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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 'M o Course _ Mot I3 Semester _ A/l

Enrolled ___¢n. b4 Auditing ho. Your Major _/fa#/(s

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

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

.

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

oh 2 3 3] £53 ] s
not at all moderately ’ extremely
: effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

e mafos He loctyies 17t ,aﬁ',,(;/ j/ ki g it ?aﬂﬂ/f/%ﬁq J"‘“r?"o‘l. I+ alrn
}\”ppf‘#”l')[ Af could moe 1 !A/E’ class it whot he Wm,»!fpj to Leacl. .

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
e (M/Z 9o Tlv\,fﬂ’ﬁk

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

o (o) 31 vl 5 &8 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, adwce to people who have to take it, etc. :
1 wo . '{ ’ i\{vr /i’f L fee e’ Hgor.

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor __ 12 o - Course ___Man IS Semester ___ [l 201l
Enrolled o Auditing - Your Major ___Mlatin

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

1.

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

o @2 03 o C5a 83 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).

\W X’N‘Mer‘oub/ 64{;’41 we I«QC,TA/KC.S 3 %\f @lﬁvmb and L?&M(w:zv
AT NN . \/b/\/ W}]be}p oNnSwe fz,ua‘a?w/&s and g,,M,M
0\(}/&({]\ e Veurs . |

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

Occas\‘éna\\ Y Moalke>S  rors 1 I Giture

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

o 2 3 v 5 63 ==
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

(st dokms  Mathills bk,
Widlps i foraph  Undeshondes

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor P””‘S (‘LQ(‘ Course Mt IS semester  Foll 1!

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Enrolled | Auditing - Your Major __gth

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.

RE

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

ch 2 033 o : 1 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). . 0 - { < .
l’m.;;,,fi’ W\Mﬂjm Ty My %M&vﬂﬂi%w Aoy u}tibﬁl’e

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

Cove bl hovanods gl ;MW% uf(w\m(’i'm ok

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

ch &2 31 ] \'.64 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 o Ribe Course Mty 11 € Semester oA 11
oo Auditing 2 Your Major __Applie & May]

Enrolled

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

oh 2 3 el 51 C ] v s
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

P{L PM L TN i o et ) & Mf@.&l . é,\ & Mg‘“‘ § U}ﬁ}(A ;*‘k.i})ﬁwm y ‘Wi "y
MW, e ;,4,;,.\%’: LR p @Q 3 . m ¢ "&%:agw" o i\.ﬂ«“ﬁ‘?\ @ g ,";&%iﬁ EO iﬂféﬁ' §

4

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

\f (A e i’%« 5 o Rk oK i

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

oh 2 3 o 5 e  al
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.

R o b bt

- Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ?C\\aﬁ Course _!IS | Semester HH A
Enrolled J » Aud[tmg o Your Major EE/(S

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

.

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 & @ B =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).

Lectuss ore wel-prgpered  homanark d 9sid, o Fhite hoa e e[

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teachlng’?
Well, The ‘i’emlv-hj Shyle hoant quite Wk B me; 7 oo/ some Ty Gul) be explq,nq, Mone

derll My T guwelly fel pro NS \w I A R
_ Me,

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

ch 2 = & @ & s
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ K Ribee Course ___ ¥ et (5 Semester Fell 24
Enrolled | v Auditing 2 Your Major Morth,

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 turmed in) in improving
future teaching; (2) for use by the students in selecting courses and instructors.

B

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

oh 2 30 o 51 E ] wal
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading)

’Dce‘;a/‘d/\eg and oe\olﬂb hows,
s «:S/\lls fo ‘/’A/kij 4ot 'Iﬁ@g thet ae Wt’ Orjm‘/ﬁ P/W and M‘éz:)
homes i, t &‘#Pba(.« ’fhm

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

mort CM%’J{ than a /"Cd’r d"{.((eg

})()er T

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

oh (2] 33 v 5 -0 wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

- Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K. [2ber Course Marh IS Semester all 201

Enrolled _ Yes Auditing

Your Major Mark

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

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 7;( 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).

