Course Assistant Feedback for Lawrence Dallman

Heidegger’s Being and Time, Division I
University of Chicago, Assistant to Raoul Moati, Fall 2018

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

1. to explain the course material?
Not Applicable (0) — 0%
Poorly (0) — 0%
Adequately (0) — 0%
Quite Well (3) — 20%
Excellently (12) — 80%

cae T

2. to conduct discussions?

Not Applicable (0) — 0%
Poorly (0) — 0%
Adequately (0) — 0%
Quite Well (5) — 33.33%
Excellently (10) — 66.67%

oL T

3. torespond to questions and comments?
Not Applicable (0) — 0%

Poorly (0) — 0%

Adequately (0) — 0%

Quite Well (2) — 13.33%
Excellently (13) — 86.67%

o T

4. torespond to written material?
Not Applicable (5) — 33.33%
Poorly (0) — 0%

Adequately (0) — 0%

Quite Well (2) — 13.33%
Excellently (8) — 53.33%

°pe T

What were the special strong points of your course assistant?
1. Very good discussion leader. Made things make sense. Put things in a clear context
2. He was able to explain concepts clearly and relate them to other ideas.
3. Ithought Lawrence did a good job of contextualizing the work.

4. Found very clear and helpful ways to explain a very dense text



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

He gave a very different perspective than Moati, which gave much more clarity
Great at explaining difficult source material

Lawrence was excellent at answering our questions about the text and elucidating
obscurities.

He was able to clarify pretty obscure concepts in a straightforward, honest way.
Answering thoughtfully and thoroughly.

Good at explaining complicated topics in an easy to understand way.

He’s able to explain things very clearly and is really helpful in contextualizing Heidegger.
Ability to simplify and point out ambiguities in different areas of the text.

Ability to switch between micro and macro levels of the course material—explaining
specific parts of the text in light of the whole text and whole course—very clear and
straightforward, practical.

He was incredibly helpful and patient during office hours

Lawrence is good at making concepts clear in a way that relates to Heidegger’s overall
project of fundamental ontology.

What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

1.

Possibly could have fomented discussion better

Maybe present a slightly more organized recap of the material.
More time devoted to discussion

He was great

Nothing comes to mind. Lawrence was great

. I think he did a great job. The only thing I can really think of would be supplementary

handouts for discussion sections that expanded on difficulties in the text. But he did this
without handouts.

Lawrence was really good. It’s hard to think of things he could improve.

Not sure.



9. Not get too bogged down by tedious technicalities raised by some students. (This wasn’t
a big issue, just something small)

10. Nothing

11. Nothing

12. More specific paper-writing advice.
13. Nothing! Great!

14. Nothing in particular.
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDEI\}TS TO COMPLETE
Coursename,numbermdsecuon‘ Géé{tﬂﬂ W\”g | T N+ ﬁq ‘ ( y(f Ud SC’/( :%
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1, What were the C.A.’s primary duties in tlus course?
Wil ‘N9 oa paLer _ dlof\c

I1. Rate your C.A.’s performance - how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material:

@ quitewell  adequately  poordly ‘(not applicable}

B. to conducrt discussions:

@ quite well  adequately . poorly .- - (notapplicable) ,
- Cow rcspond to questions and comments:
cellently  quitewell  adequately  poorly | - (notapplicable)

D. to respond to written material:

excellently  quitewell.  adequately  poorly {not applicabb)/
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IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

PLFASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.



e

DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOFPHY

THE UNIVERSITY OF . AR
3 - 1115 BAST 58TH STREET _ Co
" C H I CA G O ' . o ‘' CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60657 ' ‘”r
) B U M ANITTIES E '
: : ‘ TEL: (773} 702-8513 '

FAX: (773) 702-5259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu

EMAIL: philasophy—depamcnt@ﬁs&msr.udﬁggo.edu
COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
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Course name, number and section: pH 'L 2 7
Loxocence Dolmen Quarter and Year 120 3® a8

bMajor: L‘FQﬁU'-S)"CS /'i’)]ﬂ”o SOP]’l\/
—1 |

Course Assistant’s Name:

‘ " A
Today’s Date: __ /3 o8 i Your Year: g —
| Le'Oqu'n.cA C\\”Scogsfoﬂ

I. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course?

1L Rate your C.A.'s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. 1o explain the course material;

@ quitewell  adequately  pootly ~ “(sot applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions:

excellently @ adequately . pootdy .- (mot appIicablc) ' .

