UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Kiely, S (Kiesel) (1A Student Evaluation of Teaching
ARE 133 Section A01-A02 FALL 2019
Enroliment 90 strongly agree neutral disagree sgmngly
% responding 43% agree disagree

x|
[
o
=z

5 % | 4 % | 3 % 2 % 1 %

1. The TA was organized and prepared for 3 79% 7 18% 1 % 0 0% o o% | as |os| m

discussion

2. The TA presented material at'a level I % 67% | 13 3% 0 0% o o0%| o o%l|arlos| =6
could understand : : : : :

3. The TA was approachable B 8% | 6 15%| 0 0%| 0 0%| 0 0% | 48 |04 |

4. Recognized when sfudents were éoﬁfu_sed 3 79% 5

5 13."/'3s°/ 0 0%| 0 0% | 47 |ocs | 39
and tried to reduce the confusion i 5 e :

5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers

. N 79% 6 15% 1 3% 1 3% 0 0% | 47 |06 | 39
to questions

6. Helped me understand course concepts in

i g A 79% | 4 10% 3 8% 1 3% 0 0% | 47 | 07 39
discussion v

7. Was available and helpful in office hours,

. 30 86% 5 14% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% | 49 | 04 35
through email, etc.

8. Overall, the TA did a good job 0 7% | 5 13%| 3 8%| 1 3% | 0 o%| a6 07|

9. I attended discussion sections every week 19 50% 6 16% | 10 26% 3 8% o o%| 41 |10 | 3

10. Iregularly attended office hours and/or 12 38% 4 13% 10 31% ‘ 3 9% 3 9% | 38 |13 2
contacted the TA outside of class

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

R 20T Summarized by the Teaching Resources Center



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Kiely, Sean (Li) (T4 Student Evaluation of Teaching

ARE 100B Section A01-A02 SS1 2019

Enroliment 69 strongly agree neutral disagree strongly
% responding 80% agree disagree |
5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X SD N

1. The TA was organized and prepared for 0 73% 8 15% 5 9% 2 o o% ! a6 los| s

discussion
2. The TA presented material at a level I 0 7% | 1 20% 3 s%1 2 4! o o%|aslos! =
could understand
3. The TA was approachable % 65% | 8 15%| 9 16%| 2 4% | 0 0% | 44 |09 | 5
4. Recognized when students were confused 3 s | 0 19%| 9 1‘7%; 4 7% 0 o0%|a3|10] =

and tried to reduce the confusion

5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers

. A 62% 10 18% 6 11% 5 9% 0 0% | 43 | 10 55
to questions

6. Helped me understand course concepts in
discussion

7. Was available and helpful in office hours,
through email, etc.

8. Overall, the TA did a good job

37 67% 7 13%. 8 15% 3 5% 0O 0% | 44 |08 | 5

39 71% 8 15% 7 13% 1 2% 0 0% ] 45 |08 55

B 64% 9 16% | 7 13% 4 7%t 0 0% |44 |10 %

9. I attended discussion sections every week N 60% o 7% | 9 1% 3 e%| 0 0% | 43 | 10| =

10. I regularly attended office hours and/or 17 34% o 18% | 16 3% 5 10| 3 6% |36 |12] =
contacted the TA outside of class

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

ize he Teaching Resources Center
Printed 08/21/2019 Summarized by t g



Teaching Assistant Sean Kiely UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Spring Quarter 2022 Student Evaluation of Teaching
ARE 133 (A01) 62102
Enrollment 50 excellent very good satisfactory fair poor
% responding 38

