Ribet Math 115 F '12

Instructor
Unmarked 1 2 3 5 6 7 Total Marked Total Forms Average
o | o 0 0 7 9 | 13 31 31 6.1
0 0 0 35 54 91 188
Course
Unmarked 1 2 3 5 6 7  Total Marked Total Forms Average
0 0 0 0 5 15 10 31 31 6.1
0 0 25 90 70 189
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ko & ihot- Course _ A etla1s” Semester _ Foll 2012.
Enrolled __ {04 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 instructor?

[ n) 23 33 e =} 51 rax) s
not at all moderately B extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
Gresd preperativa for cowrse. Angsowe boacol M#wg;

clear ool pwsrw.ﬁﬁ? (evbroe :
He won vy w\(:a{w«\.g,%*o Pirsuer Quastions o@vﬂ\vg o (petre m\d oH

3. What ére the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
 Sonetiwes It Wb, Voo 40 endine Vbt P,;ﬂf@,; S0r WA %rgf-‘méc to prove.

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

o s 31 o 5 L3 7
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
lmproved advice to people who have to take it, etc. :

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor 4»(;5\\\ A QM%E‘\‘- Course MATH (15

Enrolled YESD | HoPese?  Auditing oPE -

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Semester TALL 2012

Your Major Puvsies .

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?  diuda s ey © - .
o @ s = £53 B 2
not at all moderately ‘ exfrem
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). ,
Com PN o SV W T Am—s L‘q\'— ’AVM‘ZA—»\;Q QLQ g&..\‘\cnjh,\:\
‘\r‘v\u‘b\ﬁ-—%—‘—’& eV,
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

ey by o Al e Ao

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

o 2 33 = 5 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
lmproved advice to people who have to take it, etc.

A(«L\MW« %vv’vmww’

Happy ot O

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor _<en et Course __ Mebln  \VY Semester

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Fat)

Enrolled - Auditing 2 Your Major Coeg Sci, Meb, Steks

?3m1&rwé¢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 =) o 51 63 ,
not at all moderately ' sxtreme
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).

\ec%ur@g e T \/e//y '\f\grw@\rn/& ] L)u\‘ Q\SD
el\"?@fﬁ xC‘,'\!afW‘& e (\:}/Q\/\ -\\'e:} t’\') té ‘I""/ O\'{” "!@*"\\\3‘\”’.{){\‘

N .
\e "/ recep Ve ko G ves brong .

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

(ng ey j\ Do Gwaldnme. V\CM{ %‘3@ vak  ags 35; nire A8 M&wy ’
() ~ ~
Sterre s Noaeusrle ©ro %3*5@%"\‘5 .
Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 2 33 o 5 63 Qm }
not at all moderately ) ly
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor | %/t’// Zé/

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Course /%/ / / f Semester - w// /{ @/ 2

Enrolled &%MA Auditing % : Your Major ,,/%ZZ |

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

.

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
ch @ 3 o 53 6 =
not at all moderately ’ renfely
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).

(G A

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Ak A A aed, L ..
A vy /A AS ﬁ py,

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 2 31 v ) ]
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. ‘

j”/“%' el /A%} =

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor kfa Ribot Course ___Mad /|1 Semester __fx(( Zol2
Enrolled o Auditing - Your Major __Aep're R tekom ahe,

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-

o

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

oh @2 3 3] L5 n:a)
not at all moderately '
effective

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

W g grend  pesomplhy, 2 Wiyl 4 hedl . Alaugs  ploned

P do e M, /4 rMMM QJM“LQJ . et A

expet .