C. to respond to questions and comments: |
: quitewell - adequately  poordy | - (not applicable)

D. to réspond to written material: '
excellentdy @ - adequately  poorly (not applicable)
He woas able’ Yo

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?
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IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? [o 5! 6 lg coold A have : ==
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PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
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Course name, number and section:

Course Assistant’s Name: __L avinen e Do hwtn

Major: LS / Pl (e 9\9\4\,}

Quaster and Year: _Auiwms 20\8

1, What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this coutse? Lo ool &i‘SU{LS clon  geedtdnS

I1. Rate your C.As performance - how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material: “ 7
excellendy  gaftewel~, adequately  poorly ‘(niot applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

excellently -g@iewell > adequately . poodly . (not appIicabIe) )

- C. to respond to questions and comments:

excellently — q@ewell) - adequarely  poorly . - ‘(mot applicable)

D. to respond to written material:

excellendy  quitewell. . adequately  pootly

T bl Lawone 49

1IT. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? _ '

o gred b of cocbmbialdiey B worlc.

IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? M-ﬂﬂ:tl he e a sl 9 I (j_

wo N L
g ‘ OF%MLQD N_,CQ_TD of e Mm

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: _H 6!’0‘-51'{?&(, PHLL 4400 , i =5

Coutse Assistant’s Name: _L-tawsrtiice Dok

Qua:tcrﬁnde: 20

N i ﬁajf},ﬁ -z.b@f:?/ci

. Cyad a
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1, What wete the C.A.’s primary duties in this coutse?

IL. Rate your C.A's petformance - how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material; ‘ o
 exceflently @/3 adequately  pootly ‘(not appﬁcable)

B. to conduct discussions: — o ‘ '
: excellently Q_uitc well > adequately . poody .- - (ot applicable) ,

C.w rcspond to questions and comments:

pL cntly ) quitewell - adequarely  poorly “(no applicable)
D. to respond }gm\tten material: '
exkgﬁgnm% quitewell.  adequately  poorly (not applicable)
.F;umi vess  cliao

IT1. What were the special strong points of your coutse assistasnit?
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I
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IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?
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PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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1. What were the CA s primary duties in this coum:> é&/ (j < ﬁfffi‘ IS ol Sog ‘de?S O‘(p

ITI. What were the special strong points of your coutse assistant?

THE UNIVERSITY OF .. DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY L
) * 1115 BAST 58TH STREET .

', HCHICAG O : -!", * CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60637 ‘ ' - |

H UM A NITTIE S K .
‘ ‘ ' TEL: (773} 702-8513
FAX: (773) 702-5259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu
E-MAIL: philotophy-department@listhose. uduago edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Course name, number and section: mlég T M y, f% Qq "/OO %Vﬁ &7 E

Course Assistant’s Name: é—w& Daﬂ ‘WMW‘ Quarter and Year: /ﬁ[/ »2 9, 08)
Todays Date / g@/ A )Q Your Year @2 Major ZZﬂn S

E@ma b U;m

IL. Rate your C.A’s petformance - how well was the C.A. able:

R excgm quite Well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

(excellently— qmrc well  adequately . pooty o - (not applicable) ,

C. to respond to questions and comments:

@V quitewell  * adequately  pootly ‘(not applicable)

D. to respond to written material:

excellently  quitewell.  adequately  poorly @ apph\mé

Mo mgg{a %/\/ @ﬁ%/@(/

M(ﬁ@/ﬂfa Wﬁn %}\(/,'L/UMC/& %mW /Mﬁ el 4/@\/”)(

IV, What could your coursc assistant have done better? Suggestions? /% MS - ﬁ /‘ﬁﬂz/ _ ' | B

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.



(T

DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY

LTHE UNIVERSITY OF ..
HEH] [ * 1115 RAST 58TH STREET
C H I C A G O - ) ° " CHICAGO, HLINOIS 60637
H UMANTITI1ES :
, : ' TEL: (773) 702-8513

FAX: (773) 702-5239

WEB: philosaphy.uchicago.cdu
E-MAIL: phﬂmuphy-dcpmment@listhnst.uchi‘mgo.edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUAﬁON: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

PRIL 2690 - 3

Course name, number and section:

Course Assistant's Name: _Lowsrence _Onllvman Quaster and Year: _E=\t 200§

Major: _ Tt}

TOda}’,S Date: wil?e [~ 3 YDLH' Year: ___E.JS._..._..........-

dfycassTOn |, ppyinddan \A_D\V\&M\-R; :
. Y )

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course? __\A ol dona
-

IL Rare your C.A.'s performance — how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material:

@ quitewell  adequately  poorly

B. to conduct discussions: - _ ‘
: excellently q adequately . poody .- - (not applicable) ,

C. to respond to questions and comments:

‘(not applicable)

ently) quitewell adequately  pootly ‘(not applicable)
D. to respond to written material:
excellendy  quitewell.  adequately  poorly {nof applicable)

