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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

. : | N
Instructor Q‘l’eL Course Mot 53 Semester 5!)/,”4 2005

Enrolled Yo Auditing

f}/ 1
Your Major /qyo;m«ed Maely

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

1.

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

o o) 3 @ 057 6 wp
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?

N/

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

b 2 31 o 5 87 £
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 Kﬁ“ Rk\* B _ Course Mcd\’\ g(:') Semester Sp 15

[
Enrolled Auditing Your Major ;' E@? ‘jf’ .

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 39 o €57 53 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).

Very ¢ Mc\vﬁa\ /QL i

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

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

ch >3] (el = 5 A 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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Instructor P Aqvg W ~ Course W 55

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Semester ' 20(5

- ¢
Enrolled _ Grmemmenf LanollniT Auditing Your Major 7'1/4

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?

ch 2 30 oa £53 1
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 1to 7:

o 2 3 =) 5 - 2l
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor Course S Semester

Enrolled X Auditing Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

™~

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

1

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 = 61 &

not at all moderately e:ktreheiy
effective effective

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

\/¢

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

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

o 2 37 o E B3 = 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.

for Success

'\EContinue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ken Rivei Course _Math 5% Semester __ (0

Enrolled _» Auditing

Your Major (."x}ﬂ-\in\/e T ence

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.

o

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

o 2 31 @ @‘r e ex@ef

not at all moderately
effective effective

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

oh > =3 (e, 57 5 7
not at all modefately 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  KEevwori A 2ibet  Course Mot ST Semester {',;lll:ﬁfl'-*g'lw‘f?

Enrolled W/ Auditing

Your Major }\q'__\pii('-'fz{ NAgh l s ¢ 81

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 2 3 =y o5 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). ]
e 1o e yrofustor whe veathy cues oot s Hecterts
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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:
o 2 @ vy 5 ) [ )

not at all moderately e'xtremelly
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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Enrolled / Auditing Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ R4 Course Semester Sy 215

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 = @ 5 6 g
not at all moderately ex ely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

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

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

ch n 37 e 05 -y (=)
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Lan Ve ¥ Course_Mapn S5 Semester OprNg 295
Enrolled }LP’L’ ] Auditing Your Major Co5n . 1™ S Crcp

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 vz} o3 o 53 6 g\:e;]:)
not at all moderately _ e ely
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).
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3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

N{A

4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o 2 (] [r-u] 5 fu | {w s
not at all moderately e@ely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KG?H FibeA __ Course Mt 1 &5 Semester S > 241

I, J
Enrolled = Auditing Your Major ( "fﬂ"i--‘fﬁ

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 21 = o 53 = -
not at all moderately bxtremely
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?
His hanolwonhing wos  nehime) wnclear | bt o §
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o >3 = o 5 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.
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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 fCen  Ribet _Course_ Moth 55 Semester Spring 20LS

Enrolled _ Yes Auditing _No

Your Major _Aealied Madh,

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

1.

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

1

oh 2 o3 o 5 =) N>y
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).

Ver*dr frfe.nc”y and ou‘f‘goih? B ’,ke.s '}0 Aﬁ{p S‘}Vﬂjen"s and antwer
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

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

o 2 3 o 5 67 LT
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 [ ;lpet Course _Math 55 Semester ;‘.'-';p/';,-._ g 1S

]

¢
Enrolled \/ Auditing Your Major /a4 /f.-fc}':f p:

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 = an = 81 [ )
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?

O\A /

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

== @2 @ e o5 1) o3
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

nstructor Koo 25t Course - Semester _3[”‘\ 20/3
Enrolled _ " Auditing Your Major _ A/ ecidod

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

—

N

w

B

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

oh 2 3 @ 81 ) -
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).

\(nbddo\ﬁc-\(olc , C/\e,/) "F.fnv\»r' '/\’s‘fr’J Il (r( FI >0c;44[ eu(_,\-fs.

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:

ot 2 o o 5 B3 P
not at alf moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor <€+ R/ A4 Course A M §9 Semester 3;-;1;» L Z’(’;Vf

Enrolled \\{j {4 Auditing Ao Your Major __ Metf s etf / € ¢

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 ol @ L83 & -
not at all moderately ( extremely
effective __ effectiv

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).

PRGufgyime  ure Uy Wl day @ d /Aw”}‘f“'%l JAkesd ne,
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3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Toe  bigotey  whoichecs s S fUay we Wane o g TWs g
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: o

o a2 3 o 5 163 )
not at all moderately / extremely
effective %ve

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor }M Dihert Course  Math &L Semester prA

Enrolled Auditing Your Major __ Aedhewotiz §

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 @ €51 51 =a
not at all moderately 7 extremely
effective K 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). ancect
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

Lo Y()(!?JV} pinte o

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

ch 2 ol vl 5 83 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective ( effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor @X\o X ____ Course M ot £§5 Semester <. (" "6'-',\ FASY I

Enrolled Auditing Your Major EcrovnC 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 x| o5 82 Gl
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). U .
skt clavity, CY AN e 24" \V\%r\ﬂ/( AR
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3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

NV ARLEN 0Ol @ Yaad  “omefitinaLs.

o 02 3 o 63 w2l
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

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 LA ﬁbgj’ B __ Course Mot 55 Semester 5'{3*“\“{\} 205
Enrolled Auditing Your Major oo

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 2 3 e sl 053 nxl =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).

rjpizdion of e gud vary laniy

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:

b 2 31 o 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 tfo take it, etc.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor ko,n neh (le‘)%_ Course N\oud\ t & Semester é'Pfﬂ EIEY
Enrolled wi Auditing Your Major _ Mo /T .

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.

—

S

w

>

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 5 6 /o
not at all moderately «E‘xtremeiy
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/fh\-e/«-l',%(cu‘;les/ LlCAV|‘-¥7, Wui\L.’lile , \/(J/v/ rif\s»“.\'[‘\/‘e/ Ck_gﬂﬂw

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

oo
\P\’_\_ l\m-\/OL ey o4
oL

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

o 2] ] x| 52 i) VA~ -
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@M\é 1 )\ 4%0 Course / 47

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATI £ SURVEY FORM

Sb Semester S’) b‘] ZD( 5

Enrolled IV/ Auditing Your Major .&OLZ; 49

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 2 031 o €81 o wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

haurs, homework, exams grading).
Pr@ [Ty ﬁ mawm\&
?7%: ey M 9 cyh Vo Z@ Ze/( &71677é

V(ﬂ(@ OM%, i cz/ 1L /louy
What are the |nstructor s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Too he oo

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

o 2 =i oo 5 r67
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.

/Vﬂf %Awé

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor m& (A @\ e course (YA 66\ Semester BM OOA 20\%\\

Enrolled X Auditing

~—t
Your Major (’\Q“O\'\f[ﬁ Oy

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? e

o @ o 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).

bs  lepures i Ll o IS eredingy Ws
AR

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
(ke A Yo Inonewn i,

ch ea) 3 5 el wa
not at all extremely
effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.