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Srdnmes M clasg R owodd Lo sre A beao g

cP)(//AM'ﬁ’U\-d y Mo A=) e ,/97 SHe vt be A,

bty e wold my A, kA P e doen, Fe s S
I ol st a (Fte L-add A crdogye L A A sk, ¢

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

ch 2 3 o 5 063
not at all moderately extremely
effective ’ effective

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

/“f‘@ - v .(rws Wo Vm»(%/{;M) ] l/eJ “1\' (ing ﬁ)}VM
A gtlaay bapry o/ hvsy dns  whswke e (A5 >
N s ys & D sy Rthy et b oxpee”

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor ___fxloest Course _Mat IS

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Semester Fall 22| 2

Enrolled / Auditing = Your Major _ Maxi~

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

ch @ o vl 51 nin -
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).

Preperecl  Q,— clesr— lectrta. Enthumslastic and ha P 4l
ixtitwde. kpwasd  Shudeass . cMw@qu w\!hifh 4y o B
Q\MY\W o \,\M‘) AMM\"JB( V(rdacg kmﬁ V&ma/
aJ\OPVbo\oMM\e

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

Conld im‘,mm pennnams haye -

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

oh 2 31 ] 5 - )
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

InStI'UCtOl'A A t(‘Q’\ Rcl‘ff% Course Mu’{'\/\ “{ Semester F;\ll 20‘2
Enrolled \/ Auditing = Your Major /‘4 u'ﬁ")

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

.

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

ch @2 3 o : 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).

Tty (etines, ; Koowe Mk e W 'fa [ k”ﬁ vbout. /Jr[w:;x)g
adivsies  rolomd  gusebin. ©oed goy RAA & gaod,

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

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

o 2 33 =] 51 63 &
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

e, Akt M rgame wee "H/\/\/‘&\O

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley M

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ <o Riket couse_Math 115 semester _Fall. 20| 2
Enrolled 7 Auditing 2 Your Major Muth

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?

oh 2 3 o o5 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).

Ve”"ﬁ \om(;arul leetuve 3 ) @,xuw !»}wu‘L +he Gowrse \/% |
friedly b b shdods - Dzﬁw&a “Gard G, l(zl@b"‘

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 e 5 53 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. -

_ o
Eﬂp .

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instrutor __ Q;ng /L Course MA«‘,’LW ” S Semester F&J

Enrolled {\/ Auditing

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Your Major ( QngJ‘ﬁ' fc_fehg_‘c, i

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

R

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

ch 2 30 o 51 63 -
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). .
Mfwnjole. hevewerls § leshs
& cuby :_u(’ |

r%n#«%ms
—-nf}wrb;u) F/’l/\ §M&V‘*}'j

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

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

ch o] 31 3] 05 ace) -
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.

Cowse L&s A '&gw:.@. 1) J-zsvlfc é\vué, e m,lc@&

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ver Qilbet course Mot 115 Semester ® Fall 2012
Enrolled | Auditing - Your Major _Madherahe 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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

oh 2 03 3| £5a na) L J
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective ’ effective

What are the lnstructor 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).

Ceaw %  an okv}cmly S easoned F@fessbna!. He & bn‘}[}a,,?—/ I"VMWS’
w QPPKO%WML’ HC ()Jf;}fs chaﬁlﬁa}’ 0\/.9( ‘I:lx,\r ék_d“&.

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

T ooy conplint T hae B boadl e bk, ad

f@mML,’p , whizh Gne S s G ZSwve.

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

o 2 31 ] 5 63 =
not at all moderately extremely
‘ - effective | effective

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

——

L owedd Wkly s aduse  Hab Mo U3 5o a prereasi
p &bc)[é (Vs™ C\A@l 3 chw*emHY @\MQ LB\M(){ (\s7 vewy
diffreol b ok e gt |

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor keﬂM‘éA f? /éa( Course _Nousmboer %w} [/%/A //5} Semester _ j@/(
Enrolled VA Auditing - Your Major /%{Z{ml!c;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

[ m 23 < u) i e 1] 5 61 ‘
~ notatall moderately B 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). _
/4// 0% %C ;?»éa\fﬁ . 7)@/ /”?,éuz /5 A 7”'\,‘71 {eﬁxjt‘r &yvi// o Z(M]
Pafwm.
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
T do/l Wrow,
4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 110 7:

o = = @ 52 @ 7

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. -

e

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ k‘{bd Course |5 Semester _ Fal
Enrolled _ v Auditing -~ Your Major __ EECS + Main

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 €51 63 g
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).