5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 % X |SD | M N
Please indicate the overall educational value of the course. 6 32% 8 42% 5 26% 0 0% 0 0% 41 (08|40 19
Intellectual content of the course. 5 26% 10 53% 3 16% 1 5% 0 0% 40 (08|40 19
De_?ree to which the amount and difficulty of the course work is appropriate to the number of 7 3% 9 47% 2 11% 1 5% 0 0% 42108140 19
units.
Please indicate the overall teaching effectiveness of the teaching assistant. 7 3% 10 53% 2 11% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.6 | 4.0 19
Teaching assistant was organized and prepared for discussion. 9 47% 9 47% 1 5% 0 0% 0 0% 44 (0.6 | 4.0 19
Teaching assistant presented material at a level | could understand. 9 47% 7 3% 2 11% 1 5% 0 0% 43 (08|40 19
Teaching assistant was approachable. 9 47% 7 3% 3 16% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.7 | 40 19
Teaching assistant recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the 9 50% 5 28% 4 22% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (08|45 18
confusion.
Teaching assistant provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. 8 44% 8 44% 2 11% 0 0% 0 0% 43 (0.7 | 40 18
Teaching assistant helped me understand course concepts in discussion. 8 47% 8 47% 1 6% 0 0% 0 0% 44 (0.6 | 4.0 17
Teaching assistant was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. 8 53% 6 40% 0 0% 1 7% 0 0% 44 (0.8 | 5.0 15
| attended discussion sections every week. 11 69% 3 19% 1 6% 1 6% 0 0% 45 (09 | 5.0 16
| regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. 4 33% 2 1% 3 25% 1 8% 2 17% |34 |14 |35 12
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - DAVIS

Kiely, Sean (T4 Student Evaluation of Teaching

ARE 133  Section A01 - A02 SPRING 2023

Enrollment 106 strongly agree neutral disagree strongly

% responding 35% agree disagree
5 % 4 % 3 % 2 % 1 %

x|
7
o
z

1. The TA was organized and prepared for un 9% " 0 0% 0 0% o 0% | a9 los | x

discussion
2. The TA presented material at a level I 3 84% 6 16% 0 0% 0 0% o o% | a8 |04 | 37
could understand
3. The TA was approachable 31 84% 6 16%| 0 0% 0 0%| 0 0% | 48 |04 | 37
4. Recognized when students were confused 6 70% 7 19% 4 1% 0 0% o o% | a6 |07 | 37

and tried to reduce the confusion

5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers

. 21 73% 9 24% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% | 47 | 05 37
to questions

6. Helped me understand course concepts in

. . 29 78% 6 16% 2 5% 0 0% 0 0% 47 | 06 37
discussion

7. Was available and helpful in office hours,
through email, etc.

8. Overall, the TA did a good job

2 85% 4 12% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% | 48 | 05 A

33 89% 3 &% 1 3% 0 0% 0 0% | 49 | 04 37

9. I attended discussion sections cevery week 21 57% 9  24% 5 14% 2 5% 0 0% 43 09 37

10.1 regularly attended office hours and/or 7 25% 9 32% 8 29% 3 11% 1 4% 36 11 28
contacted the TA outside of class

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Printed 06/14/2023 Summarized by the Teaching Resources Center



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS = L FENCIL ONLY
g . e MAKE HEAVY, DARK MARKS
Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics e ERASE COMPLETELY TO CHANGE
TA Evaluation Form S e FILL EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY

/ TA’s Name: J¢AN

Ciely Course Number: 133 Qtr/Year: Spzing 25 |
- - ' |
- |
==
i '
= 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - f
—— 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. o
= 3. Was approachable. Ly N
== 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. = 3 !
e 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. & ‘
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. &=
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. o
= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. o
e 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. @
B 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. @
=
=
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=
—



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Tha Na‘liy b pawmke n diffoent Studj«r

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Peview Chtd matonal I 0 genie of
Ko Gk V(CW

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS 7 S RO 2 PN ORI

e MAKE HEAVY, DARK MARKS

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics ¢ ERASE COMPLETELY TO CHANGE
, TA Evaluation Form S e FILL EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY
| TA’sName: _ Span  Kiely Course Number: A8 /23 Qtr/Year: Gurp 2023

ORM ND, FEUE-U

f—
=
—
==
|
-_—
= 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
o 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
= 3. Was approachable. - 3 2 MmN
o 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - * N
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - T 21 a1 N
=n 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. an
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. =
—
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=)
_—



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

/{lod,u\‘o»'s are 7LM a,r\ﬂ( pelate to over
oé».j /-}e,.. that e  cn [ecrn

f?-,s 1A ()"M'f fa-s{' L“;}ﬂ/}f,}'u'&v\-{&

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Sroc it A bo TA
] OT/ é’vi/j j 1 Mf/\(
fi e, g b Fpf

Ny S

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion

sections,
%5 { W"S /‘éﬁ /
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS G o

. . e MAKE HEAVY, DARK MARKS
Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics e ERASE COMPLETELY TO CHANGE

. TA Evaluation Form S wciz FILL EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY
/ TA’sName: SeaN  Kiel U Course Number: o) Qtr/Year: S5p 2.3

- -
L
—_—
]
_—
-
— 5 =strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - o m Mmoo w
— 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
= 3. Was approachable. - 32 N
- 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. - ¥ @ o W
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - n 2 N
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. = 3 2 m N
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. =
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
[ 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. "
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
= 3
=A
|
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
- 18. 5 4 3 2 1 N
| I



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

N % S)—Hf\\ 29

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

ot office houwS .