MU N et QQ\/)

~—— Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor !,ém )2.‘[,:,«.2 ~ Course M"'J’I‘\ &L Semester <g'pv~r‘&e 29T
Enrolled v~ Auditing Your Major (~ o5 Ler

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

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

ch 2 3 @ 51 ) .
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).

6 Vgé@/ [ !
s /V (51
3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

AN
VUM@_

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

of 2 3 o £5 83
not at all moderately extr%y
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.

A |

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ken Aibet Course ¢ Semester gp VMGI 2015

Enrolled ‘_ft”S Auditing Your Major _Coqmtive Scicrnw.

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 o @ 157 n:nl =
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).

|/4r27 9 ot af /r(rmnduq o crr?rICismi arzdl Ma,/ﬁnj IS
f(a,cﬁmu/ ”f/(’ 7o ;11’ students’ /L.zéds
! / rivl
Sxeellent %rm’-f‘ ey ;&{?;/ pAC ﬁ:/ rath

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

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

o >} 31 o 5 r67 P
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 Rihet Course _ Math £5 Semester {pn‘.:i, 2015

Enrolled _ V" Auditing Your Major ma‘ﬁ,p{/w,‘u

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 31 3] cs1 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).
Clavity and grod athbde broard stodeats .

Fost & )e,;/hmo( 1ue.sﬁm1- ot Pruzee.

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

/ane-

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

h 2 o o 5 62 / L
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

L Aok Ha widdevns amewe boo eary, we shomld have  gome homur queshms !

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor £rbet Course Motk S5 Semester (c)),pva [s”
Enrolled Yes. Auditing No Your Major __ Mofiers

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 s o ea] 51 61 W
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). # 5 é?o«! Ccbomer, explarn, wolf

/

émdtvs/a«clv'ﬁ, jﬂo(l Y54 .

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

Jlo

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

oh 2 33 o a5 B 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.

Tent - not- gread, #oo wo-dy,
Cﬁhl"""4 - ot 1@((11&6’ @MU"\ g" my //'k”;//“’ b‘d‘ el VLUPv'Cj

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM ‘fj ZG |S
Instructor LQ"\ \g\\b ’“’% ~ Course M"QH/\ g g Semester W -
Enrolled \{QS Auditing ho Your Major C_O‘_l N

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?

o4 2 3 o (o] 06d 3
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).

U@fj C/Wf Am} Conc(Sa

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

Mane

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

o 2 (o) r 3] 5 53 =
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Study  hard!

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

nstructor |10 k Couse . M2k~ S ¢ Semester St 291§

Enrolled

N LS Auditing __ ™ s Your Major _C2aSci -

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?

i 2 3 e £5a a2l wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effectiver

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).

003 Spthof/ ‘CAVT’Mj/ 5y, etc.

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

N /&

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

o o (ocal 3] fas) fual > 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 i, etc.

ot okl Vwﬁhﬂh\f\ o
N N R T2 SN uﬂzé/l

Continue on back, if needed.



NOELNYDS

€IN-6E661-4 "ON WHOL NO1SND

Paniasdoy S Iy

TEVS SIS S0ZY ZW! 5002 NOLLWHOCEOD NDHINVOS @

WOS ' UOJJUBIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor k-ehr-el“k D))*T _ Course /Y\(/\"‘\ 55 Semester S!th"r‘m 2015

Enrolled \_/ Auditing

-
Your Major /}A c’/‘-n’df PL,'/;T(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 @ = @ o5 & S m
not at all moderately / extremely
effective ( effective

"4

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

|

(_ (;- ?’

eal) ermples, altilade WYy espitiegy jalerediry ond

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
A\
w wl e

A«owk b ’ }« T ] |
: ul'e (/{ Wroe Yo Sa }o L PP\,
(/\rf-"\"c h’ / i

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

o 2 3 o 5 B / =N
not at all moderately | extremely *
effective \ effective )

\\.

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, hoW E‘E&’J'Id be
improved, advice to people \Aj)ho have to take it, etc.

lf}{fl 1)’ wif\v\%ef ‘(ed\kj ryYe —'Ov\m\'& TL@ }’M‘c\;”()’l‘h\} o,l
1)'@ Mo;\‘-’\\“@ 3{0 l«%}e (hﬁ*’\ oo ef}(Q (j/*’ e

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor <2 Rice & Course _Mew~ 55 Semester _Sprng 15

Enrolled Auditing X

Your Major Applicch Mesn & Econ

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 (1] 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).

Eccollont all cround. Best Rolescor T'lve wed

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

None.

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

oh o5} 3 o 657 62 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.

C:\re;c cour | o €L’ AS AT

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Q]b@t Course MILU\ 52 Semester 51? 1D
P .

Enrolled _ X/ Auditing

Your Major AF %:)Q;]ﬁg'l M ﬁ_j“'\-:

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 ae o3 o £53 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). _ 17 B
He's clean, pthaught the ]OU”"{J hao the aloi ko

Smp Ul Y con A o /Dubjec'to y PI'W'V“LQ’@ plertin examples
D)hm,-n-\g/) Qechane- | and hae avecak :’*Jrjﬂ hus\e C-D--v'\.\f\ﬁj Lo
H e adla 0 f\JLm/\—‘ f—UPP foachob Le & £ e,}-xJ_,ﬁ,%T :
What are the instructor’.;; weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
(\(\W()\OQ’ Cono1den ('a’\o“’\f} ~ itrte A HMeer, i Qechuna.
—?DC‘/\A@' e e ’@f”m ke fnecounonce f'LQ,.{cx-li oyver
O-V\(/‘\ b\’\O/ @4’\.!\-”\9)\ FW\‘*" OJr\ cCOWVET Q- Qf (= ‘é\—-w\f I~y
’\’\6’% ’\uud—\ ‘aow\ N UWU’*Q-/ 'H\JU‘JL ekl

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

o 2 3 0 59 ;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. _

\ wba. Q)\K—eﬂ\ Jd/\b COUNDL be caurre

-‘)_»\/\@ C,QQ/OfO &Owr\"\' C-GV\C.--Q-'L\(LQ_ N o hice L{J*\[-CJ%V\E\))

Cumud aHnie WA/ 3 'Jfl-u\’l' ot Lo 4 hand qu eann,
bw" dQ»be,JC A c{ o~ a/\Qa\(C JDD pﬂwenlfwﬁ oI

; Continue on back, if needed.
M'l’o/\/)/\j i \ ’\ank/ﬁ.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
1 .
Instructor kQ% ﬁ slﬁf - _ Course /W ovh 5\ 5 _ Semester 5/2Ta"5 J&[f

Enrolled 1/ Auditing Your Major __ Vs )

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 o3 o £57 82 B
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/f ard f’mﬂi'_ k few [!&'[/_53‘ , W 'l/%"ﬁjjb 0 %d/é 9o §‘?/J€1 2(’5/ CJC[f/‘ﬁé?/ﬁ//'f
8 St dos 5. é.‘_}ff@(f” /%A,q/“/(

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

/(WM)»N /C/i 95 /gﬂ &N “ijﬁy
y | |

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

o 2 31 el s> 6 =
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 _I<. Ribet Course __ Muth 55 Semester __ Spring 2015

Enrolled v Auditing Your Major __ Mathe motics

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

1.