\ | organized | ec’fumg M | dun f?d@éife %ewf
vy vl o o
et kfomlv\mrk MWW B amaz

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

None

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

o 2 31 o 5 83 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.

Made me want fo duste ¢thoo] in Mﬁﬁl\’
Tt WLQ loeen A Mje [)eﬁﬁu’(ﬁia TM%«#‘L \64)%’

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

| Q:i ¢ g -~
Instructor __n ?\\'\@{ _____ Course Hm‘/\ | {( Semester __ m) } )
Enrolled | Auditing - YourMajor g/(%/(

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

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

.

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

[ 23 [ u) @ 51 iR w ]
not at all moderately ' extre
' effective ctive

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@M\?@é Qrovples, w |¢3 sy 2o ANSe queqm
grewt azzaude.

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

ide nes e ho Tecame  Locne ﬁﬂz@ AN
"‘”771“ SN\/& % S@A/ uth at=hio 7 ool

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

o 2 31 el 5 5
not at all moderately
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 Konne im0 Course _ 1\ > Semester _ ?Q i
T
Enrolled _ Fan{ 20 \2 Auditing . Your Major HNatis

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

.

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

o 2 o3 3] 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). He« LS wee L V"‘?? m@g& wncl G o (eon [

’\”&“{&"'V\é@

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 s 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. IJ(S - {,\O\,;@,owm@ ™A

%M‘s’” = \

- Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ‘kff\ R, bet Course MO\T"\ 15 Semester b 12,
Enrolled \/ ' Auditing - Your Major £ EC5

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 tured 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 o £5a s s
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. @eparatlon and organlzatlon of | es, content,

boardworky exampleSkclarity, wslllngness to answerquestions atfitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams;, o ,

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

/C L\oﬁg A S“tu@{-g Q\Gxﬁﬁ,éom
i
g\)‘:ﬁrgu

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 back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Veo R Ribed Course Maﬂ' ne Semester _ 291 Fay

Enrolled \/ Auditing - Your Major _Ma-the mati¢

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

e

N

w .

>

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

ch 2 3 @ o5 r@/ =2
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

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

Atade fmard o ;
A Mmard stutgutg Ls -p-r'e..‘d 11/ Awd cnverg Many contont,

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

ov%“}zdﬂw d’— l?(f%vcg. I“ M1 af)‘lu‘u)n‘ ’.anly bNY}(’ GYAOY (‘5 }
[ '"?;.

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o 2 3 ‘o 52 céu/ 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 m QW Course Mb\*\/\\\j Semester %H ZU\L
Enrolled a Auditing - Your Major W“’L Statr

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

.

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

o 2 033 o €5 2 vl
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).

AN of X abeve, eswu‘mt} AW YA Auvavg)
Srnaana s and Lefme corkend,

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Ma&’a& WAV on in\—‘\va a (il vwetv o

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

oh 2 | oca] o 53 - wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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~ Instructor k@f"hﬂ E Course Semester 2@[-2%

L
Enrolled __ \__ Auditing : Your Major /’«/f"/"?%—

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.

NOELNYDS
\—_‘__‘_/

EON-6E661-4 "ON WHO4 WOLSND
NEERNEERRRRRERRERRRER

FEVIAVEYE PeMtIa

§002 NOLLVHOdHBOD NOH.I.NV(;; @

cEv S SIS S0y LW

WOoS'UoJueds mmm

hE

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

oh 2 033 o £51 - wa
not at all . moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework exams, grading).
padprio

o z@

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

d/ T«cm‘lem Ao }Z%v £ TRIRE ;’50:7[‘(}

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

oh 2 33 o 5 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. :

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley o

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor kﬁlf\ )Zx b:z,)\r Course MC\'H/\ ” 6 Semester F < (( ZO 12
Envolled /e S Audng N e YourMajor _ EECS

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

1.