Grenl at LW‘KTKWM‘“;’\ A< %‘U. bt %
= X

II1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

AQAA. YAkt

IV, What could your course assistant have done betrer? Suggestions? & o‘c’\/ij PR AR lw onind

L“\‘*J“fw»u— TS 6\;—%\%

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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WER: philosophy.uchicago.cdu
E-MAIL: philosophy—dcpartmem@ﬁsthnsc.udﬁt‘:a.go.edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

He‘:b(c-&c’.ed je‘m;g__@ga Tae - PHIL. 24400~ \l
Quarter and Year: lI4V)L‘/"'W‘ Q-OIK_- E

Major ___&l;&::zﬂg( \ L
QA< vw&_gl»_véL__

. Course name, number and section:

Course Assistant’s Name: /Aﬂwrgeoo Qa”mc-.n

130

Your Year: Q ~ ‘1

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties i m thxs course? To._af SQL n

o e -{0-1[ / ﬁ/ﬁ: é&!“ N gofent

II Rare your C.A’s performance ~ how well was the C.A able

A. to explain the course material: ‘
excellentl quite well adequately ~ poorly (not applicable)
B. to-conduct discussions: ' .
@ quitewell  adequately  poorly - - (notapplicable) ‘
C. to respon uestions and comments:
" excellen quite well - adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)
D.to respond to written material: ‘
quitewell.  adequately  poorly (not applicable)
ITY. What were the special strong points of your coutse assistart? L Moroee oo _eXxCellet

E,m!*‘am ﬂ&‘b" /9 ‘E-*'l f"”’

- Gldf@w Orfuwery &7
&{ UG'II&L\_/ Ogcbvfﬁnu,

IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.

S TNV B R R A

A (“\/u( "N_ ™



DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY L
1115 EAST 58TH STREET | o
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60637 s

TTHE UNIVERSITY OF .

BN CHICAGO

H UMANITIES

TEL: (773) 702-8513
FAX: (773) 7025259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
PHIE 2vpo - Aechen BY

Course name, number and section:

Course Assistant’s Name: _Luw/wutﬂ ?WZ/"V‘C'—VI Quarter and Year: Fall ZDZQ

Tody's Daes 30 VOVUBE BN Yoy Yaa 2 Major: s c /W%a/

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course? i“—-“—/ %&CPM( Kl /:"?""fl‘*“""g

A

e %&V(, f %—é’/ 2 e )‘- > Ac }/Me/g e’ L "hy{ --‘:}

IL Rate your C.A’s petformance - how well was the C.A. able:

A to explam the course material: o
flently )  quite well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to condugr discussions: L | '
. quite well adequately . poorly .- - (notapplicable) .

+ C. to respond to questions and comments: .
@Eﬁ quitewell - adequately  poorly - (notapplicable)

D. to réspond to written material:

excellendly  quitewell.  adequately  poorly <(£ibt aﬁﬁ]@ -'
I1. What wete the special strong points of your course assistant? ?/ e aver s b e o

c’/ /u,’ /a./—c.&%f J::u(/c& camcc-;p/‘"“ .."w o zcb/[‘:;‘ Z//%’CWJ

fobilt wa _/

IV, What could your course assxstant have done better? Suggestions? _1 i e~

2P e -
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Ae. {692—7.// ,,,M/gf’eav v e . . ‘ . :

"éASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.




1. What were the C.A.’s primary dutics in this course?

DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY

“THE UNIVERSITY OF . | . |
CHICAGO V 1115 BAST S8TH STREET | g
" : ¥ ' CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60637 "
H UMANTITTIL1E § i s
' ' ‘ TEL: (773) 702-8513 :

FAX: (773) 702-5259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.cdu
E-MAIL: phi[osophy—depmmxm@lisdmsr.uclﬂggo.edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Course name, number andscction. PH 1 14*4 0 0 - Sed’l @‘ftfﬁl\‘ [Hﬂ'dw &\/X m‘d K Me)

L aotnw D&@!MM ermd Year: 2003 Autumn

Course Assistant’s Name:

‘_ Today’s Dare: ,lou \\ l t% Your Year: @i ¥ es Major (’Wﬁosoph%..

DisLs om ﬂ@@ﬁ&ﬂq, OurswA g +~gg?__,t

O]le i,
IL, Rare your C.A.'s peformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material: o
o excclientlﬁ quite well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)
.._._.N./ ' : .

