instructor
Unmarked 4 5 6 7 _ Total Marked Total Forms Average
0 3 6 16 5 31 31 5.6
12 30 96 35 175
Course
Unmarked 4 5 6 7 Total Marked Total Forms Average
0 3 10 9 5 31 31 5.2
12 50 54 35 162
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor /j;wlé 22’,{& _ Course Matte 113 Semester %ﬂl 20(%

Enrolled v/ Auditing Your Major ££€S / EMS

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 o 51 51 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).
Lectuces ace awesome! Very Bnendly, fequently endedaws sliscusSion, %upshovs, veey

UMM ik -\ and w ofhce bouB - B Evame awe Lai(. Lod of- exovne\es,
W \oduwve

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
%oaﬂl\m(\c g be @ B\\’ nore U\Rey, Mymework aSS\ghhM-\'f ard —Forb-dd\nhh* '0“3.
({\’\5\10\\\\3 -7-1\o Yuﬁ)& d( wi N werfe 4 we_q,\(_)

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

o (o] 31 e 5 53 L 28
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.

TeMoool \s @«M&

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \Cew RS \9‘2:% Course \’\k\‘k\/\ \3 | Semester fall 2213

Enrolled \/ Auditing A Your Major

Appled Madn

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?

o2 2 33 : o £51 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).

o o\\)eﬂé, , A nole ,W\\\“é el

? e 1o S Y
Vg _
—, ausT V&u\n}. }
o & e el TRV
—_— \’Q}d\é/ Qeﬁé va e .

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
TR pace o At e el b pdkad wp o]

o~

woskevwd ol =

—\Jo CS\M\\Z WINSNERS ‘\svﬁri eV —_\'\'\W\JS,

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

o 2 31 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 béck, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K. Ribet Course _Mathh (($ Semester ol (  20(>
Enrolled \/ Auditing __ Your Major __ Matl § 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.

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 s I o 051 nx)
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).

TQQQ(/\ VQ:j C(Qui‘j o»«.o’k Q‘K(Ilwﬁ(, . \/?D lltelﬁw( oA kMo& oluwt5 Qj&}(.z
[M.W\/ I Ees‘f wioct Pfﬂexso{ T Bevk@(y ey

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

's ot e webuosses jut the  howewoh Vs ek awok ““dj tobe You
(ets a:? e ok affovts.

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

o 2 3 v 5 6 \*
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 me . Yen Bibet Course M‘/ 1E; Semester _"Eéié 0! 3
Enrolled P Auditing Your Major /\igl?(/f‘ed Math & Esen

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

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 2 3 o £5a n:x) =2
not at all moderately extremely
effective cffective

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).

Bofesser Pobet i /gﬂvmy e of - the hegt pefessrs Lo over
met o Gl [He ¢ awefs \
waberl wol - He s SO engagiy i otasses
veadty woleomes pur Juestiors ard oy b, He 15 so ro L
3.

/geq and yeally exp@ins %%
7 and offie lpvrs cnof |

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

T pind £ wish e wore gy wrme work- solutions {3,

s o compare 2N EWS W exams 7t ‘W‘/f# be /W?'ﬁ'r
us @%W f’% vl ?uggﬁ\‘am tpod- we %Mf/pﬁwg%w

but- M st dome v tHEe  Lesi way

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

ch 2 31 3] 53 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.

This class 16 meart b0 be abstact ard fart o Grasp o rny

adyite /\SMWW%MW/LMMW%LMW
ﬂ%‘fé Sours awd 4% 7/”"75 are @?‘W %ﬂéomé on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K4 Libet Course Math 1175 Semester  Fall 101°%

Enrolled __ V' Auditing ‘ Your Major

APPlod padb

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

style ane Cant) fo rolow .

w

o

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 31 3] 51 na] i
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). ‘ )

