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1. The TA stimulates me to think and learn:

2. The TA knows the material and leads discussions
effectively:
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3. The TA effectively relates the discussion sections to
lectures and other aspects of the course:

4. The TA effectively lead and focused class
discussion:
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5. The tutorial environment and size was conducive to
participation and constructive discussion for
students:

6. The TA was available to meet with students
regarding assignments and provided helpful
comments on papers and exams where appropriate:

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.29 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.37
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7. How would you rate the overall performance of the
TA?:

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.61
Poor - 1 0 0.00 | \
Neutral - 2 0 0.00 \ \
Sufficient-3 0 0.00 |

Good - 4 16 39.02 -:

Excellent - 5 25 60.98
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Response Report by Item
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Question: 8. What are the strengths and weaknesses of the TA? What suggestions would you make for
improving the discussion section?:
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Question: 8. What are the strengths and weaknesses of the TA? What suggestions would you make for
improving the discussion section?:

Respondent Response

U{\Q&%\.’:\é. Helpud :ﬁf‘ '\‘@W (J"‘“‘QT)% o Lin| Qf;t\‘i. Wt very J;\Z'}‘ n\vs(«iu\-df&/]
w L oemeiitd fom .
9 s | ‘

vang s Hand Y glm‘h Ak \(\E\\D R i— IL&\{ feews. He
A’”’ﬁfﬂ“ Ll & and s e B by Bllow

S;fe,,,xb'x\pég Besdes ag‘.m&_ el el bk woon
10 M@V"\QOE/TEJ ' ‘C[/\f, f(ﬁ’—V\\DOB 5@4:};1\@(\ Eﬂ(’_/ bl’/;‘m"é P Ttecnllsn

‘t\n(?af"\ezb m@ L;\)V\;L\!L l {)Q)"Q’j@y\.@dl{.ﬁ}f \V\O‘U{" g;c\_)mh \J'Qf\; i ?\mtﬁ:
fe ke wneke s Pk

- ennsiastic, WRR, exglains e Horugh fy
~ requice sommoey o tadings (woud ol kaph)

R ~ MO 00 BEARSSLS

\ T NOT RIS BON O WYL CORE ORNAT ORg gid, o,
N\q;é'g G‘L\\-}Q\Wg B;\ A\ wﬂ@h\\\&%\\ Lo Luwm\; B ot Xy Wdorid
3 yoriunsons Roaw w1 el i i

12 RO ENQ&»A Ty Vewidid. Ty b O \&QUM o
Rervack, o mg%v,; QUL duEy Sridtly o \MQ

T gt REON Ry QST NSCOSIoN Coudg  SENRWIeL W o

WAL ST G St e 4 Al WOk 15 LESET Lo RoWol.

541-5”]%: deser e concepts 1 oa varrely of ded¥erewdt oy

o /fz.ga CVQ».'_,E ,‘f ,r/‘«&m’jr Lo "t onderdand wifialls,

13 W,*tmkneu: Movied 5o f ffua-/ﬂqfﬂf o f?é’}y ﬂ“":’( e ‘/‘/""d/ﬁk'"’[‘l/
T f [j@éﬁ;jfj g’f ézmm Artiesybs fo /a"/%fC-"/gffi;g.

-smnalrm T aniwers guaston eflecti uefg and 31‘%& 300&
aduice / claritieadions.

b - improvements | could give a summary [ Key points of -the

reorwre o e fuseTiads

/? e, At witl o cblede e %ﬁﬂ‘m é”/w{r/ i o,
15 . ‘/’;Z;j[%wrg/ Zi&/ Wf{fﬁa/c’d/ P et LJ7JZ{1’C7§/{ %%‘%@J/ M

/&% i T il Mﬂé}/fl %/MJW%&W/%@ corst.

16

17

19/06/2014 Response Report by Item Page 2