B.to cond)mt discussions: : |
e:g:eﬂentiy) quitewell  adequately = poorly .- - (not applicable) )

\..,Qu

C. to respond to questions and comments:
cxc@ quitewell - adequately

D. to respond (0 wntten material:
eXCeﬂentIy/ quite well adequately  poorly (not applicable)

(«\'\QS\LMA’R {M%M ”} and

poorly - (not applicable)

ITI. What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

oravdaly,
UQ

NGNS

IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF . DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY L
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H UM ANTITT11E §

TEL: (773)702-8513
FAX: (773) 702-5259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu
E-MAIL: philosophy—dcpa.rtmem@list.hmr.udﬁxl:ngo.cdu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Courscname,numbera.ndsecuon e\ML 344 ZS Q!S SL A oA

Course Assistant’s Name: Lok ene D@“'\\MW\ Quaster and Year: F’i dO\%,

| _ Today's Dare: __ \\/ O) O( \QD Your Year: ’:2 "Major: '\‘“\.\ \

. " . L e cf'
I What were the C.A.'s primary duties in this course? __[_¢ @“"13 ’g‘ AYDLan

C’.,(Lf\'\ DN

IL Rate your C.A.'s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. 1o explain the course material: -
excellentdy @us te@ adequately  poorly (not applicable)

B. to -conduct‘djscussim}g;,.w.“.m ' :
excellently quit@WﬂH) adequately . poorly - - (notapplicable) .

C. to respond to questions a and comments:
excellendy ~ Guite+ well “adequately  poorly - (norapplicable)

D. to réspond to written material:

excellently qﬁi_l‘:"émvm} adequately  poorly {not applicable)
[/‘O@% At Cﬂ(f’\qm\nj_
X\:} ) ,1@[ Gy _ﬁ‘c'ﬂ')

ITI. ‘What were the special strong points of your course assistant?

com @ \ o P A0 0ay ¢ f:su;«;

T

IV. What could yoﬁr course assistant have done better? Suggestions? N '34‘ @Uc oo 40@ J;f j
dow 0 lﬂT Jedious feiholeaiifies  Taiged foy Qfamc Sﬁtuclm‘f)

(T l\\ 3 L‘JQ‘JS'(\%’ QU Lﬂl\% l {)6de - U6+ (OmC’L”’H(‘@ \’)rv'* ’)\J\\

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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WEB: philosophy.uchicago.cdu
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: %Ubru cund Tane - ' duim ]

Course Assistant’s Name: ]_-'OAA/ Lot ;’Nfl AL Quaster and Year: __ [apl 22008

' 24
Today’s Date: !\Dm)—ﬁ‘\’\a Your Year: __m__ Major: MAMWW%;WK 5

\JU\A fhoeacion S0 ound Lalé ‘_

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course?

e'\‘/{ﬁb‘( ‘ lqgvnr h
I1. Rate your C.A.'s petformance — how well was the C.A. able:
A. to explain thecourse material: “ ' o
' CXCM; quite well adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conducydjscussions: '

excelledily  quitewell  adequately . pootly .- - (notapplicable) ,
C. to respond to questions and comments:

excellenfly ~ quitewell ~ adequately  poorly - (notapplicable)

|

excellen quitewell  adequately poorly (not applicable)

I What wete the special strong points of your coutse assistanit? \)0 Ld_. I J(ﬂ Mﬁ\m\m
= s ooy ) o RA» -er\ NI 7S T N N

’f\g&%&i/\/ m

IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

D.to réspondﬁwritten material:
\

ok
J

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202,
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WEB: philosophy.uchicage. cdu
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE
Cousse name, number and section.; ?” [T z b{ Ypb — - :
Course Assistant’s Name: L L ﬂaﬂmn Quarter and Year: _ % 67( // ZD (&

Today’s Date: __ / 30/ / g Your Year: /Z/_Lé Major: u/wﬁg,C[CC-/M .
Leaﬂaméb/ @?{@951"?7% ol Dty

1. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in thJs course?

II. Rate your C.A.'s petformance -- how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain.the course material: : o
quite well adequately ~ poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to conduct discussions:

qwtc well  adequately = pootly - (notapplicable) )

C. to respond to questions and comments:
&Cﬂ‘;ﬂ?’) quitewell - adequately  poorly - ‘(not applicable)

D. to respond-to-written material: ‘
@ quitewell  adequately  pootly {not applicable) f :
. _‘ . ‘ . Ay ..

IT1. What were the special strong points of your course assistant? _ALE[ZJ}V 1> -5 it ¥
a2l %ML%A/?\-)")‘&.( 1A /ﬁg%qw Ao b ol Ll -\(2//\’[—7