\-(Q vQXP'C((nS +M )abjpd Jhoﬂoﬂgg‘g //6651“4‘!#«/6@ , Fos (ﬂ(‘f&lm
| PRcfamoe Ribad a,f(kat/‘a %ﬂgagx
cludemts i anking qu@slion and make im 2l “vabiable
ol houe.  Fl > very Yrowlodgable and Halpfal

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sormedine , ke goos il feod | bt WL cam ook
tHe quesion fer clorei FiGation Vo kig doat

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

o > s 3 v 5 083 L1
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 D*YZC”Z% 12¢ (g mpir d othor S1adtn? o fake hes
daﬂ*% Th, & ™ SO camd  pFER shmesler  undh

Profomck.  @bet,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ konneth A. Ribet Course _ Math i3 Semester /ol 2913
Enrolled v Auditing | Your Major __/hath

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

1.

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

oo @ o3 e 3] 51 ue 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).

(e prepmes well for quoy seome. Dhe uffive haws re Ortiomely ety fid o
ke rpods 29 gradts fost. Ine of the best profesrs 1 fogl. gt Cod.

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

Jhe dmams pue ,wg Aowd . (Bt we hanen’t Lobiom ﬂuﬁu/yer we U gee),
ovdl hat codd he dfswwmjﬁ fm\ Someong. W Cakds %} as A/ A5
fhst ar;pér~0(»fv Motk (loss

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

o 2 = o W 53 s
not at ail 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.

[he Conttont of B2 Covrse ¢ ttresTig out the tont/botk Seoms To e
o Litde bic thy oud tedices. |

Continue on back, if needed. |
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ [Cew Rt Course __Matth \I3 Semester _§all 2013

Enrolled N Auditing

Your Major ﬁr‘o\n\;aj 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-'

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?

ch @ 3 o w5 X’ 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).
it VUU\DMs \Q angroey CIMA )\bw\ﬂs

CKYC_M attiiide Ao arel el

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

X

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

oh 2 @ & & 9( 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.

é)\\fﬁ/v’\' (P«»QQ/%D( \. \l&j’l E(V\G/wa\ﬂ Q:& O\mecl,&g\e!

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K-A-  Ribet Course /73 Semester _Fall 13’
Enrolled X 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 @ = @ 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).
Thne  instrudor 0

mn onderiok . Fx ’f\'vmv‘aa_ w3l‘:haé +5 amsw er

%w% fi’wvvs .

beilli e at  tha

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

/

He/> “Tsb Svreeaxt y I C/M

»f—\suﬁw Win~

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

ch @ @ a @ & 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.

Tne text bowk tond & b <

mrere Sntuibive |

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kenietd /4/% Kibet Course /] % Semester F#ll 2¢!<
Enrolled Ve Auditng __ Vo Your Major Physics_ard _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?

ok @2 3 o c53 e wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). | ) % ﬁ
\fevy kwvf&%fﬁﬁ . -, Wﬁ’@t«é{; W'ﬁ%fl@/ W”g? atd /
Joly

3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
W e /,-ﬁv%?é ﬂ,@Q4/ o2 7@%{7&{ ,
4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 110 7:
o s @ g = 51 an 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 __ng@ A Rihet . Course Math 11> - Semester __ fa// D012
Enrolled Auditing Your Major _Alath. A’P'I?/ifq/

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in'on_e 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 £53 s wa
not at all : moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
wa[mv‘éc‘hvw awd Ov.c]domzﬂft'm ‘9-”(/) '&Ltm

ol . &)Cowwpl e

3 Gl&.vl—t'/j

PARNN ;thE, <t Wwva( g‘-h/w/w-l’ )
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

Exom tov L\w\nﬂ’L

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

o 2 = 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ql bbj‘: Course MWH”\ “Jé Semester @vl( ;@\ \3

Enrolled & Auditing ND

Your Major Aﬂp[@g /\/ WH/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 @ = o 5 -
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).

boaduwock @(‘Miz\% 165 S e houss, abbtrde, wi‘Lb‘ﬂ@f\%s fo owmswec o
- {V\%ﬁ;mg

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

M@M&wiabu\ of lecosze. More examples of o o 2fply /
Sl wm e (easnnad . |

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

ch 2 é 73] 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.