-C-OW\/VA-GV\J 0I~ FZ\Q_ M"éf;a\ .

i cﬁm“)(y\ic\!r‘

- vae,wc«fL vag 'r’nlrmd\//xs Ml czg//enj/mj ,

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

/Vl fimes i vlﬁl\b( Zxoufs l\e wf// fve a (0;7:;8)\/ angwrer fo
RZ;Wof*L frcuem raJ‘/\ar f-lwm < 2"/"‘,. anJ /-j\i‘s /9"’”7/{:/ re

to  nok adien l\r"s olL["ce Zoo/g AS WLZ\ 43 mvil ZM(

6"Luw 5e,

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

o =2 3 0 5 é( o
not at all v ' 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

Testhook: woc Brea/; bt ex/veng)vc

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

,, ,, | e
Instructor _ <, € b@jw Couse Ma Hh S Semester F all "

Enrolled R Auditing = Your Major M on exstent™

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 os tuc] o sl 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).
He” S agomes ?@m‘%‘j %{}ﬂg‘{ g}%“ ﬁ‘?&é?%g};m@ﬁi% i ¥a¥a &é}f}@m
ot %’*%’”%%gpg wihes Fhings dre %@g}{iﬁg He alsp
has 92@%% Dol e %ﬁ;mf

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sometimes Yhe tectures cangetra 1v Hie.

4. Please rate the overall course on a scaleof 1t0 7:

o 2 3 o 5 63 v aly
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.

(virentty Yhe &;m«:w‘?‘gﬁ lewel 's Z/3 g¢ the
Fimre %ﬁ:‘&wg Dind Y2 O - Hhe tiae VY M d, ~
W@aﬁ%g be nice s @%%f; roputd pe &»{%gg?’;ﬁ(\g

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _2'be- Course __ Mot [15 Semester __Full 2011
Enrolled ——l&% Auditing __[vpars Your Major __Matt

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

.

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

o v} 033 v 3] 51 agn i 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).

ety OUNSy el Wﬁ‘ H)‘pﬁa; orurd Waalray  H MM ‘“ﬁf_u,\.t ‘?\{ey

Fohable ;g an 00d- sugund m\m

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

T &.[Lk\wa/) Aeoonved wa wola oA mwé waolle  lasel e M

Ee R N S N1\ s Aoyz,

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

o o] 3 o 51 L wal
not at all moderately - : extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ et Course ___Moth {5 Semester ol 2ol
Enrolled / Auditing - Your Major Mathgmahes

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 tumned 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 <] o 51 n:a)
not at all moderately ' extremely
’ effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). |
A deadher WS “@\\\\( N‘}“‘M%d end Q"‘{‘O“;‘Q"i WIS Mﬁ, c(w[‘zA e

Wed o .:j)d& avdude fowerda N‘(ﬁ‘ws o v ofhea lowny brome wisvle Koty oadh
amcﬁi}% weie tmﬂwgzhﬂ bt i . ' -
3. Whatare the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

CourSt WO abit sluw et po Ay
DS, € WRSS (v -%eehm\ecj\, «flen Wiﬁ;aﬂ“&W&L

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

oh s 3 vl 5 63 tt/
not at all ‘ moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor wk Course _ Math L~ Semester _fa (| '\\\
v Auditing = Your Major €6 Cs

Enrolled

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 ape 61 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).

C(u; 6 el a.fanm«) o d ("f’““LUWE boad @il (o of W»{JQIA*‘UM gues
dealy ard b offin luws Yot ar veolly ‘eL(J(\A\ |

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
?0531“‘3 \emtwok  golukons  ofder Yoy e dbay So we can v seur annerr
o &W ov) o & ‘-GN‘CM7 & Sopn 'p«a\((hm,/

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

oh 2 3 v L & wal
not at all S 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_ (L“"Qf Course MaTn (l iy Semester Q"“ 2ol
Enrolled ‘-/ Auditing - Your Major _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 possibilifies of the subject matter and course, how would
| you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 [ < I 3] c5a n:a) -
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

' -
Very good oT Makfg [LeTurlly ofgan; 224. Mokes TN
TEreSTINg . doRn' T GUsT  jecve of T of WoK — Many o

will  POT oMo At on hald TR %MEW q we ST
ASSHRS  INT T o ewaric Prids e,
3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
ELamns QA Ve, ne T ik  twmewark” =T «atl, [Plawms  arce  piT

Cale o laTions Wi a0 e v prasFs HW'e awe &ne

o~ Twa Cot@¥ o ¥ Vi NN AAANY Praw 8

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

o 2 3 =) 5 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. o

~ Continue on back, if needed.