é

[\_/,&MA Ub | o =

IV, What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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TEL: (773) 7028513
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WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu
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COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and scction:I g P[n l‘l Zb{f,{ Ja ,
Course Mt’s Name: Law-f eﬂ(Q ]}IHMM Quarter and Year: Fﬂ-” ZOM’
___,:;_-.,..Lt_ bMaJor U”M MBJ

I, What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this Ct;m'sc? LQQA "] q J‘{S ( Usgfaﬂ g%l Oﬂ
pyigig og_essans, €559 Jradig

11, Rate your C.A’s performance -- how well was the C.A. able:

| | Today’s Date: NOU ;0, 20!? Your Year:

A. to explain the course material:

quitewell  adequately  poorly ‘(not applicable)

B. to-conduct discussions:

quitewell  adequately . pootly .- - (notapplicable)

- C. to respond to questions and comments:
quitewell adequately ~ poorly - ‘(not applicable)

D. to réspond_to written material: '
éﬁdﬁ; quitewell  adequately poorly {not applicable)

III What wete the special strong points of your course assistant? A’) ’I éu) £0 50111'5 11 A?'éwpef’
Micto# g Macro lekefs oF the (ouSC M&w‘:m{w ekP/aJ.om SfeCric

s is o g#B® et (1 it of ¢h¢ Wlule ée,kf oy e
OWSe- yuvy (lewr M St bjh{;{:arwoﬂw‘/ prozeical,

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions?

Mue SRCRic R bty qAlce.
| ‘ =

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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: ' TEL: (773) 702-8513
FAX: (773) 702-5259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edy
E-MAIL: philosophy-departmen@listhose. uc}ucago edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Cousse name, nuymber and section: %Mﬂéﬁ/ Y A 2 7 100 WIS chon L{ :
Course Assistant’s Name: I,JW/”P/H (L p UZ{ e Quarter and Ymﬂ /’/ %
Your Year: Zﬂ,J Major: /\’W &M d

Jisews. Geer

Today’s Date: _ i:/% v

1, What were the C.A.’s prtimary duties in this course?

11, Rate your C.A.’s performance -- how well was the C.A. able:

adequately  poorly (not applicable)

adequately  pootly . - (not applicable) ' ,

C. to respond to qucstmns and comments:

cellemlp quitewell adequately  poorly ~ (not applicable)

D. to réspond to written matetial: ' i
excellently  quite well adequately ~ pootly @E '

}.H.G“, We:$ %'ﬂwtﬁ JOL*/J; L\llg{té\@j]

I1I. What were the special strong points of your course assistarit?

0 f\w\ﬂ'om\” im’mT &;//_AM, Kaﬁ@

/Wf’ &

IV. What could your coutse assistant have done beteer? Suggestions? _A ) m ; VV\

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.
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T=HE UNIVERSITY OF - DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY
* 1115 BAST 58TH STREET

C H I C A G O . { " CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60637

H UM ANTITTI1E S

TEL: (773)702-8513
FAX: (773) 7025259

WEB: philosophy.uchicago.edu
E-MAIL: phllosophy—dcpartmem@list]‘mst.udﬁ?.go.edu

COURSE ASSISTANT EVALUATION: FOR STUDENTS TO COMPLETE

Course name, number and section: YHIL 2%% 00 _.,._gef?ﬂ‘;?n 4

Course Assistant’s Name: _L_gwg, Dedlynn Quarter and Year: Awfvwm Lolf |
Major: dﬂ*'/”}f"'a[j/ Ma'f’L |

. - T ' AFinitir puger, holdm
I. What were the C.A.’s primary duties in this course! Pymr:‘}q Fnifior ﬁm‘[’? ) et

offne _how,

IL, Rate your C.A.'s petformance — how well was the C.A. able:

A. to explain the course material:

cxcclle\ﬁv quite well adequately  poorly ~ ‘(not applicable)
B. to conduct discussions: ‘ :
| excelllyftiy quite well adequately ~ poorly .- (not applicable) ,
C. to respond to questions and comments:
exceﬂt‘:y? quitewell  adequately ~ poorly ‘(not applicable)
D. to réspond tf written material: '
excellehtly  quitewell  adequately  pootly (not applicable)

IIT. What were the special strong points of your cousse assistarit? l Ltne, 1§ jﬂw{ ot _ma kdj '

Cnepls cleg o P2, Har rClowy 9 Meu@w stonll_progec ol Raadesentel

Onivlapq .
L

IV. What could your course assistant have done better? Suggestions? _.Mlﬂlﬁﬁ_gh_‘?_@n‘}bn{é\r i

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM TO STUART 202.