Dl net Lke the cowderdt bt thse 15 16T pich  that com

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor IZ‘\'&P_ Course (‘ B Semester //’4_// ZOB

Enrolled » Auditing

Your Major /Zﬂf{//l/ [ 4{7 SesS

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 2 3 o v 51 L = 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). '

kil wn/wm%sz/ }w/ lﬂL CWQ, Joﬂ(g,oé

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

oahjw] Lk ol ""374\%%~ /SMAJJ qﬁpm lwe,wftf
Paderi) .

Exforl s oo ik for ik v millors s pams

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

o 2 31 o L 063 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.

Dt o Fole =, vy nf s,
/@ a ; an/ 4@/\(

Continue on back, if needed.
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- DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Rioet Course Matn 1135 Semester _ Fall 2013

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

o @2 3 3] €5 e 2
not atall moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework,,exams, grading).
vory willing 1o answer guections, frienduy and appoocnakle

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
OFOONATOR OV of, lectves | |
(Pevheps Wit was  whove Closely algings with tiae
bodke- #  (oould e Cowier +o followd

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

oh 2 3 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.

Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __¥em Ribek Course _MATH 13 Semester _Full_201%
Enrolled _¥all 2013 Audiing ___NO Your Major A’Dk‘?\\fd Math
| 4 gcon
2 These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
= o following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
g 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?
2 - o 2 3 o 53 x =3
Zmm not at all moderately , . extremely
T - effective effective
2 - :
£ 2. What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
Cwm boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
a°: M hours, homework, exams, grading).
B L - preparabibn of Ledures
32 ] . .. .
gg_ @ - willigness o answer students %ue&hons oven i it i 064 fopic
R = .
=D - realy makes dn effork Jo get o know Wik shudents
Eam A
- |
;: E 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
am O - X feel like our hw and gome of e stuff we do @ class dou't
S U prepave US for our exams.
- >Z£ - Jne exams were way feo havd
=<
=g
: : 4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
-— e m] 2n 3 e x] 23 fu ]
- not at all moderately extremely
- effective effective
5. Comments on any other relevant aspedts of the course such as content, text, how it could be

improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
" Not \reaﬂn Sure what weve e mogt mpordant dopres [never knew
What to sfudy fov

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor PW@ WMM Course N’\ﬂ% ‘\5 Semester ﬂ” >
Enrolled \GIAJ Auditing NU Your Major Md’fh

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 = o 5 - =2

not at all moderately extrerﬁely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). | , : t N
peef Ribef (4 Vi ovjaniged amd Mgk with Wid wofures. T ulee
- et and WMe Ridauwdd | B |

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

™Mo mpwrk § erame gy tough i T would hewt West fo
fer e Crwmpul T leehure

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

o ) 31 o0 - 63 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.

il aibed shove 4 0F of  pasn for whaf (e doed, dnd
B ehvited e o Y b far fus dead. thank yey!

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ke iy Kilce t Course _ Vievtln 11O Semester __ [ci| |
Enrolled TS ’ Audifing | Your Major _(Vicwth,

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 2 032 o c5 w6 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).
b ,g_ws%a%em wm;w A 6;,%? TN he ﬁgm@,aﬂvkg ~irgel f Cked ont
oy §c5m<;§ Ao ey g:{s@‘\(}%a S
‘;zn A UA Ay = A %Q "?C}"f‘ & g‘s\s oy
+Vv e sy ”(} é’f—ff;}

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
O’V‘ﬁ@ P29+ o = sOvER ?‘*”"/“i«f} ‘%’9‘9 <y Jum QW«) arowndgd .