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS ®

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

TA’s Name: S€aN Ki 0 hff Course Number: A22 /3}Qtr/Year: Sp 23

5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable

=
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
=i 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - L = o W
L 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
= 3. Was approachable. - 3 2z N
=n 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. =
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - 3 @ o W
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. = 3 21 N
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. B
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. =
- 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. =
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
-
v—
o=
-
=
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
-
=
=
—



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

) apprt’m'ﬂr‘/z{/ Now wefl Jh(ﬂ 2R
able D help 14 go}w(//] cfr7/ 7MJ‘77MPJ.

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

No  The TA cid 7/M‘f

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

"l M >
TA’s Name: Seav I {h/ Course Number: hl 223 Qtr/Year: SPn0% 207%
- S
||
|
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. o=
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
= 3. Was approachable. o
- 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. o
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
o=m 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. 5 !
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - T 2
- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. .
|
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK (
=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

e wmﬂw“ﬂivﬂﬁ (& pruessor & Th's

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.




UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS oy

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evalltation Form S

TA’s Name: Seapn [1©

{ ' Course Number'AYng}Qtr/Year: M'J

- N I
L]
|
_—
|
=
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - %
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. - A

- 3. Was approachable.

&
z

= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. - N
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - N
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - N
b= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. - N
= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - N
- 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. & N
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. - N
= N
— N
= N
- N
— N
= N
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK .
— N
= N
- N
- N



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

V{}”@ |32 i¢ /’].\SLIU vekloht o owr fea

Qﬁﬁv?% ent .

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her

teaching?

Ew:j-f)fyi\} 'S 5%34{ .

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion

sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS ~ .

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S 1129

 TA’s Name:  Sead Ke ly Course Number: |\ 3% Qtr/Year: Ggureg N

-—
:
=
-
= 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. - B @ a
= 3. Was approachable. - @ @ o W
o 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. e
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. & 3 2 1 N
e 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. a
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - : 2 ar N
s 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. -
s 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
= i
-
-—
=
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK ;
=
=
=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

1o, Bean s goal. |

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.

W/A
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S V2

9/ TA’sName: _ e N kiely Course Number: | 3% Qtr/Year: 50239 so

—_
-
— 5 =strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
w— 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - !
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
= 3. Was approachable. - 3 2 roIN
= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. e
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. e
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. m o m m N
i 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. =
e 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. =
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. v
rena
—
-
=
-
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN e
24, [83 o 33
11. What did you appreciate most about this class? 5.5 @ m
— N .tect\v\’\ CC\l 26. (87 @ 3
T‘Ais cloass L\as oer So 00\ w\abw
27. @& @ K3
g\a‘ \k 28. &1 (w3 31
29. 5] w5} <8}
30. (B3 A 3
12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching? 3. 051 @ @
. -t‘r\ew\e, sn 't A . S s
- e v\o\ of ss;m[ 1
7_]@ 1S \Itvj N o P’ &e U —
}g 34, [B] w: 9| a8
35. [B] r-u) 3]
36. (5] o [a<]
Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion 7. @ @
sections.
38. 5] @ 31
39. (5] - 9 3
40. (53 A 3
41. (5] -] 3
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S ARE 123

Sean Kiely Course Number: Aol Qtr/Year: Spring 23

TA’s Name:

—

:

=

-

= 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -

v 3. Was approachable. -

- 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -

=t 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

e 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. &

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

o= 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. -

-~ 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. =

— .

=

=

=

=

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=

=

=

Y Ly ctrraprroom



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

24.

25.

26,

27.

28

29,

30.

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her

teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion a7.

sections.

31.

32,

33.

34

35.

36

38

39

40.

41

42

43

44,

45,

486.