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

o 2 33 o €53 - o &l
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective “effective

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

Kiows  tle  praterel
e \ y Vary ap ()T\Oocblmb/'&
to ¢ wesTiong
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
669\/\/&3? e \ ec Eu\r es OLQ;/{T | Seen o g

Sjﬂuc{‘uﬂtok s fDQV - couldl bo.

o Uirr tecepive

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o o e ' e 5 - &2
not at all moderately extremely
’ effective | effective

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

Textbook  (as \M& o ('O(/[\C(,LS j

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor p Iubﬁf,; lz\j en Course __ /! < Semester _ % (L
Enrolled V Auditing -~ Your Major ___ M Ot‘f‘/ 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?
ch @ 3 @ 5 =2
not at all moderately ' : extremely
effective effective

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

hours homework, exams, grading).
Ma mw nzs : ,on( /maélm }w/M at a%u Howis

by gfwy studints onash hinte 4 ot with bt 7,,/ Z avy the st

« m(;im,,, It stu Lints shonld Home ot Y o, i was
ﬁm qté{ Ctorsj«;{» aagmf ;sz[fxmééwﬁrjﬂ 7z *Z;lcﬁmz y Pﬁm h%«’?”fﬁf(/

What weaknesses? How could the ms ctor improve his/her teac

T 1 was nok ooy fnd o e Sage  eamples o lecaupe

s coreb ~ 4m>, We2 Sometins e cmfwnf o, en/jhfﬂ/n
/_{MW zbeva{{,l,f m Fhe Gom( L umazrkf m%( ve:j Waé? Wafm{/(/ /

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 2 3 _ = 5 061 sl
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.

Tt s a bt amofing Yat o wmlles and @@m%m new_
74(?‘” c[ewf ng(w{ Buct fhe /mx}fs nert Nice amd
{Kéru){s veal exuf‘fj’// oh@[axnjnj DZLM@LI fulee #his closs

V\TH\ pn){l R,(,Cé f | Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor __ Ribet Course __Math \\S Semester _Eall 20\2

Enrolled v Auditing - Your Major Matn [ Svact
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.

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

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

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

o o} s =] 51 L 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).

pvepavation Wosc\,\é\o\'\\%\/ . \eoava\wo@p, lectyove
yle Laiv \/\owuawo\/kc/ exawms | sewse ot Nomov , —9&%\‘\9(\6\7
GO vevy Yind  and c;\r\'ws Yowavgd Studewnds, \r\e\?'Q-\)\

o-sg\“((\(cz \nouvs, @v@v\r\f\/\{wﬁ \

e 0‘/\\\[ complaint I W2ue & watl sometimes Lothn
Me @ wove ARl ymsteyial , e doeswy s\ow
dowwn 2\/\000)\/\ (o% \easy fov we) o eccom?;w\\j—\v\/uz
nweed s oi‘\ Srudenis W\ ave WMaviw _)rwoo\@\&
Lo\\ow i\«»ﬂ the lectuye . BoX Wes wove -\éa«,\ wi\\\wo} o

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7: & N oY 2k

oh 2 3 o 5 "o 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. - i

~ Continue on back, if needed.



DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley ‘*’ .
A TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kev RIBET course MATH /5 Semester TALL 2012

Enrolled X Auditing . Your Major fyff /1ED MA 77/
‘e These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the -
. following ways: (1) for use by the instructor (after grades have been turned in) in improving
- - future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting-courses and instructors.
%: 1. Considering both the limitations and possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
%_ ' you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
S - ot e= = @ 51 p¢ 2
Z mm not at all moderately ’ ' extremely
7= effective effective
w [ A
é— 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)‘o/wﬂ Pibet is EXCELLENT wn readw‘qg out 1o dedenta: Via email, class

2 |
: te lourd. I had baducabley no previond |
L Letichey £ broakfadt, and fleguent te Ao . Calay no Pt '
§§-<mw5ed € conng into Thiy coupd< Mﬁ% I atiuggled with, the malend ol toughout

- . bibty allowed me o gan real
=BUT, P Lesdore Ribets patrience and 4““‘{‘4‘ veqa v 4

S 405Ut ot the Mawx'aﬂpfn Shart 5 bt _&Mg/“'w}m.‘id“e :fx% gﬂim
. e deine b Willp studenty One- of -a-Kind, Tait) That £ wih MOL P fad.