15 yow daydreary i+ V3 ally havrd

to carch hack Vi |
Q%Aﬂ*" 3 } \ V qu ’%,Q%ﬁs X Vs{)\j@ UP@)Q}‘/‘ m% [ J ¥

ivi{“’izeﬁfﬁ?{“aqw‘?‘ ot o topiC ,yon wond ke dlole 1O do

o 4 ~ H‘; xg/ nm
Please rate the overall course onascaleof 1to7: A/ V=T 9 Wt o PYoeeh
oh 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. |
f&\ nC )““(’1’3{»"?"' "‘?3 reoT *., fo ‘%@«3 \,z()f Q\\ T —g not ﬂi} n %« YR
HY Wad muc I rawvder Than 5

Continue on back, if needed. -
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Ribet Course _ Math 113 Semester _ Fall 2013
Enrolled __Yes Auditing ___No Your Major _ M at W

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

1.

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

o 2 3 @ 053 - =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 foward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading). ‘
g (’,.Qa~r3+-1 aj expﬂomeuﬁo'm ﬁj mMaterial
¢ Positive  athtwde fewandy oL
Presentativa < @ Karcple Tt S-our\ob n dha bool

o ik T “h_'j,

&

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
v 0Sten, wn Jectore QXAN—(JJU&,/ AisScusiion. (S 31\/2»;

but  alep e weay e wehvabion [y
WO Wl m{—udb)( +r7.‘~f ) me.»\ 3{’?5 ,Qo”-a.

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

o 2 = I o L 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.

H'ijJA] YQ(QM[ 3 VRA?L b Lemehor Ehy Courg
el Rase Ll ds Cover pn,

FC’M Tku/\?/ ’WTL\, .

s

Continue on back, if needed.




NOSLNYDS

HON-€E661-4 "ON WHOd NO1SND
it EnnneEnnLnLnLInennInLI

"ParIasaY SIUBIY IV

CEPS SIS SOTY LZW!  gooz NOILYHOAHOD NOHLNVOS @

WO UOJUBIS MMM

Instructor

Enrolled J Auditing Your Major Meth [rysis

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Moth 113 Fall 203

k : Kibet Course Semester

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

ch @ = o 5 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). He is
Mﬁf@"%\P’fe‘d‘/ Clealy precected ;\/\/e/, %19-4“7 Gud  irterestig
T wlte he can wite some it or vevew fur tle homewk teaue
Sowe times  thee've mravy hvd  Rrablews o howewerle aud o€ s
Qwlasd €0 Ol S nauy ot atimae,

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
T L]ore ‘ﬂe Comn w ite out the section /C’("’&Pfe'/ "\C Wwantsg ‘

bo dicuss  dach tive, © Mt e G B2 Repoe fo

Cxeums  Cafier. (Malce o gk ter  Commectin betuwesn |oio e

O»«é €ch-.5 )'

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

= 2 & = 53 @ -
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.

T wich the sylldry  can e Presered wore detuled

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor R \1\eeX Course __ Mo W3 Semester Fall 2013
Enrolled _\// Auditing | Your Major " EECS

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

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?

ch 23 31 @ 51 L w 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).

e 15 exrremely Welptul ow of€ice loucs, W r‘&m\u\’ Corey
Aol Wi Srudenys, T \wndies ace nice and the &4
TP MSRE was rRally cool, :

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Ty would  loe Welgkul & e e,:x%\’id%a‘x {red  wWnar W
LIRS POVING and Q\cf\d%'*%@ Stovek end end ok oy
p ok,

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

ch 1) 31 o0 L 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.

T'™ Nor & loioy Lan o€ the texrlooolk,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \/—eﬂ g‘\ b@JF Course Maj(h \\5 Semester Fd“ 70 ‘5

Enrolled QQCD Auditing NO

Your Major PVW [\ed Mé”« 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?

. o
[ w] 23 33 o 51 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)

e erinuoiasht, abodt (ouse matenal and just math
N gpreral

Bclmg xS very ?aﬁow o students (ovganizes \unches/

Ogs nOJ {0 |
r@%a& Jas\Es qw%m/aaag Ue o nr*/q,u€§%on§

What are the mstructor s weaknesses? How could the mstructor |mprove his/her teaching?

homework E$iqnments are ey
\ecirwegr can qsam@hm% get © @P Jtog?\ (,(j/ dverge

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

ch @ 3 =0 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.