47
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51
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S ONC 133

TA’s Name: “.eain

VAN Course Number: A 01 Qtr/Year: 4oy yn 2022,
— _ ERANAA L
:
:
=
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. =
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. o
= 3. Was approachable. -
e 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. e
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
st 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
s 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. a
b= 9. I attended discussion sections every week. L
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. s
=
r— i
=
-
-—
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

N A

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

TA’sName: Jo0W  Kigly Course Number: | 3 Qtr/Year:s 2072

-

-

:

-

-

— 5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand.

i=a 3. Was approachable. o

= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -

= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. o

— 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. v

- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. ca

- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. n

- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. .

=

—

=

-

- !

= PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=

-



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

|
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her

teaching?
N{f

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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28.
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30.
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32,
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35.
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37.

38.

39.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S =

':5',:5 TA’s Name: ; Course Number: 7% Qtr/Year:

=

]

|

- 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

— 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. o

- 3. Was approachable. -

- 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -

- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

— 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -

= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=
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11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

d”"“”(fff? €lovoHiC Ccmcﬁrbﬂ —wamﬁh C:vmfjhc 5,

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

MOVP '€V\~€: c

T

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.

23 51 OO
24 E

25 51 @

2. 8]

27. 080 . @

2.3 oD

2. 51

3. =@ oo

3. ®m m

%2 o oo

3. 51 o

3. m A

3%. 1 o0

%. 51 N

7. & o

3. 61

% 5 o

0.mm m

#1. 3

42.Mm m

8.m m

4. m m

4. Hm M

4. 5 o

47.5m m

4./

00 O @ @ @ @&
Cm m m m @ m
00 MO @ @ @ &

00 O @ O m o

0 O O @ @ &
T m m m @ m
e m m @m m
M M = @ m M
U M @D @ W &

#
8
B

z
§
H

HABEAEHERAH

21 M OO

e

BEEEBNBBESN
BEBEHEEBE

[N —

]

N0 =

[ =

[N -

N -

N

D -

D =

) ===

09 =

) -

D =

(] =

N ==

50—

O =

O =

on




Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

/) TA’sName: €AW ll/M\\’j Course Number: |33 Qtr/Yeaé %z 2

-
|
|
|
-
|
i 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. =
= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. pen
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
= 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. o
|
]
|
=
—
_—
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
|
|
|



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class? _
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{ LAV
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

M A

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion

sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

%! TA’s Name: Sean Violy Course Number: Apei3y Qtr/Year: Spnka %022

4

-

|

|

—

=

= |

= 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

— 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. a0 n

_— 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. e

iisii 3. Was approachable. -

— 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -

— 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. o

— 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. .

o 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. —

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. o

= 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -

|

|

|

|

|
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

= 1

=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
Sean's Sectimr wep e:q'l'n%ezj helpfd
@ frdhey pnaestonains the ool .
He g Very ergenized amd iney, e

Matenal wed).

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS =L LSV N2 PINGIL ONY_ ] [

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

TA’s Name: oUW k i \\[ Course Number; " Qtr/Year: -

-

:

:

- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

[ 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. =

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -

- 3. Was approachable. -

= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. | 3 2 m N

- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. - D m m N

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

b= 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. -

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -

=

=

=

=

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

-

=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Nat hiﬂ@

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

NoThing

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections. .
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS SN, PN O

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics .
TA Evaluation Form S ALE
TA’sName: _Jean  Kiely Course Number: |59 Qtr/Year: _§(eq ¥ s o o100

5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable

-—

TEACHING ASSISTANT:
o 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. - T @ o W
- 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. - 3 (2 ‘T N
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - 32 N
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. - 3 2 Q@3 (N
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - n
- 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. -
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. N e
- !
=
= 1
-
- '
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=
- '
-—
- !
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24, 5] 41 30 21 | O
11. What did you appreciate most about this class? 05, ey N I G e
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30. 8] - u} [ 8} 21 [} () -
12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teachingq 31. (6] 4] a8} 2 |} O] —
32, &1 9] o 2 m L] —
33. | @ (5< 8] 2] & 6} O]
34. (5] ¥ 8] (3] [8-5] [ ] (97—
35, 55 a1 < 8] 2 m O —
36. (5] u: 9] [ ] 21 m uceg |
Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion 7.5 @ O @ M e
sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S ¥ e FILL. EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY

/ TA’sName: Seon ¢ N Course Number: 133  Qtr/Year: 2pfing 2023 Siock o 7idol2c

] —_—t——————— FORM NO. Fbb

= =
-
-—
-
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
-— 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. - U @ @
= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - 3 o m W
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - R = W
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. = 3 2 @ N
= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
- 9. T attended discussion sections every week. -
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. =
-
-
=
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=
-
=
-



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her

teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion

sections.
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e UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS e o

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics

TA Evaluation Form S =
TA’s Name: Son  KitN Course Number: % Qtr/Year: _S¢n 19 WY Stk
o _
-
v
-
- 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. - 3 m m N
- 3. Was approachable. o I m m@ N
o 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. =
uen 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. 2 1 .
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. w5
e 9. I attended discussion sections every week. &
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. 2 1 e
=
- )
v .
-
-—
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK |
-
=
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11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Diuhisns  and o swed [N efgimens

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

NIA

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics _
TA Evaluation Form S fis

TA’s Name: 324N kiely Course Number: 123 Qur/Year: Spring 2.3

-
:
—=
=
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable

TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
e 3. Was approachable. - T o3 IN
- 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. L
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. = N
i 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - N
— 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. - N
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. s N
- 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. - Q3 N
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. .
-
= N
- N
- N
- N
e N
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK ;
-
-



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
Lenyoyed the experiments
ﬂiv/en !

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

N|A, Sean was great )

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.

Great job fhis Guarier /
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics .
TA Evaluation Form S

! TA’s Name: Sean \(-.‘.e\\{ Course Number: M’JQ‘[r/Year: 5(,} ZZ%

FORM NO, FoaiL

— .
|
==
=l
-
— 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. =
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. b
e 3. Was approachable. - !
e 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. =
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. =
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. ~
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
| 1
|
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
_—
o
|



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Phe ymdkevidl Hidk was
A'auc.)\\\'

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

noni

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

| TA’s Name:  Sean \ae\\(

Course Number: /3% Qu/Year: SP#gr 202%s0u o r1son 20

=

-

=

- 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

B 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -

- 3. Was approachable. -

we 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -

= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - @ o N

- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

e 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -

b= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. a5

- 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. -

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. =

==t

—

=

-

-

=

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=

=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Agpliadion £ real '&uMc(,/ conneotrim fo
doily e

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

N &

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.

Gireat Th ey /fw/pﬁc( andl
ét(ff‘ﬂ&k& u(//at‘mw( sz&f;‘an{

11 hm%’iﬁa

;”n BE

I'o 11
;o

i YR &
[ o =
[ for
T m m
o
|

23, & [ 8] [ 5]
24. 0 @ @@
25, 5] q 3
26. 8] (w9 3
27. 0 @ o
28. 0 @ @@
29. 8] 8] [ 3]
30. 30 @
31. 561 @ @
32. &1 @ 031
3.6 @M @@
34. (B1 o n
35. &1 g 3
3. 60 01 133
37. &1 3] 3
38. (&1 w3 (53]
39. (8] g K|
40, 8] 43 £33
41. 1581 w9 31
42, (5] 41 3
43. (8] -9 3
44, 1% 4 3
45, (5] 41 31
46. 151 -9 37
47. 15 8] (52 ¥
48. 151 L4 131
[ [ §i [u:9] B
3 141 5] (Bl
31 @ 5 14
31 v %] 5] B8]
3 41 [5 (61
3 41 51 1.1
@3 @ B 6
33 [ »} 83 6}

L21

i &
(7

v s]
(7]
&l

wal

(B ]

[hm]

11

BESEHEHSH

- =
I -

R -

I -

[N) -

mvall |

(N -

N —

N0 —

[N) .

(N =

19—

O —-—

(1] -

LIN] —

= - w e

o (0 @ o (o



UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS TR

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S .

TA’s Name: Sean Welu Course Number: §Rg 133 Qtr/Year: Sprin

5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable

TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. @
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. -
= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. ]
e 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. L
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. - ¥ o MmN
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. pe
p— 9. T attended discussion sections every week. L)
P 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. o
=
-—
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
-
e
—

Loutre



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
The discussion was
In \le"e‘i hng Gnd made
H’TE’ ma{enal
edsier 1o
Inderstand.

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her

teaching?

“0’ E’VPVH H'm\j
Wi fing.

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion

sections.