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

oh 2 33 oh 53 51 e
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Theve awe b 3"""'\' qualities  that he "‘"‘5/ he s well ofﬂg\u\lzw’ h'a  is very able to answer question

he N apen Yo ofice hours to "W—'p studeats .

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

He cawn bicome a \H'HE scatred when w comgs +o |ac+uks’ ome Hies s l)\y;u.; work can be qu""t

MeEss Y and n coherend

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

oh 2 31 e 05 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 .00 Ri0el Course MUt SB Semester (-:‘-"‘\;W\ pa \S
Enrolled "/ Auditing Your Major S_t oNvstics

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?

e @ = o 53 & (2
not at all modetrately 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).

Puof. Ribet was aways oxiremely ovganiadd, and CHar ansusoned
QUAN DTNS, 21T

e preplured veny dethied Eetuls and  was LxTredmiby
ARV T e o e Q0O Wilta Was VWRey (W POox Tams Qs

Jov MOV CTUOLNES T MO TY of tnfrmaion A TAis class is all ngw |

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

WO Lompladiats.  Ken Rivet is e WSt g \AsS

WMoude Mg Wwount ™ SaKe wove cdlasses  of T
MM ~Vviile VYo at Wj :

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

o 2 3 @ & 63 @
not at all moderately exiremely
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 i, etc.
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LOT ot CW‘ULP'”) St Stoy O fop 6€  paterad
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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 _/Kenn et/ Kibet Couse /Tath &% Semester __ o sng 20/ I
/ .
Enrolled Ves Auditing A Your Major K:/'?/?/*V‘?— Secrrrec

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?

ot @2 3 o e85 5 C o D)
not at all moderately xtremely
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).

Jobet 13 074//7726// cvrrel Vit aa "‘f’c’/.
fe s f/m/‘/

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

A, f},.s,?///_z-/ﬂ’f"/_)/ﬁ ¥

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

o @ = o = & (&
not at all moderately extremel
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.



NOELNYIS

EIN-6E661-4 "ON WHO4 WOLSND
it EnRuIERIRRNNRRNRRILERIN]

Panmuay SN Iy

SO0T NOLLYHOJEOD NOHINYOS @

ZEPS 515 S0y LN

WIOD* UOJJUBDS MMM

Instructor (\ Q

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Course Semester

~

L7

Enrolled Auditing Your Major %74 3}

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

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 vy 031 o 5 n:al L8
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).

’Y"Y/\L(n\l\/\ﬁ/ Sk RN o« /\W\’})V&

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

t@n‘ck vaa% N\ - F: e b e

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

o o2 o ey 5 62 =4
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 io 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 _ el Rijuy _ Course _ Aot S5 Semester “éa/-"”f«f el
Enrolled ke Auditing Your Major _ el / Pcter

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 @ ey o 5 w6 s )
not at all moderately egrtrer'nely
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).

'ffVi'm//7/ ,LV;,// 7/‘__4/7‘(/7,\,{‘//"745/@{74'4) //v-e./;é)// 4674./&// //sz//'&/mj/
Cop i Hly  en gt Uiy o o tride feehre (omnly fernns o)
{///7 té’/lv,/ /oné % he Loy 7&/7'-% Sl ot /ﬁ Aa~§ ”fmﬂ""“?‘/\:f.

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

Nove,

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

A

oo 2 3 b 5 8 Qﬁ'm _
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.

ﬂ’(bjf i? Eom a"“-‘LZ/Ly /ﬁvgﬁf# Z’fff f#/g oL L‘.__/

L7
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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 _Kenl Ribed course Math 55 Semester _OPYMo 2615

Enrolled Auditing

J
Your Major /'\ﬂ"i'\uecl MQ‘HA

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 i o ) a2 i £71)
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).

Notes o0 board and V L
understand -

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:

oh @2 3 =) 51 @ wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

wiuld |6ve it ssyme weve c,cvy\w»{-mﬁ ideas weve
talked aboul -

Continue on back, if needed.



NOFLNYIS

HON-£E661-4 "ON WHO4 WNOLSND
frpnnnnppnnpEnpEREnREnERIIRNIRRIRRERIRRILI

Paniasoy FLbH IV

S002 NOLLYHOJE0 NOHLNYOS @

TEVS SIS SOTv LA

Wod'uoJJuedS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor KW‘ Rl/ L 0}/ Course M ‘d;l’\/ g S Semester g\W i Wj 10 15

Enrolled Yes Auditing N 0

|
Your Major A\io\loLLuL Math

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

1.

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

ch 2 o3 =3 C53 a3 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).

- r‘i'r.r)ﬂr;f&/ = CL(-L‘.\V' -‘Fon'ur Lmowwf?r/k/
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

- NQ,\;(,V E)(P[,m.'me or I/V\U\/'t‘tﬂf/&o‘f ’/\0‘/ EXams e CMVVQV{ (f'g
o ol e A1)

= MOWL \,/Vi‘{,'(h? 178 LUDLVL'}-/ mw{eat WL\(V‘— U(;o (/WEml("\j Y)Ww{g

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

o @ & e 5 =2
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.
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’Uaam\& \/O[A} K(éd?(

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Kawetia Ldoet Course NATH SS. Semester SPRiNG 715

Enrolled ol Auditing Your Major Ecoid

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 @ 31 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).

— wv. (v and avgamined W ledduR

~ BAlBurosty fAudent F"‘V*"“'OQ'"\‘“ ¢ leen To owvinT RAUIAL

D Twe BEST pokoss W Led ™ Car!

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

N/n.

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

,

ch o3 =3 =S 53 & o= }
not at all moderately extremely
effective effectNe”

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 i, etc.

— SAne fovt ef Stelclad A7 to Msnueisie puetdenns (eabier -R\J\'vuv_s WoM). wasdd be wreful
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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 _A . AeZ> Course _ b 55 Semester £ 2222 7 A0M
Enrolled \/ Auditing Your Major W £Cs

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

1.

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

o vz} o3 @ 53 =:x) -
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, gradlng)

@" WW r{n’ _/? éfv’y{ M W f}dg ,4,: /ré,‘:/v/
7 _ 04
WM MM\ . ":51’3"634'”{:}42»’_2.//#}4/1(, W"(_/,/

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

Toe

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

o 2 = v 5 87 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.

A s z‘f 3 # '

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Dr- Rivet Course Mot 55 Semester S pving 20IS

Enrolled Auditing Your Major

cogN Hive seience

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.