Overall @ ven good professor! Hope 4o have
him - agan amo%er semester:

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ken Rivet. Course Mate V3 PAoswact Mg,  Semester Fall 2013
Enrolled Yes. Audiing _No n Your Major Math /€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 3% o 053 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).

+ Oftice hours e voy helpful.

+ Good o @L‘,quMg ang-tning | Aardging  wihen fuestians
+ qus‘.s i«qw’ﬂ T answer 4uestions

+ Homeawerk unjmaf ™0 (onﬁ (exttpt lase one),

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
- PAidterin Bramg e abic wo dHfficutt:
~leCtues (weve somvetivres Too fast ( Moee eramydes oanid Ye nie).

-

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

oh 2 3 vl 50 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. o

T had a grear e in He (0w, ut t et falry Alficlt ovenill. i ffiguk PRYe s
QWA Aot b mtvolled ay R hasuix Taught the (0ivie G auile. Binjoged office
MUK ekt o dmrt‘fl;"’ Halvg £, Answering Wﬂiw way alaays lfelq-ﬁ(.

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor __fi ety Kenveth course 1% Semester __ TA{(
Enrolled Auditing 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 instructi

o ] 23 33 ] 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
v m eanh c i A mw[qf’bf'
A Tung o A op oS / enuile .

WM% 0%;(/@ PENT NS

What are the instructor’s weaknesses’? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Mol s M WJW bt~
1 W /e,CFZ.o Lo ls et W@’dy‘v
T Uik b V/Qdm,
sty | Ao (2 S Wx / o

b T

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: |
o o] 3 e 3] 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 __ Ken Ribet Course Math 113 Semester Fall I3
Enrolled ___ Auditing Your Major _Agplied 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 o) 3] 3] g 61 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).
tlear exp leererfrens

The inshuetor (svery Jcmw{e:dﬁga%fé and (eh puduce
oy ?\wd&{g He is  very epen f 7Ugth and %rot(y cores o baut gnd yalles his s fudent,

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
1 fe(t thot the inshucfur  covered SEMe  agncept feo 7(4'2:1;{% and

A+ tes
o lol 4%1{1’ be hi b dcm;y leefures.

as & resulf T

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

o 2 : 31 = €5 53 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. B ya
T+ wonld be helpbul 4 pee prore bac 27 aund on e egplicaticre e

thes cewse

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K/ {V/\\/Z/Q/)(/ Course T\/\/t/\% \\% Semester ?(/\/\\ \47 .

Enrolled ‘6\/\\(“\ A Auditing Your Major lti!ﬂ\&l/m

e A

These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more bf 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!bllItIeS of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teachmg effectiveness of this instructor?

o2 02 £33 o -n 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).

e I Adsestomds e widternals

well: 4vo el Fhat T wighet e !

OM(?@\(
&R

What aré the instructor’s weaknesées'7 How could the instructor improve his/her teachmg’7
LN \/\‘H% e G/\f%&t/m\%ﬁ
W wede \ead. & eradk ot K’WW@/
Borme Imes et cvered T class,

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

o 2 ag e} s3] B3 jwran
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.

1S cvuwrse 16 Wpeless T ead (i
ot sucks dhat s sl a reguice

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \(m \/,\?M Course_Mathy W3 Semester ‘g AU

Enrolled

Auditing | Your Major A\QG‘!\?“A wolti

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 e ] g aa] 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).

- qeeoX offitade Tasouds smdents
»éﬁ\ kt.\e@nk 1P Of‘\

. accessiole

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
- pomss  owe \nowd

- N QA
loctmie wole wov o\lum\s oy xm V2 L€

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

o () ] o 50 age 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.