Tt way fun,
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

" TA’s Name: Dean Litl Course Number: €| Qtr/Year: $P 2%

= =
-
- 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
r=a 3. Was approachable. -
e 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. L
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. =
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. &
et 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
=
v
-
i
=
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

The teaches TAS

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Nﬂ’fw\n3 T wes -?C"QQL"

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

TA’s Name: SEQA N Kig \\! Course Number: z‘\T—_El_a BQtr/Year: SPRING /¢
: ot ‘
-
-
=
- |
— 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. -
=i 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
=t 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
— 9. 1 attended discussion sections every week. L4
b 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. @
-
-—
PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

Jeon was super nelpful ¥+ nice!

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

noye reep )9€('m<>3 &mofzm?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.

we Y Seaun

23. 5] @1 (3
24051 O @

25 51 o0 03

2. 51 @ 3

27. ™ al 3

8. 51 o (3

29. 51 v 9 31

3 51 N O

Mm@

%2 5 @ @

33. 051 W 3

34. 5] ras 3

35. (5] g 33

3. 51 U (3]

7. 51 @ @

38 51 @ &

39, 083 w: 3] 3

40. (7] 7. 8 31

NEm @

2.5 @ @

8.5 m @

4. 057 O @

4.5 @

46. 51 0 3

47 5] 3

48, L5) 4] 3l

0 L 21 @ & & 6
|0 [ | czZl 3] ¥ 3} 51 8
oo == = @ s s
| 1] (1] 21 31 a1 LB] rel
0 N = 3 m B 6
o 1 2a 3 @: 9] 52 81
U O 2 @ @ 5
B O @ @ @ 5 6
i s ] 21 [ B o 9| s &)

(21

E

dEEBEHEREdER

(N —

(N —

[N —

O —

(N —

) =

0] .

CR)) —

[N -

[N -

[N —

O

ON T -

[ =

(1Y) —

L= T - - DN - - - - - )




Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics

: = TA Evaluation Form S 77,5 e FILL EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY
Iltl"\b § 2 .ll. -\ o -Aﬁel 1 . \( I I Vv L Stock N 5 126
\¢ ! TA’s Name: 4N\ \\1 t\y Course Number: Qtr/Year: O XACOAD SOk, 1
[— \ — T ¥ ——— OFM N
|
=
(=]
=
-
= 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
-— 3. Was approachable. * N
-— 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
. 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. e
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
=t 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
o= 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. -
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. L3
|
-
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
|

/ AcouScan



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN 2 SN

24 31 : 8| [5<8] s-a] e ] (R -
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Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion . o @ @ .

sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

P = 1
! TA’s Name: D80 ¥ig\y Course Number: A l%)Qtr}"(ear: Sp 23

= =

-

=

:

s 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -

= 3. Was approachable. - 2 o N

i 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. »

b= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. =

= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

e 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. @

i 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. o

== 9. T attended discussion sections every week. ES

= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -

=

—

=

—

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

==

o

=



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
How buy (€ovming wad gnonc zed
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hous wee hapyful

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?
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Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS e 2 -

. . e MAKE HEAVY, DARK MARKS
Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics e ERASE COMPLETELY TO CHANGE

TA Evaluation Form S e FILL EACH BUBBLE COMPLETELY
7/ TA’sName: Seon Kiely Course Number: ARE 133Qtr/Year: Spr
/; =

——
=
=
-—
-
=
- 5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable

TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. - N
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. - i
= 3. Was approachable. g NI
= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. o N
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. - N
P 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. & N
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. @ N
-~ 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - N
- 9. Iattended discussion sections every week. £ ] N
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. L N
- N
= N
= N
et N
- N
= N
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK "
- N
= N
= N
= N
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teaching? 3.5 @ 3 (2 O e
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sections.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS - {USE .2 PERCI oMY I

Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S

TA’s Name: Sean ki< | 4 Course Number: ' >3 Qtr/Year: $20228

5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable

-~
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
— 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. = AR S
- 3. Was approachable. > 3 @ o N
= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. i
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. m 3 T m N
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. =
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. - © & MmN
— 9. Tattended discussion sections every week. -
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. -
=
1=
=
-—
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
-
=
-—
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching? 31. 83 v- 5] [5< 8] 21 m O —
/ 32. &1 w6} (5< 8] 8] (m 0] [N ==
P{v L 'S J - Wwr e W —C i
T 33. 51 a [ 8] 21 M O s
l_- , 11, ﬂ,\, J< ‘L‘ .05 @ 0 @ M e
JOwdS ag el e O
35, 8] v u} (< 8] 2 [ ] OND
.
€ ' 36. [5] v 9] a8} s [ ] N0 —
Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion .E W @ @ O e
sections.
= 38. &) al 33 21 m OND -
g(g . Co<y Lee- ‘(/’ GTTVuwcL 3.15) @ @1 @ [0 .
40. (5] w: 8] 3 2 [l | OV
'}‘v < £
e LeMrlc,o L & T'“ 4.1 @ 0 @@ 0 Nwm
'ﬁ( L 42 5] @ OO0 @ MO N=s
- - L~
i.)c*)__('f l "'/)j F;/\Uw e
43. ) o =0 2] [} OND =
l " ‘ _L_Q 44 5] 41 @ @ O O
~ -~ . M
AL j ‘/ BN &
ad Inc 5.8 @ @ @2 M O
. (/.4 3 "u -l-\f*’ J . 46. (&1 @ [ 4] 21 (s B O] ==
N ._,d.,(@ oob i
47. &1 @ [8< 8] 21 [ m} [N -
48 18] a1 3 21 [ ] LND el
[ Jm ™ @ @ @ ®= ® @ @ g
' 101 &R 2l 31 41 51 B) 7 8: 8] O] —
- 0 & n) [s-a) 30 9] 51 529} (wal 8:3] 9| —
|_ 0 11 (2 3 4 581 6] [ (Bl o) —
| (g [ B} >3} 3 4] 51 |l i &) (0: 8] O | -
e o o 3 @ m m 7 | e
T o = @ @m ®m s E g
o (1} (I ] 21 3 [w: 8] 5] (6:4] @ [#:1] 151 —
[ _l) 1 E {4 B q) 93] B3 (wal (w: 4] 19—




Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
. TA Evaluation Form S ALE

S ) 2=
TA’s Name: XXoyn  ¥itly Course Number: EE Qtr/Year:

5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable

TEACHING ASSISTANT:
1. Was organized and prepared for discussion.

Presented material at a level I could understand.

Was approachable.

Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion.
Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions.

Helped me understand course concepts in discussion.

Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc.

Overall, the TA did a good job.

© P N v kWD

I attended discussion sections every week.

e § & 0 0 O @ & o

10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class.

PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching? 31. &1 -3 3 21 m [N =
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34. &1 w3 30 21 M [ND -
35, (5] -] 53] 21 [ ] [N -
36. &1 -3 (a2} 2 & m} [N -
Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion .5 @ @ @ M .

sections. ¢
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S o

i TA’sName: Sepnn  Kiely Course Number: '*2  Qtr/Year: S 2025
[}

-

==

[

-

L}

|

- §=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =stronglydisagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. =

- 3. Was approachable. -

= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. - 3 12 N

k=i 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

e= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. - 0 T N

w=a 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

-— 9. I attended discussion sections every week. o

1= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class.

L}

|

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

-

—

]
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11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S MO

TA’s Name: Seéan K](’\\{ Course Number: |55 Qtr/Year: éﬁ’Z& Stock No. 7146

== =

-

-

o

== §=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. E

- 3. Was approachable. =

= 4. Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. =

Fem 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

_— 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. =

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. - 1 N

== 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. .

-

i

=

w=s

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=

=

-

— .



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN 2. RIEAETE G S e
24. 5] 4] s8] 21 m [N =
11. What did you appreciate most about this class? 5 oo @ = o o
( Z! Caﬂ‘kn+ @0{\/‘@ rve oA U"Cﬁll‘e 6.0 0 0 [ O o
b\‘\_ ( N ( VAR M 7.0 N 0 2 M [oe.
I NS (
28. &1 : 8] [} =21 [ ] N -
OLQC/\ gL oN ¢

29. 5] m B v} ] O] -
30. (B w5 <} 2 [ 0} javap |

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
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Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion 7.5 @ O @ O oo

sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics -
TA Evaluation Form S

: TA’s Name: S0l E. ¢\ Course Number: IQE Qtr/Year: <

-
i
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
o 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. =
= 3. Was approachable. -
= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. -
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. 4
F=n 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. @
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. &= ) S
= 9. I attended discussion sections every week. &>
= 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. @
-
—
=
-
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK .
-