0.(5((\03-{- (83
‘Haat+ yealt

w6
4o LoV s

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 @ €5 61 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). _

gy allowd w2 to undevstand e vatevral. AS a non-appited  wWiortia

(—ugwtﬂm {MHC‘_,JJ VWS o bt heSHtant and  Wevwvolg C}G\'\Ag {nto
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et equived Meto e, pv. Kiber’s feacning madae we View Meata
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching? ““a":

a reativ
anch Mwnovatc

At Thane Y
Protetsor  ribet LW\

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

o 2 wcal w3 €53 57 ol
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

Semester  Sp .Z20\%

Instructor _ Vew #ibed Course Watl S5

Enrolled Yes. Auditing

Your Major __ Matt [Dliel ¢ o

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?

ca 21 i al &
not at all moderately
effective

51

& D

extremely
effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading). Profeccer  Ribet
ane helpfA, and  he €K P(c‘i‘"‘ 3 ‘lo? fes weldl
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

HM«( do fead (s bvoui'd oy € ad

e R(W"*‘j‘) clayifies .

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

b 2 3 o
not at all moderately
effective

£ e €6 p

i

el
(1) =2
extremely
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

Vb /
Instructor Ko 5 Course et 55 Semester > il /5
Enrolled v Auditing Your Major (C,’ Sei

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 @ 51 a3 T
not at all moderately tremely
effective ffectiv

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

Z 4/ darers S Ve c lear, SLMM

7413 74‘ (-/ L,_,L o n C‘///‘D//:"L f< f/"—“'
%/ Hhe amocn - o pederral , b bt

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

e et
/%é" SovpAnec coreles :,e/ql‘m‘_g |

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

op 2 31 o 5 o a
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.

C/ W_pw// 2/&/— COUr s d

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K@VW\@(’{/) led’ ~ Course VY’)CLH/\ 55 Semester Spm\x ,ZZC’JlS

®) .
Enrolled l/ Auditing Your Major (Oé)ﬂ"ﬁ\/e Sarend.

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

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

o o 3 @ 51 61
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).

POL&S\‘ on (_/Por (Cc‘rum‘ 5 (ures alout g-h,uig/m—g V il ere&hz

uoan &:ﬁié mggumz\ Alws willy
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

Towards e endy T stopped  wnderstond o4~
6t aorient wokenol & e wéwm
seenned sovewdnat  Unreloare to lechure
o i\l

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

ch 21 31 e 50 C63
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 o take it, etc.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Q»\\OJ \Z\C’/{\, Coursew bL) Semester % 3)”"( \3 ?ﬁ ]_f)

Enrolled \! S Auditing MO Your Major Ha{'

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 oo @ o5 a3 <P
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, athtudet ward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading). et € d&u@r 1
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What are the instructor's weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching’?

Sme OLJUSS lecbjfl Were alﬂ/ﬂe 8!@00) b VVtaz’s‘ﬂroQ the e
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:

o o) 33 o 5 6 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
|mproved advice to people who have to take if, etc.

T \oved leaming alk ok Hhe onleat o0 Course. Crasd vestely

OQ SU\Y)\E’C}S T+ el 3&@0/1 ond JMS%\Zjl l l

T loved Wis class!
sk uyuu‘

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor g | ' Course m - SS/ Semester 6‘\%

Enrolled Auditing AN Your Major

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

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 03 | 51 :xl wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5

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

Fund oyl

Weodd LK wiple chgre! _
f% Rt Wy "?Qf Wf/f%w/ﬂ%

hat are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o 20 ] D 23 B3
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective
5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how d 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 _ken Rioex Course Mot 55 Semester 3{3-; w'iﬂ "5

Enrolled __ Yes Auditing _ Lo Your Major _(ogetive Screviee

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

1.

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

ch 2 3 o c5 o 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).
Ocqone ckion A \eckoves i gp\enJ;J andl cleav canuckion o \edwes

- Mares Comp‘ex -topics \ook swple thon ‘oook .

- toxr exams OY\(/Q homewor ke pm\o\erhs
- Greak QYGQGASO( overc M ! .
What are the instructor’'s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

— Lovdness b vowe then Speakng

~ Clenver wv‘\w\% wnhen M’r\‘ﬂa on \O‘W\o_oa\f(}‘

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

ot @2 3 o 5 s =
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

TAKE 7T WITH RIBETI (1 £

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _ Ribex __ Course Marh 55 Semester _ Sprioq 20158

Enrolled v Auditing Your Major ___ Undectared.

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 21 o3 sl £33 o wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
The tectures are clear and flow well. Examples and contentincduded in Hhe lecture are

easy ro unclerstand. A\vacuds w\\\in3 Yo onswer questions and give time in lectures

Lorstugents to ask questions.  Office Hours are helpfud.

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 o2 = o 5 T63 L
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

(30 to office hours, +hey ore v-ery helpFuwl.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor kzv‘ @\.\LU} Course Mo‘(\n E’S Semester g{-‘"’ ing 20{!5

Enrolled )4 Auditing N g

Your Major M ath ) Ap‘fhe&

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 51 * o
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

W[l]i@ to re-erglain A Wl A0S, elgctranic Yesoutts Lo fidntes oo

J,o&. Pnsers 1\»19&4!\ Ons we\\} wb(ijrj oy wﬂfahs, Kind and ]’Jc\c.\?ex}f two{

5%‘%%&4 Faiy W oy 0101({(_2 Vs 5 H,ij_u(ga/ L-y s)(uc‘l&hgbquﬂﬁ%“.ﬁh{, [/}l o

/ A a C oo
f/MW‘g ot _CM{G 'H?W Qh} (efure
3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

‘v‘::ovr/ Mr¢ Ih {4%' “J‘u—‘;/ MJ} l%&f M ;a(u;\y U‘“Y“PN

problons Mo mal daded otyudrn€ fir OFFce hougs

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

ch 2 @ 2 % 81 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.

Texthosk buge and wnfidk £ o, cl\»\»gnﬁa%coi@

Weuld Lo Lekkg, Lehud nete workd bt godd, i€ auay),

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor ¥\Led |
Enl'Olled / Audmng Your Major MA i H'

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

o I s Course__MATH &5 Semester SPE(NG 7015

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

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

o 2 31 @ €51 ate vl
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 . N SR
Comes PRAPARED ’ ??6 NS Romgwopt HAT VS MG L & gSESTL
S A ' F ) MG =

fag CXAMS | 1S RPPponcH b e

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
CgA\Ee 10 51AY eNatS TENT WITH THE Book gdT AT

- AN ) Lo v (R, oA Bl 7 »
TiIgs oo o o epo W AA Loo ¢ IR b S Féds ¢ F NG

16

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

o 2 30 o 5 63 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.