+rowrdest cowse The token o (b,

c o move Shuewed  leue SC‘U would  log L‘&\‘,QL,

- apec o £ ww l,uw‘ vk oad .
N

f‘ Y gw&‘ &\M\

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor __ Kewneth Rile S Course __Mecth 113 Semester

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Fgg L Lot

Enrolled ‘X;g < Auditing \V44 Your Major [ ‘Uﬁé‘

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

1.

w

B

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

[ ] 23 3 . =] ' acx) Al
not at all moderately V extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). -

f(t/t 5 cu{t Jj e, ﬂ‘%ﬁ' e , P .Xfﬂswt;@iﬁa 3, ?w:‘*ﬁ%
Q 05 Lo 5’} 30{? Kg o {fg«f & flg T, (; igiﬁf.w %’fis"b{i { f&f"}.&éﬂ( 5,

?’ dta wc,w } 6 b s} ¢

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

vesautatfon g f'wybg 7t s

fextbede e p. on rﬁéﬁm%i?j»

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o 2 3 = \rs/ % 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.

(ro |

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Fm:JT\ Pibet couse Mot (15 Semester ]C, /) 2¢/%
Enrolled % Auditing YourMajor ____ 7747,

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?

oo @2 03 @ (s na] wal
not at all moderately e 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’r‘ ¢$% r

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
i~ : //
4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o @ & & 5 - o
not at all , moderately L 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 __ Y\€h Rihet Course _ Math I Semester Fart 20!%

3

Auditing Your Major _Math , Aoy b 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 subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o @ 3] - £s51 na] 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 questlons attitude toward students, office

hours, homework, exams, grading).
_\N\l waw/w N A »Lw*hﬂwo

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
A det. doHoo ey

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

o 2 31 - &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.

dhe Leok Wiy e ,,ﬁ.pcgpv‘«we ,

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Pippr Course __ W2 Mauth Semester tull 201%
Enrolled v Auditing Your Major Asplicel Mt

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 23 33 o 51 Rcx) wa]
not at all m ately 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).

Veny mice.

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
WAoo pamch  hwo |
The class s not very W*zw(
4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 2 & o 5 & o
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

nstructor ¥ e ¢ Course Math 1% Semester Fall 7013
Enrolled v Auditing ‘ Your Major Mﬁ-\’k/ Music

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?

o @2 3 [ 53 n:a] 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).
wil\wsv\éss Yo onswili %m{-m(\s

agey odchalel \2\7

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
- o\x{:(:a Qv h/ of erxawms - wmidterm Av&rmf)@% Werg Ve \ow

- T+ would ‘M,\? Yo tell stmdends winy Hmzy ore damﬁ H,ma)g | f@m@ﬂka{\\;\ﬁ
students  wat of ¥ gurpose 0F e bloddvond cwwm&ms

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

o 2 3 [ 2 ) 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.
U Aicliked Hae Yexrook . Tk was had 4o wake Yhe connection edtween

fne seckion Contrent ovd tue homewerk  guestions,

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

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 2& \96’\' Course Math 11> Semester PLH 701>
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the
following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

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

o (=2 033 o 51 nia w al
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

\e '\;ae,s\"omﬂ' avout the material and persorable with The
Students. ’

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
[/c(;h,rts usere \ﬂaY‘Cl to ‘{:oi\ovu because [/\6 wou H S;’clghagf_, ﬂard ‘o
learn hew mathematical P"OC‘ES‘? when [ectures di SDrja,mq;ﬁd .

Topesn't really deach 4he pook t a@ems_f) Aot feom {he book not
Lhdevstood becavse not j@“@ envéy Eﬁwa:{c?“?’k o lecturve.

4. Please rate the overall courseonascaleof 1to 7:

o @ ) 57 & =
extremely

not at all moderately
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.

Muwe concve Te exampu!_ "Apstract ,A\?bre\,d is al rmdj abstract,
So if -he Tcach{nj/((a\,ﬁnﬁ wd S Mmore aryanf:l;eo\ and more “proplems’

weve Solved dwi\rj lectyre Ems:maﬂj T oouldve undrstood letter

Continue on back, if needed.