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

NO, px\l WA :i{)' ._,5_',;1...‘@

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics

_ TA Evaluation Form S kpﬁ' . :
TA’s Name: 2€Cn ki C\\! Course Number; |33 Qtr/Year: “J’Pgr e, 127s 0k No. 7146126
: =
-
-
- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
- 3. Was approachable. -
= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. &
- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. B
- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -
- 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. =
- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. »
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. .
=
=
-
- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK
o
-



DO NOT WRITE IN THE FAR RIGHT MARGIN

11. What did you appreciate most about this class?

77[5_ zxpe,n/w,nj; 74‘2‘4‘ he e ADGW
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S ME

/ TA’sName: Sean [4.‘(,[‘:‘ Course Number: (33 Qtr/Year: ((Jinks 23

== =

-

:

—

-

— 5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. 1o 4

= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. 2 w4

e 3. Was approachable. 3 (51 wm

= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. 4 157 41 -

= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. 5. 4

- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. 6. mm 4

= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. 7. -

=i 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. 8. a3

== 9. I attended discussion sections every week. 9. 5 W

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. 10. (57w

-

-

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

=

-
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11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

ro !

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S %

TA’s Name:gea"f ) \(-f\, WA\ Course Number: |33 Qtr/Year: <o

- -
—
|
|
=l
—
e 5 =strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:
- 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -
= 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -
-— 3. Was approachable. e
= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. ™
= 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. o
- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -
= 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. e
b 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -
= 9. I attended discussion sections every week. s
- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. s
= 1 /|
=
— PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK ,
—
|
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11. What did you appreciate most about this class?
Duti ng gechion |, SEAN  mode the

Concepts move easily understadable

12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
teaching?

Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion
sections.
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Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics
TA Evaluation Form S a—ﬂf»

| TA’s Name: 9€AN rely Course Number: 92 Qtr/Year:

-

-

-

-

=

- 5=strongly agree 4=agree 3=neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N =not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

e 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

- 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. L4

= 3. Was approachable. =

= 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. =

- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. &

- 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. o

e 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. A 1 -

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. >

- 9. I attended discussion sections every week. E

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. a -

=

e

=

-

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

-

=

-
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sections.
The TA Wk nppr achnple, C!fﬁm’/ [oncise, 5. g
Pnd At oA 3. (61 @
40. [51 @
41. 31 - 9}
42. 51 @:9]
43. (&1 - u}
44. 151 g1
45, 15) a1
46. (8] - 9}
47 83 w9
48. 8l w5
1] j e 8 30 B
o ™ @™ o &
 jm oo @ m
B = 3 @ 5
O =] s a} 9] 59}
1 m (< 0] &N (5]
0 [ ] (5< 1] w:3] ]
i o @ @
1] m (o< 9} x: 8} r5]

(3]

2
N
H

kB

BBBHBBBBB|
JEHeERE8EHN

1

[}

1

[N =

N =

[N =

avag |

[N ==

[N —

N7 -

[N -

[N -

Oy

[N] =

N =

[N -

[N -

OND -

(N —

[N)

CN) ==

OND

[N -

N7 -

(] -

LN

W io g o e b ow B



Department of Agricultural and Resource Economics .
TA Evaluation Form S

| TA’s Name: S A Course Number: A< [35Qtr/Year: ™

-

_—

]

|

=

-_—

- 5=strongly agree 4 =agree 3 =neutral 2=disagree 1 =strongly disagree N = not applicable
TEACHING ASSISTANT:

= 1. Was organized and prepared for discussion. -

e 2. Presented material at a level I could understand. -

= 3. Was approachable. - ; L N

-— 4, Recognized when students were confused and tried to reduce the confusion. =

- 5. Provided thoughtful and concise answers to questions. -

= 6. Helped me understand course concepts in discussion. -

- 7. Was available and helpful in office hours, through email, etc. -

= 8. Overall, the TA did a good job. -

e 9. I attended discussion sections every week. -

- 10. I regularly attended office hours and/or contacted the TA outside of class. =

|

—

—

-_—

—

- PLEASE ANSWER FURTHER QUESTIONS ON THE BACK

|

=
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12. Is there anything you would like to see the TA do to improve his/her
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Please make any additional comments regarding the TA and/or discussion 7.0 W 3 @ M omm
sections.
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