(o 10 6Ff 1 CC OV RS v F {00 N EED IEL r,
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Ken R Course Mt 99 Semester Py 2919

Enrolled Auditing Your Major S

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

= = = - 5 ( .
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 gims Ueen C.\’Fl‘«w\‘itv\g om0 P,“Fs_

e vS Ve\ry )C'I‘FCH)I ,

3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
1 te n I"’ rt.,() \HL‘CL L“- uv;"ls .

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

o 2 3 0 &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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instructor Course Semester

Enrolled Hes Auditing Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
215

Cprn: \

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

1.

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

o @ ) o r51 ] 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).

an
Provides cleocr M(ywrl“ i( EKP\Q”‘Q*\ 4

Yoy athvstostic

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

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

oh @2 = o 5 ¥ a
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 W\ N4 1 Course _/ \(J }{/ Semester _c A
Enrolled ML Auditing Your Major

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.

HIM-EEE61-4 "ON WHO4 WO1SND

1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? _
ch 2 3 o €51 /81 ) wal
not at all moderately L 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
2 hours, homework, exams, grading). o
f /'Ir_..: . , A 4 ; f x B i oA . ) ) 71-" ,_,,'»‘ , .
§ 1/ LU [l Lle F (Y f&/\‘(ﬂ' Q’P(’ Qe oad @A - A2 x 7=
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£ o\ A7 P y
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z 3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
a b - = (o A A |~ ,
e fein o ol C 4o bl where
E If J . A ,.'( , ; ‘.' ) I' . .-/_.‘ I hJ {‘.
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4. Please rate the overall courseonascaleof1to7:

ot 2 e = (o B =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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ ben 02+ & Course  Meff 55 Semester _ Sy 2015

Envolled ___yup Audiing _—— Your Major __Phi loseyely

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 21 3 o €57 =% wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Al 2f o pbove

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
/ WaS  Comtnund & boul @ hu h_v.,( f'ﬁ' NW‘"‘FU&B e na S —PC_uL LMy <

1ZM Aakj,éu-‘ AKa-y e very reesopglsle So M—m.w) Connt s qta»w\-u)

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

ch 2 31 o 05 89~ w2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Ukﬂl'ms

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Kenneth A\ Ribek oo, Mok semester 5P T

Enrolled Auditing Your Major ___ Morth (oP hek )

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 oA r51 g 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).

Hio tesure 76w helpal O
Ao g QYewr s Gwe
WSS W Guewes ) owam-f)v\f\é,

DV aA2 aF5pw

\ /'L(V\i C \‘00 »Y “t’j

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:

on o2} 37 v s 5 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

Instructor P o, Brbet course __ Norf h st Semester gPV"»’ 2oy
Enrolled (€5 Auditing Your Major _ LEOR

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 n @ 5 ¥ =3
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

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

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
{5 m} () (< 9] jw-u] (a3] EJ wai)
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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\ 7 5
Instructor LK‘EW K| el Course Mé{ﬁ/”) > g Semester 3{/} A
Enrolled Wi Auditing Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

~

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

1.

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

oh @ s o 5 cé( =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). o
' ' : Sgerieaitr

= 'H'(-« /k LY} /r.{i I (L..{ Ko D "f'}/ 7 /Lﬁt\/d\) U‘/ﬂ/a /( {7 v /

U

- Z’VV\/W\ ['.; Vel LS L .J..": ‘/(

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

- Myt raw»q‘)@ FWOLU“C MVJ Uy chyye

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7: &/
{sm] jos} [ ] w3 u.v] w &}
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Professar Ribey _Course ___Math 55 Semester __ SPNINO, 2 OVS
Enrolled Auditing Your Major __ MO

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

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 5 v
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).
office \nowrs, wilingress o answer quesians - aifitude Fowar @ stucknts

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
clanty,  organizaiion
write ot all proofs 4hat we need fo khow

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

o 2 ac = 5 63 = 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 o take it, etc.

0o many - different topics fo MAsiEr
Wward o fully understand | fopic, before we
Sawiion o rext ove

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

nstructor  Kenneth  Rioet  course Math 55 Semester an‘na gols

Enrolled Yes Auditing No Your Major _Enqlish & Puce Ml

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

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

o 2 3 e 5 ) =2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Huwmer, C/(“H@/ e leaves fl?ﬁ'b o8 Hae to as k 7”05‘4‘;”“3,

\}pﬂlﬁ O\R)()I. OE‘\CK-"C‘ LD(Q}‘ '“\Od' OQ{\ .l.f\ I_f“/. lﬁm C"r' ‘I‘nv-:-;‘ ('i ._-l-\&(' 1,.\ N
.(‘D“ venie, \'EU liaconc ) he WA LS '['LQ €on ’l{f o more  Sak restin /
\v\\)(;(\_m(—s{ : ./ ”'.5 S‘“’I \,n_C'L-("- - \ 5 '{\'(kdﬁj 5 Chie 'Ll-) ) ¢ MAmwas Wlfj-c) [';;Q_
Wourd . b 4 Fhew' re too rl! belas: 1a clegss Jor )
3. What are the instructor’s wéaknesses? How could ’fﬁe instructor improve his/her teaching?

N /f\

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

o 21 3 jral 52 . 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.

m conrse Sur (Jr;d’e_ol Me A _}L\A+ 1 CUU ed + W' S
—H\OW\ I "M\O " + I Wo m\d. ’T’-\Q, oA L,p_, o L was e ||.J1(‘\ {|‘¢ 17'2‘}
ot s ' b Ribet onad € :{' monre WOr‘"lJL\w[\;-‘(_ )

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor 2o _ Course Semester

NMeg
Enrolled Spr ey Auditing Mo Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

J

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? 7
ch 20 x| o 053 g wal

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

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

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

o 2 & o 5 83
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.

Jov e @rqc&“\ce Y@rap .

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
Instructor {Ql lngL Course /M% s Semester e, 2011

EF:

Enrolled Auditing Your Major __//c. {1 .

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

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

o 2 31 @ a7 | 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).

,1/7/\_ VD,.@WJJ/ / /o.,( %\a =7 -
He ts = Mﬂhﬁ& Nié@w Zj ,ei';zc(/s al o e 71/471,,\4/@_

/L/ /5 (Vy"'/ e
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od . A & oo wloant” 1Rt Sy

e By wen ~aedC e Ao $2atTE S Sk

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

/

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

= =2 3 oo 5 631 _
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Ul Ve . Course -}‘J\f“‘f 25 Semester

Enrolled v Auditing Your Major ECQH ; :’\J\ atl,

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 @ 51 o wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective
What are the instructor’s strengths? (i.e. preparation and organization of lectures, content,
boardwork, examples, clarity, willingness to answer questions, attitude toward students, office
hours, homework, exams, grading).
Vevy well -y h@é\ e ledtueg &« i/Jb oF Yngeract \)&H\ Stud.eny
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
" Illl J S
Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 21 ] v al e uca] o
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective
Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K&/\ e £ couse NMAThEP S5 semester 'ﬁ{’r ) ol 6

Enrolled

Y15 Auding [N < Your Major /7~ adf Iz

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 2 s o 5 <2 oo

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

s pftitedc Moo AeShov S

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

g =

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

ch o] 8] w3 51 63 wal
not at all moderately PR 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 QI@Q‘T’ Course M”' m 55 Semester §//L‘£Hb l Ols
Enrolled X Auditing Your Major [ "j-*"*.ﬂrvg//ﬂf-i 1200 ) 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?

w 2 3 o (a5 ‘wn 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).