8ON-€e661-4 "ON WHO4 WNOLSND

‘Panlasad Sy Iy

S002 NOLLYHOJEBOD NOHINVDS ©

cEv S SIS SOTy LM

WOD U URDS MMM

NGELINYDIS
\_-___/

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _fofesser Kew @rwct Course _Matr, 115 Semester _ =\l 2ei1

Enrolled _Yes Auditing __wo° - Your Major _Mant-

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

N

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 v 3] 51 - wal
not at all moderately ' extremely
’ effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). .
YW‘G— \(:\025’5 O“QE\Y& e s se &?Pw“c‘ﬂ,o) "“L(~(’"R‘Q~ i%z‘s Oﬁwv-u)j lo-tesn wuf\,\g) fs,(,\.gf_?a

tnd s oo Vvey hep C\,x\?‘,pb'iﬂ‘lb\ o wat

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

Luw e~ ba V\r%‘tﬂ’) «Flaﬂ‘ cnd_ ol bl f»cvl}\,,_r))' & woane CLaw oudline (%
ok (4*4%5 Lrpletmed class, ’

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

o 2 (o v 3] 23] L wal
not at all R 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 Ribe{ Course __Math U3 Semester __Tall 201
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 instructor?

oh 2 < o 051 e wal
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). l«tvres are  organized, really helphl  in offe
‘/\uvfs, exams gre very -Fair, T Nked class (vncheg! T wnshactor reﬂtlly

make an @t b get  fo keow shderh yhich  wade  the  elass
& mvih Mo r¢ ‘c“\. Awesome c‘aSSl

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
T would  Somehwes  lose  pack £ what wr were dw’r\j
dvring  Jeckure, bt Riber  would  always  clanfy & T

© Gglced -

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

o oa] 3 v €50 (- ] - om
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 @\\\De‘\' Course _\\D Semester _Tall 'l
Enrolled _\|©.8 Audiing __ N Your Major __ymadn,

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?

oh v 2] 33 3] 053 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).

Jood Laes of examples ey clear jn Aoctuurl
oflice  hotr iS grect Supex ﬁt’riendé% Onecl hedpfel
Yo hudandy . Four xS/ QoS- -

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

SoMehMes loocud Lok g G\%ov%&mzecl

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

o o s} 33 jr. ] 5 L wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Good  madericll. | T Ljle. Tle. Zerxt.
Tt wowdel be geeol 1 knowos Soprthincy, oiboust
&Q%bm loefore” Fte ouxre. 7

- Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kﬂ‘“ Kibet- Course N\a\ﬁ'\ “ s semester 4] 202/

Enrolled \V/ Auditing - 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.

.

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 @ c51 %
not at all moderately ' ’ extre
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).

Qe koows and ey o Fhe material. He

#@Q\QL\&,‘? | lTw W é‘in He; Qh@wwwﬂ} _WHWP
1o T@O\d\ rf;9\§eo' on what he tinds intecesting and

3. Whatare théf %struct%?s weé%‘ﬁesseﬁ ﬁow could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

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

oh o) 37 = 53] B3
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 R i}) et Course A/(C«e:“'\ (14 Semester _% Fal| 201
Enrolled Auditing -~ Your Majorzé%f Ph 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 possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
' you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

n 2 03 o £51 63 =
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).

ﬂec‘/"wrf i (were easy o Followed an J Cloced el
:l: L\“A —Cw& " ihg cta.q . .