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

2= T would have liked a little mat abuctie P thecoms, lorgely
S= btavds [ wod alwasys ALigpling o kelp up Some Unags he did that

= lelped me Koep up with the mateiial @ T hove he e |
= kdupay SAGE woikihests ope he Keepsup
g: ¥ emanl “ws  about the week ahead hob'ts moe M%MAQ
S ¥ wnity Agendas on e board at Hie Tt of chune
3 : 4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: A

- o 2 @3 = 5 . 2

- 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. ‘

I thint if Profestor Ribet wiote pue on the board of What ﬂw@mf/w
For the clags év (rottun. Than Jive ,@Mgejg Mﬂﬂaﬂa&éw), ho'd b=
a2 sy b fpllow in kclue. fle doe 6pea:€btj and wrtling half 2
W,,fmm in 0ce Pows and [ Buad -ty miu .

W /V K )@ L// pﬁo FE&_YD E ﬁ/ B -F T/ / K/// Contiljue on back, if n‘eeded.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kem @it couse__ M 1S Semester _ F=ll 12

Enrolled 74 Auditing = Your Major ph‘}ﬂ\d ot

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

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

o 2 033 o = na] w2l
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). |
Déé%v \f\wﬁ wer€ Uu@“’dav/\{/béw \ﬁnl'\ H’mm\,\»rla‘ wAre TCI@»VE,W4“

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Rerheps llow = mure stuetured  fecture f)a“'“ Sometmes T el
(/o,\é\)gaL ws Yo ‘L\,\,e, arvme b 4‘\«‘1 <oSrent 44*5603515\’\/ L | [DV\J “6 e 1+

T oV~

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

o 2 33 =] - 83 wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective . effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ K bet Course __Matir (15 Semester __ fwl( 2ol
Enrolled ___ " Auditing -~ Your Major __ MAath

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

.(‘o .

B

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

ch oI 33 o g( 61 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).

. Malvaies q-hdeu’r; 4o fearn

© Geewaed Very f)a%-’mﬁf abonk the Sv\\v'i“"'
- Genwinely cars  about the sludents

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

- Tk Mlbh‘{‘ have i'ﬁ.ss( been W\Q/ but wa s 010{% har o be £((w) ‘h;\g

nokes  Lecthn o e bow'{ . I 'Fef‘)"-'qu\-& jfl“ '.'OL wheu :us{fuc4-¢r»$
weke  notes i verq-  Step~by- step  moawner T ofden /Pukea{ +l«:wsg' up
ow('qla\g— clars Ao 7& & e u«.o(cn(-aua'(? s\j '

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

o 2 ’ 3 o 5 9;/ 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(,:g..pkls ‘@r .'Hte éewe#e/"}

~ Continue on back, if needed.




yuUv el Ny J

€ON-6£661-d4 "ON WHO4 NOLSNO

o EAIAE RN

5002 NOLLVHOJHOD NOHINVOS ®

eE v S SIS S0TY LNt

WO UoJuUEeIsS MmMmm

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 'Kenn@!)(n «R\af)" Course __ Alathh \IC Semester __ Fall
Enrolled ___ Yo Auditing ~ Your Major __£ | itha

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 @ =y @ % 6 2
not at all moderately ' extremely
: effective effective
What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading). ,
Professr - Riber s vey friendby  Ha o clas 5 had.
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Somefines (o |z vuj kaod + 1C0M«o\~ OQW% te ledne .
Coamn LQ S)Dw OL\AM a | ‘/\H'{Q L1+
Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
- n I 2 31 3] =7 53 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective
Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be

improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.

- Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor KQ/V\ Ripey Course __Madh 1S
Enrolled v Auditing - _ Your Major/@a/%éfhdﬁ?CS

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Semester _ f:Ol/( / 20 [ 2

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

R

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

oh 2 o3 3] L] 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).

(A n%mss N answer questions;  athitual fovoofol
Shuclends extremely Knowledgealo (e om e WJ@Q#-

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

SomMehimes  fus (edfwres ave not Cledr.
More eXAMp L -

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

o @2 s o 5 - v al
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ommeth Kibel Course Mﬂl% |5 semester [z /[
Enrolled v Auditing = Your Major _ 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 possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

{5 ] 23 3 o Bga 51 jwal
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). ﬂ o .
P Saoaq ﬂ &At{r’." —Lawafdﬁs 5{“@43%{'3/ W[AVB '}’U answer ﬁwesétaxé
O:f:ftrm 5}9& wém Fair 1 terms : ’

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

Samf, lﬂuu}t AE5) hme’n{?s 124
Lz&wes Sam&;}é{s {4 'Fj{: J‘-samewkkf J\Cﬁcaé &podﬁw

5434 somebimes dfbeult o Gllow

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

o o] 33 o L 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. -

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Course M-M' M /(Z)A Semester - f a{ It

Enrolled | Auditing 2 | Your Major ___Maf-

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

hE

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

o 2 033 o n:a) v a
not at all moderately extremely
‘ effective effective

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

f@pﬁmy s oud ap ovfeitoten
loina m od  wedl —paani nrocmad oo w%%’k)' |

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

T ogudh rally And St B G vy ludpfed

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

oh = 3 =z B b
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.




NUelI NV IS

HON-EE661-4 "ON WHOd NO1SND

FEVITIEVAYSE VeI

: 5002 NOLLVHOdHOD NOHLNVOS @
frEn e En e nnnNenIernenn:
1

cEvS SIS S0cv M

WO UOLUBIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley o

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ¥_exn R \peq Course Moy 'S Semester _~ T a\\ 2017

Enrolled 7 Auditing

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 instrucll i

o 23 [oca} . ] g3 jwal
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).
' ’ ’ oV
. Anad ve oeen e gues™
\)6\(\3 PNEY \Cv»ow\eﬁ-%&lw < ™ T
i i e \12\/\3 AR g -
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
" " ® " - "
not at all moderately extremely
effective | effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor e Qﬂaf’/&' ’ course M |5 Semester M2

Enrolled vV~ Audiing

Your Major ﬂ@??i‘d M@M ~

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

1.

Considering both the limitations and possibi!ities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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not at all , moderately ' extremely

effective effective

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

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

v ‘@M \%&:pzve,, \Wﬁ@é\ SHe. Xowf et e 2
Ceglby: Wikl fdbecpt deppha "“i‘-év{;,@wg hpie Le-e.,
Mfﬁf{&a&%

~ Continue on back, if needed.




DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Course M(};L(; { IS Semester @;@f « QO ’g\ \

Enrolled X Auditing

‘e 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
S future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors. i
%: 1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
%_ ' you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? |
Zmm not at all moderately ‘ extremely ;|
7 - effective effective
ﬁ- 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
a hours, homework, exams, grading). . ;
- : i i ‘ S, ?
= T inshuchr 1S o Criendly and approackia L. |
S ;
=) :
S m— j
g i
- |
E: 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching? ;
= More ocgonni | o, | Fool Hrad
2= v Of%(l}(\l%a;%l% oF i o, . |
S Jo o ; B ’ . . N
= Wging oss %nﬂ{ﬂté&, e hShnjj e readi g t

- )
= 0Pl okore  clag.
S .
S
S : 4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

- o >3 3 - 5 B )

- notatall moderately extremely

- effective effective
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