\/&=7 CLEAR Ao Bty  Bose oz

ﬂ); W As CUrchem T STl twre

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:

o 2 3 o 1 [ 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.



NOELNYIS

BOMN-EE661-4 "ON WHOL WOLSNO
frppppnppRRnonEpEREEnRRIRERRRNNNNRNRERNOERERDNL

pansssay sib (1Y
SC0Z NOUVHOJEOD NDELNVDS &

CEV¥E SIS S0y LMl

WOO HOJJUBDS MM

Instructor M\{J X ~ Course

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Semester S}?ﬂ VJ{A} 2015

Enrolled v Auditing Your Major LW\CM“-(WA

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 3 @2 5] wal

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

POy, WLt parmude. Asudiid Ly W AT

C\Rou WA
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

oy Were MEhHot

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

o o2 =i o (:3:) 83 ral
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
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 € ek Course __Moadh S Semester ___ Spnina, 201§

Enrolled X Auditing

Your Major _Ewon, &vg'\beo\ Madin

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?

cfa o a| uc ul @ 3] =)

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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C‘vﬁf'&‘m-ng c\mq\. (;‘*U.L(St \DC!.L\*—-"

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
M-&v}\mﬂ_ \ce. o ui\e - e WY?_'Q'\ vm.“ oy \/Q_Q,WV‘QJ
ond oo ¥ \wove Q/NMY\?\_U w \,QQMS. .

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

oh 2 31 o @ 67 wa
moderately extremely

not at all
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 REL\%{ ~ Course Mﬂf}\ o Semester g?WLP Lo|S .
Enrolled Auditing Your Major C&J;JWJ{

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 i3] e
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Pass oh | |

&gmmm {

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

Gmem/@ Goud !

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

o > &3] =) 51 ia( s
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Cem Cilet _ Course Mat &5 Semester ca{f),(-;w 720\S

Enrolled X Auditing Your Major _Ceaqniive Zience

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.

—

»
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»

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

oh s} 031 @ L5 ] ]
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).

Frovidall oves excuugles nledhwe. Made Hae contend w\l'e»es?‘mc\ and &\l concels
wele vv@\\'ex\(/lMMeA. Gveak \echuver!

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

CO(AA have ﬂ"\vev\ Wwove QOV\QJA veview 0@ Waoll (c;a\,\c;ew\’? \ae‘:weju.w._‘;'\ ;M&
e O@U/vx\,»\%

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

o 2 31 o 5 ] s
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

ok buge fan oF Hne Hetlock. Homensre s hely fel and exoms

were Caiv. (pood lass!

Continue on back, if needed.



NOZLNYIS

‘panasay BubiE Y

S00% NOLLYHOLHOD NOHLNYOS @

GI-EE661-d "ON WHOL N0LSNO

CEPS SIS G0Ty LMt

WO UGJUBIS MMmm

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

2 ,' ) j
Instructor } 2N 1 DCA Course Semester

Enrolled v Auditing Your Major Econ .

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] s @ £ 8 v 2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

dea)/ lectures l/evj 74’1’%@ ""’ﬁ/ WO{ Jote @f fof@rhé{a‘s.

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 1o 7:

el 2 = e 50 m8a. 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ken Eibet Course Mth 55 Semester 'Q-:;,\_»rj WA
Enrolled / Auditing Your Major ___ gy lie A Moth

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

NOXLNYDS

% 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 ch @ 3 o 5 =2

“ not at all moderately extremely

T effective effective

@

2

w

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).

cNecr IO;LTU
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o 2 3 o 53] }é o a)
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 2N Lotk Course  MKhES Semester 5PV

Enrolled \(Q5 Auditing N

Your Major _/hpptsd (Ve

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 woulid
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor? ~
ch 2 3 e £5 w61/ 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).
~guper frend by
';'-ﬁ Ao ¢ & .rbﬂljl " (1]
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_' L‘.F \S € Y y 3 .d.‘\- C D oNnE '/-‘-\.' L"“("‘fm\t’ &l\MS =
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

NIA

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

{nim} 21 [scu] v [5-3] fu 8| / s
not at all moderately g%rfem’e
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.

<~ lplds vy SOl @ elaty

Continue on back, if needed.



NOELNY2S
T S e

HIMEEEEL-4 "ON WHOd RIOLSND
frpnpnppnnnEnnpnEEn R EnRnIRnEnREneERnLRERNIRNI

‘pansasal sbIH Iy
S00% NOLLVHOJHOO NOBELNYOS @

cEVS SIS SOTr LW

WOS UOJJURIS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor \f\b\{y)j\, Course M(ﬂ‘h "7/ _ Semester ()C:)f';;\(\ -7/0[()/

Enrolled L/»; £5 Auditing nD

Your Major .ijﬂ!n'{' Tyt gb; tace

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 @ = 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). '
‘{U\\K‘] coo\ 03“’] \()re\’X'\Z 6‘70‘}\ W'LL\/‘/ \/” :
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
K( %@\/ b ot \<\»{ KJN\O\&M e dm( ‘5 J‘/st p, Ml(;
dict Many 7o el difficetH
Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
gctu‘ 2 3 = 5 & s
net-at all moderately extremely
effective effective
Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be

improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ve Hiioed _ Course_Matin B9 Semester _Spyina Z0\5,
Enrolled X Auditing Your Major Cogm:fs;f ()f'?f"}‘?f(:_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.

1.

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

ch v ] 3 o L5 o 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).
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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:
oh 2 oy & 5 ] wal

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ K Zﬁé?l Course M,»M'\ N Semester _ Spyy on”

L
Enrolled e Auditing /=

| 0 _
Your Major AT‘I"’/':" ,d fL/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?

oh 2 3 o €8 gn wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
}_l'lgj» “NUY MJna‘!v—Z ovw«/ +HUJ ;'J[ ﬂo‘I[ @/,@jj iy %D“”WJGF
M/Lf /}f’"d"‘f ?ﬂ x . MM H/u LW'\LA\;)’!J ape-

(o

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
H@ "?’f["‘\m W0 ye 7%% L\e vJVa‘Lé" $0 ,(Ovvm)}w.;

(& l\;(tlva_.

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

o @2 3 o &5 el 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 _ ket Course_ MaHh 55 Semester S;ﬁruhﬁ 2015
Enrolled Auditing Your Major Undedered

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 £51 B wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).
He s alwwys w1 M& fo answer guestitnS until tre clugss ordkrsfends.
Wis (echres ove inderechig ond GVve He brgc oueruien of
what vt <ed Ko knoo.  Hhi examS ere very four whick & Nice .