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

| Woﬂ'lT [’\ )/Ou{ 5“)‘3,&}

4. Please rate the overall courseonascaleof 1to 7:

o 2 31 v 3 5 = w al
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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Ken  Ribet Course _ Math /5 Semester _ [ // Lol
/l/ULH\?MM('Lg

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 . o 3] 81 62 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).

W \/\DM?WWK/ Ve Lol o emTed /wp(g (M“FWW&
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
@O everlany~  tle Sowe. MeTe LSS i LeS

Opaniyhe?

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

o 2 31 v - 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.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Kew. Qoo Course ___ Mo\ \\ S Semester _ 2\ 201\

Blectol By & Compuien

Enrolled _ Nes Auditing - Your Major S Lenp

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

.

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

o wa] s @ 51 - wal
not at all moderately ' extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

er% %"“3 learusrer. Open Yo qpeskionsy and emr¢nea\3 ogproodotte.
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

prodle Luvietn com e Qoued ime W \acolY |

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

oh 2 33 o 5 - wa
not at all moderately - extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

I3

I\
Your Major OVWC Aot

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 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). _L .
ot (v@o&t WA 9 o leatume § vy Apon - ho- 2o n wica
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sm%;mg }mi NPy alwtsw-L Cé’{nou‘sm Lot dﬂwmm*
el il et eas ok o shidemts mdvidmall g -

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

ch (2] 31 wa) a3 e wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K . R\QET Course _ MATH ii§ Semester B9 Yo

Enrolled X i Auditing

Your Major A UndacRaro)

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

ch @ =y & @ B =2
not at all W, \ Mmoderately ’ 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).

Codonk - sxamrfn, dars '\‘\M&QM«? ~mx¢o/wmqw y
Mdﬁm&k&mw, | | |

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

E&w\% P o ‘p\‘k‘"é\ M(k&oq/&v\k\

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

o 2 3 v &5 @ wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

- Continue on back, if needed.
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- DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ K. iger Course _ MaTtp 115 Semester  FALL- 2cii
Enrolled S Auditing = Your Major MA TH |

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 = @ 51 a:al -
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).

VERLY WELL PrREPNLsEp § ORGANIZED . HE Dod¢ GOeD  CEXAMPLES,

VEVE PoE  LoTs of (mol SWIZE . VERY CLEAe N BoTH g4
TEACW NG STAND PoinT | Also NEA’('/QL@/L& 'L/»Q,(f((Ne,;‘ \/Sﬁ«\/

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

T WUNT THNE OF ANY. MY Af’m—ocu?f,(

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

on sl 3 3] 51 63 ‘ L
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Touc Couprse, BUT HE (S
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~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kennefn  Riped ‘Course _MATH [I$ ‘ Semester _fail

Enrolled

s Auditing - Your Major _ Mefhemesres

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

.

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

o = 3 @ = S G2
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).

ogpeeks lowly go 1 15 easy to follow fne confeud.

2 uses ue poard efficientiy wiaking i} eatier {0 fake nrjes.
0 jvaJ credit e methenmpticitng involved m fue confent.

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 @ 3 @ 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. :

Tne conterd is et foo gverwie | miing and ten be faken g the
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~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 1 . i\ Course Mot I Semester o\ 20\
Enrolled __ MR Audiing __ v 2 Your Major ?/Mf,'\(a\

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

1.

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

oh 2 o3 o £81 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). j) wal ?N.M Q\M \adwes | W watll e,ga\u.v\ e
wamzwé\ \oomai Oﬂ%\&lwx\ Yo awm& RN u..i\\\\v\,& to \"A? naing, Bl owt e
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Sl Yo M\?J\AWW Wowe et wibe \p M%M}
e c.om?\ﬂwm\

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

o (o) s o 53 B3 -
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

~ Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor VeNNeTH  BtpeT— Course __MI5 Semester _ TA
Enrolled No Auditing YEs Your Major __whent (Pope)

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 o] fac] 3] 51 @{ wal
not at all moderately ‘ extremely
effective ' effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
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What are the instructor’s \%aknesses. How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

ALOKMW/“

ch 2 @ 0 5 & %e
not at all moderately _ ext 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. -
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~ Continue on back, if needed.




