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Rate your C.A.’s performance – how well was the C.A. able: 

 

1. to explain the course material? 

a. Not Applicable (0) – 0% 

b. Poorly (0) – 0% 

c. Adequately (0) – 0% 

d. Quite Well (3) – 16.67% 

e. Excellently (15) – 83.33% 

 

2. to conduct discussions? 

a. Not Applicable (0) – 0% 

b. Poorly (0) – 0% 

c. Adequately (1) – 5.55% 

d. Quite Well (6) – 33.33% 

e. Excellently (11) – 61.11% 

 

3. to respond to questions and comments? 

a. Not Applicable (0) – 0% 

b. Poorly (0) – 0% 

c. Adequately (1) – 5.55% 

d. Quite Well (3) – 16.67% 

e. Excellently (14) – 77.78% 

 

4. to respond to written material? 

a. Not Applicable (2) – 11.11% 

b. Poorly (0) – 0% 

c. Adequately (1) – 5.55% 

d. Quite Well (4) – 22.22% 

e. Excellently (11) – 61.11% 

 

What were the special strong points of your course assistant? 

 

1. He created a friendly environment to facilitate discussion, putting us at ease to share our 

uncertainties on themes 

 

2. Very approachable, clear descriptions 

 

3. Very good at running sections + explaining the material 

 



4. He was very friendly and raised interesting points. Had good comments on papers. 

 

5. Lawrence is very open to all sorts of ideas and questions, and did a great job of listening 

to students’ questions and concerns. He is very good at leading discussions where 

students can be involved. 

 

6. Good at explaining material, helpful w/ essays 

 

7. good at explaining motivations for phil. positions and providing intuition behind certain 

claims 

 

8. Humor, Marx Expertise 

 

9. He did a really great job clarifying material from lecture. 

 

10. Answering questions, written feedback. Clarifying confusions 

 

11. He kept the conversation going when it began to lag. 

 

12. explains Marx, Nietzsche, Hegel well on things that we didn’t understand, good at making 

interesting points 

 

13. Very knowledgeable about the material, good at answering specific questions 

 

14. giving a richer context and description of the work 

 

15. Explained materials, clearly had a good grasp on material, gives background/outside info 

 

16. Lawrence is incredibly thoughtful and passionate about the material. He is patient w/ all 

of his students and makes students feel comfortable in participating 

 

17. Very good at explaining different material in discussion, understanding of student’s needs 

 

What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? 

 

1. Could have presented better overview/structure to philosophers, especially since we 

covered so many; when asked a Q about a term to allow us to place it in larger 

philosophical structure of the thinker. 

 

2. Perhaps more personal takes on the course materials? 

 

3. Grading comments were a bit skimpy, especially in a class where you can get an A- w/ no 

criticism 

 

4. Lawrence could be more assertive in his own opinions! It was always good to hear his 

thoughts and comments on the texts. 



 

5. Referenced more places in the text during discussion 

 

6. Come w/ pre-selected questions. 

 

7. Nothing … maybe more specific feedback on essays. 

 

8. Sometimes conversation lulled. Some more guidance could have helped 

 

9. Kept students from hopping from one subject to the next too quickly. 

 

10. flow of discussion sometimes, in middle of section 

 

11. Could be better at leading discussion/asking questions for us to discuss, mostly relied on 

our questions 

 

12. IDK 

 

13. Gone over more concepts in discussion. 






