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
SM‘C "’\WS L*’ |‘.S A\“p(\«‘{.d("’ +b ’YC\A w"\qf |3 onN ﬂ*{ édZ(/\Q’l_

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

o 02 31 v =3 2 = 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.
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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 P_{b_erv, / Course _mm_;/ﬁy;___ Semester Q;_DV 201%
Enrolled \/ Auditing Your Major Jﬁ?ﬁbwﬁﬁ‘?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.

—_—

N

w

P

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

oo @2 3 o 5 N \59/ =

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).

i g oo
"t ot

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

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

o 2 31 o 5 8 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

EnI’O"ed 705 AUdit]ng ND Your Major CO%\V‘ |‘)‘1’M——§ [ X 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?

oo 2 £3 el t53 o 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{l exams, grading).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

h 2 31 e == T8 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.
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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 Ke £ (pet” _Couse _Mady 5= Semester ©/1#/¢] 2c)s”
Enrolled _ V" Auditing Your Major Unolec/) "—’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.

1.

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

ch @ 3 o 5 ("’ w ) " m
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, homeworkh;exams, gradi.?gr)‘.' - He s Véq(

- & /
it P@@Tdiﬂmmg C |/\0/S (e
nag\ad ¢ 7
—vg frieh %j@?@%% befptaf. 1 o 290D
— Veryy cleart
- He  krows Wiz Sfuft
What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Hus deed. camt  exist

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
oh 2 facal vl 51 /rs? Y w2

not at afl 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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===  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
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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*ﬁf“‘é‘“‘\”/ w”lyw b onsputr z{\,uh'zm/ qood  athivdy, Viry Wil

% 1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
% you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o > 3 @ 5 5 i
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 __ PABET, N Course MATH S5 SETEEIER SreWa ‘5
Enrolled Auditing Your Major COONITIVE ScieNE

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

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

o 2 31 @A W 62 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).

Puafesor s alwdy> defuttely  preparedl cfspite s sy Sopeo(u
He was Jwavs will-g fo nelp WsWer Auectious (as he AW s
PUEs fo do 5o clunng Class) Homewovk nas 2 bt wﬂqmg;'
esFecta\uﬁ (n fne

3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Best fro  cowse kot | covas (fs £ et
| cam s gt pwlessy st wtedued g loadt
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 110 7: \weRve class, whick WaW T Qe S

b 2 & an 5 & o V0 Ca5€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.
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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 Con ()—Jm)( Course 5§ Semester SP'"‘;‘*) 5
Enrolled ¥y Auditing No Your Major _F ¢ / Stk

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?

b 2 3 o 18 2y wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

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

Cf}mm_} A,c)k vtra &P-R-R.JZLM cf£ Coure o) oy M
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o 1o gy & wndhiy bl

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

o,

o 2 £ =5 5 8 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.

N/A

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Zen gt'b ek Course WH’\ S—fr Semester ‘)./),7” Z&///
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These evaluatlons 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?

W 21 32 ] 2 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, gradlng) by _/ ; /
e s [?f f vee  and / \ahb \,\/!% e /f?’: t &L Grt: 7z, Tle ¥ /
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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:

o o s} 31 @ = 67 o 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 __Iabet course  Math 556 Semester S]"\ e 2015
Enrolled Auditing Your Major A[’{f}‘if‘r"ﬁ Marth

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 @ 51) & =3
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 1to 7:

o @2 & o 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
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.

Math 55 1s o Po\cked class ; sometines e really hard
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Instructor K%JJL Course /M"/’ 6 5 5 Semester JM”? /5

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
(

Enrolled / Auditing Your Major b

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 g a:a 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).

i (her ﬁlm;,#.k,mu b N b %;3/‘/#, 2e ﬁ[‘\l(m{
U d, e i, o ak Ly

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

f{‘t o ye  Mie ’ W <ty /{pﬁfa{f, hls an*{(c,,( féﬂl )

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

o 2 3 s 059 L wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor 12 i bel course __ Meafl, 5§ Semester SIO /1S~
Enrolled / Auditing Your Major __ [, Adne; 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 possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this mstructor'?

ch 2 =S 6 v 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).

Tolked Slovr | qaswectd eweny ¢ vesfio,

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

N# Mo UJL‘ e-Kﬂv\-'W((

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o 2 il = 51 ua) 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.

N

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor V \‘H(..f‘f“'Q Course M/l’”’) 56 Semester -(‘-‘{/)":’}'1(} S201€

Enrolled Auditing

Your Major __(_ 09 ) /ﬁ‘o‘o 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?

ot @ = o (es1 ) 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).

(onterd (e interec trj and Pﬂo'\z(’n’rr(*’ 'V‘qumm’(j

WATe 6 RURY: A mancor,

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
Lopdent O 1ehr €8 Ahouan injero s i ,S0NV@hIMe g jumpeo!
WD tonespis TR M’& 00 1 caow o o were
MUS o Ao

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

o 2 3 v 3] rs;/ C67 w2l
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor ' Course Semester

Enrolled Auditing _ Your Major

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

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

-—

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?

o3 23 3 e {5 ] [n-3) s
not at all moderately o extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

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 21 3 b 5 e va
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 Kown {\:-_.'--\.]f_..\_ Course No bl 8 Semester SPring 201K

J
Enrolled Auditing Your Major ok

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

1.

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

ch @ =3 @ ) & =3
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).
UQN\\ Q,\QQ\\{ RN W \Q\&\\VQ, &\/\Q\l&&\f\ U&V\‘(QJI\J\ IT

Sonwng e § Koo QK\D‘S\WCK .

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:

R 2 e o (@1 5 o3
not at all moderately : extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __kea Ribet  Course _ Math D Semester an.}xﬂ )
Enrolled / Auditing Your Major _Uadeclaszd

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 @ il v 3] (e%) 61 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).

W | 2¥anms jn,l_;,\]

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

Pm(()' (19’”[‘

Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
o o} foca v 3] 51 ) wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor K p ot J‘ﬂfb Course ) Semester

Enrolled Auditing

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

VOV

Your Major AMW{KS—

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 @ . 62 =
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).

predy ool

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

ey gocd

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

o > x| 37 v 067 o 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  Lonne™m Vioer Course < Semester '--;-n,ms

Enrolled Auditing Your Major __Apevea Naotw

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 21 37 (r.3] ogs ] jwa)
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 aré 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:

o 2 3 ) 5 e wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor K’QY\ il“b’d'  Course N\CA‘\'L\ SS Semester SF r thg, 20\5

Enrolled ‘é/LS Auditing

Your Majori_Coh [ ag. 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 instructer?

o 2 @ o Qsﬂ ' B 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).
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3. 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:

o @2 = o s & o3
not at all moderately o 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 l) | L’% __ Course bo %o Semester / // / [
Enrolled {’ ‘\)() Auditing Your Major / !// X///Rfﬂ

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 @ L ol wa
not at all moderately exiremely
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). _ |
[y oLESSbIe_

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:

ch 2 3 =) 52 W 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 km @ﬁ. R bet Course Malh 55 Semester 'f»r,-w, v 2010
Enrolled Auditing Your Major 1 adeulusd

"™  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

»

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] s n:xl 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 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:

o 2 ] ] 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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These evalﬁ’étions 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?

th @ 3 @ @ & =

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?

Y Under Tiant

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

o @& @ o st ) & 7
not at all moderately S—— extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ribed Course _ M ™55 Semester _Syring 20\5

Enrolled ___ €5 Audiing ¢ Your Major _ St atistics

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 653 61 e
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

o 2 3 v g B3 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 i, etc.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

instructor _ Ken Ribel Course __ Morth 35 Semester Sp 2010
Enrolled . Auditing Your Major M(‘)\*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?

o 20 o sl == a:a 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).

C{O\“\'H{) & ‘\U\WIOf

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:

o 20 3 = 5 @9 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effactive 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 Ke‘/\ Q b(/i' Course N\mj(}m RS Semester g@d\qa ?(f\%

: J o
Enrolled Auditing X Your Major f) W(L(( !{}w’ml / /\'] 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
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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 vl e 67 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, gradlng)
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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 1to \ W00,
o 2 & =) .- E =3
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 : Q*‘ k’%’??’ Course \Math ST Semester L[ W:‘I 201§
Enrolled el Auditing Your Major A five {ciente,

\J

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 @ & o (&) 63 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).
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What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
= Lmukd\jﬁbteﬁ more fincdare s e Lechoreg,
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Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:

o 2 3 a0 67 =2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _R{bet Course _ MarhoH Semester g_P{ o
Enrolled X Auditing Your Major Mech By

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

1.

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

o @ = o D = =
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 outessible | answers guushons
N cloncs gonline, fall exams.

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:
2\
oh [ a] 3 [w. 3] 51 a e o &}
not at all moderately Q 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

Enrolled )< Audifing Your Major ( f)ﬂ <(/

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
™ L’[ University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVAL.UATION SURVEY FORM
g A4l (_,"‘ (Fﬂ' S (._—
Course /”// ) It ---(-\ Semester _— ){ /5

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

1.

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

cp 21 30 @ e v a)

not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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Please rate the overall course on a scale Z’Tto\?:

o 2 3 ('m 2 5 83 s
not at all moderatsly 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 Zbc'é _ Course M 6/5/— Semester . 5’;;//'/-&;;
/ / 2
Enrolled A< Auditing Your Major MC'/Z// C; X

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} oy 3 E L8 el 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 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:

o 21 33 e 5 T8 wal
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor _Kenv  Ribet Course Matw SS Semester __ Spr 2018

Eﬂmﬂe@ Auditing Your Major __( 04 itive Sehensce

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 effectivenesi.(oLgis instructor?
v u)

ch 2 | 51 a:x) 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). ') - o
&)mprc)’\mm‘k L”"“’L‘-"{"Jf‘- o e = C_clavavun,j ) V—tAj eag,g‘
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?

€ @n qui oy (onfusng, | ofte aph (st ol ey voy

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

ch &3] 3 @ 5 s 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.



NOELNYDS

HOM-eE661-1 "ON WHO4 WOLSND
EiRnpopnpnEoRnEnRn e EnR R En RN ERnanEnRnLeERIL1R

‘panasey SIBI IV

cE¥ S SIS S03Y M1 SOUZ NOLLYHOJHEOD NDHINYDS ©

WOD'UOJJUBDS MMM

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor Ql\ le/+  Course MATH S5 Semester ﬂ?ﬁ P ‘:}ng

Enrolled Auditing

o
Your Major ﬂg n- M W‘/ stat:

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 2t uc o 51 (] 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). i
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3.  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.
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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 Q\‘ beX _ Course 5 . Semester _ SP 1S

Enrolled |t Auditing Your Major __ "'( d neth

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 0 3 o7 c8 % =2
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

hours, homework, exams, grading).

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

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ *%N Ry Course Semester __ S/ I

Enrolled Auditing Your Major MW

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.
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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 30 [ wm £53 6 ==
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 1to 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.

Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor __ Cinox Course My £ Semester __ <PRIw(s 701§

Enrolled Men XS Auditing Your Major __&con) & APPUED NATH

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-{his instructor?

o 2 <l ( @ > n:x) w 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).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
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not at all moée'r'ately 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 _ R Course 01 <C Semester (20 \S SP
Enrolled __SPO (R 20\ v Auditing Your Major __ v v sl fots

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 = [ @ 51 61 =2
not at all modeegrta}ely’ 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).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instru,étor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7: C
s )
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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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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.
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1. Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would
you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?

o 2 31 (o) 53 81 wa
not at all moderately extremely
effective effective
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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).
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3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scaleof 1to 7:
j
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not at all t 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 794((76?\” Course /1/&“’) S S SETCEE: 5,0/‘};5/ Sl S

Enrolled Auditing Your Major

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

1.

=

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

you rate the overall teaching effectiveness of this instructor?
(>

oh w2 o3 c51 winl ma
nof at all moderately extremely
effective effective

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

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

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

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

Instructor %ﬁ’w’ K ! é’f { Course /(/(ﬂﬂ/? 59 Semester J} Y ”\/).9 2015

Enrolled N Auditing Your Major __ M1t

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

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

ch 2 3 =" 53 5 > 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).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1to 7:
o @2 3 ) 5 C-s? 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.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM
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These evaluations will be helpful to the Department of Mathematics in one or more of the Z/ S )
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 = 53 5 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, £xams, grading).
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3. What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4, Please rate the overall course on a scale of 1 to 7:
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not at all moderately extremely
effective effective

5. Comments on any other relevant aspects of the course such as content, text, how it could be
improved, advice to people who have to take it, etc.
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Continue on back, if needed.
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Instructor Kemneth 2oek Course MA™H 55 Semester _ Sprine, ' 15
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

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

ch 2 e o =5 82 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).
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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:

o 2 31 e5) 05 vy o 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.

Topics covd be YOV \W+QVUS+\M(‘3 i Nov QB wet o pPn

Contjnue on back, if needed.
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DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS

University of California, Berkeley

TEACHING EVALUATION SURVEY FORM

nstructor S<<ENN ETH (RET Course At SS semester  >F K (NG 2.0 S
Enrolled Lj“e"? Auditing Your Major _ACPLIEO 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?

o w 3 o 53 v 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 questlons attitude toward students, office
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3.  What are the instructor’s weaknesses? How could the instructor improve his/her teaching?
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4. Please rate the overall course oh a scale of 1 to 7 Q(’ POV ¢
o (:21) =S 51 6 s
not at all moderately exiremely
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.



