PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

- . -Each quarter we ask students in graduate-léve} philosophy ‘courses to evaluate the quality of the

- ‘course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
nd return this double-sided form'to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year:_Adomo 201¢ Instructor:_Molls Wingr
Course Number and Title: P} o000 ©_Elemeniae, bospi

Department; please fill out a

Your Department and Year (specify gra&/ﬁﬁdergrad): a Gm&'\l o4 Vear PhD

Is this course in one of your fields of ébﬁtenﬁtféﬁ@n: Y ¢5 If nﬂﬁ; Whif did j_rdu take it

I. Please ﬂes_crﬁbe the syllabus and requirements of the course; .
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II. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1tos: - }
1. How well-conceived and'well—organizted was the syllabus? (1 =terribly; 5 = very weHJ__L

2. Didthe instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 = not at all; 5 =likea Ifletronome) _ S
3. How demanding were théureading_ requirements (quality & quantity)? _;5_
(1= understanding; 5 = aibsixrdly difficult) | | _ _
4. Wasthe class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussioﬁ) _?_-_*
5 How successful was this format? (1= n'b_t atall; 5 = very) _S____ |
6. Howmuck material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad‘ range) S
7. Howdeeply was it .cover,ed?' (1 = superficial survey; 5 = spécialiSt’s depth) 3
‘8. Did the range and depi:h match your expectationé (from catalog, syllabus,i i‘ec.]? o _S__
| (1= nc}t at al_lg 5= perfect match) _ | L | |
9. Did the rang‘e and depth‘match what you needed froin this (kind of) course? _S___ |
" (1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, iri what way?,
10. How well-organized and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) ___;_5__
5

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



12. How available/accessible was the instr'uctor outside of class? (1 = notatall; 5 = very) S

e s ——t
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13. How helpful were the 1nstructor s comments on wrltten work” L BT 3
[1 no work returned 5= very helpful) B :
14 Would you take another course offered by thls mstructor? (1 =never; 5 = absolut_ely) __S_,__

. HI Please answer the folﬂowmg questions in a few sentences. Well- chosen details 'at‘e |
pamculaﬂy useful. .
1. - What did you hke best about thzs course? In partlcular What readings worked best7 WhyT’
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2 What did you like least about this course? In particulai', were there readings which didn’t
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3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you thiok

should be changed? Added?‘WhY? 5 ‘e a\ e Ojf)re'( h% n
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PHHE@SGPHY GRADUATE SEMENAR COURSE EVAH.,EJATH@N

- -Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the ‘
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe

Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy

Department, please fill out and return this double-s:ded form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year / ‘/ "y 20!( HnStructor / /% C’/’
Course Number and Title:__Chidl . 20000 . Slompok, /o

i Blosgl, i, c:ﬁeut

Your Department and Year (specify grad /ﬁndergrad): ' ) /

Is thns course in one of your fields of concexmtratmn /’/' lf n@t why drd you take it?
. /o vl / "--*—j[ ) .
U

I. Please describe the syﬂlahurs and requirements of the course:
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IE Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5: - s
1. How we]l concelved and well- organlzed was the syllabus? (1= terrlbly, 5=verywell) _~
2. Did the 1nstructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 = notatall; 5 = like a metronome) 7 S_ o
3. How demanding were the readmg requirements (quahty & quant:ty)7 ,___f"__

(1= understandlng, 5= absurdly difficult)
4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly dlscussmn'? (1= all Iecture 5= all dlscussmn) __2_-___
5. How successful was this format? (1 = notatall; 5 = Very) : _i__ |
6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad‘ range) __:é:__
7. How deeply was it covered? 1= superficial survey, 5= spec:lahst’s depth) _5’__
8. Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec 3?7 — y ‘
(1 =not atall; 5= perfect match) ' , |
p

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind oﬂ course?
(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way? s { { ,
oy ok ik by 7 LN A i /{// /

10. How well-organized and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) :

11. How well did the Instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

3

AR

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



12.How available/accessible was the instructor outsidé of class? (1 =notatall; 5 = very) 5_
: —

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? S

(1 = no work returned; 5 = very helpful)

. 14, Would you take another cou'rse offered by this instructo

r?(i= néver; 5 = absolutely)

IiL, Please answer the following questmns m a few sentences. Weﬂ chosen details are

partncuiarly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course? In partlcular, what readings worked best" Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In partlcular, were there readlngs whlch didn't

work? Why not?
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3. What would hke to have changed in this course? In partlcular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why? _ -
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PHHH.@S@PHY GRADUATE §EMHNAR COURSE EVALUATH@N

_"Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy coutses to evaluate the quality of the .
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe

Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Ph:losophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202 4

szarter and Year 'F all 201 8 Hnstructer Ma, \'E@ wil [-61/ 7
Course Numberamd Title: 30 000 L] !,WLM/VL’OUVV[ (/0‘0! Yo

Yeur Deparﬁment and Year (spec1fy grad/ undergrad) __E\m;b_qudM

Is this course in one of your ﬂelds of eoncemmﬂ:mn: 57 § § M net, why did you‘take it?_______

H P]ease descnbe the sylﬂabus and ; reqmremems of the COUrse: .
' \/\fﬂwat,wav L(_,g biwee (,c,t\«]
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Il Please answer the following guestions on a scale of 110 5: -
1. How well- conceived and well- -organized was the syllabus” (1= terrlbly, 5= Very Well) ’
2. Did the 1nstructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 notat all; 5 =likea metronome] _é—_
3. How demandmg were the readlng reqmrements (quahty & quanttty)? i ' _?_-__
(1 understandmg, 5= absurdIy difficult) : ;
4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly dlscusswn7 [1 all lecture; 5 aH dlscusswn] __a\l___
5, How successful was this format7 (1 =notatall; 5= very) _S_:__ |
6. How much material was covered" (1 =narrow focus 5= broad. range) E_
7. How deeply was it covered? = superficial survey, 5= spec1ahst s depth) _ ___3___
8. Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec. )3 _,_,_S_
' (1= not at all; 5 = perfect match) : g

9. Did the range and depth match what you Iieeded from this (kind of) course?
(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well-organized and clear was the instructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very)
11. How well did the Instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

hp|

(1 = not well; 5 = very well)



s7(1=not atall; 5= very) £ -

5= absolutely) __'):

12. How avaﬂable/accesmble was the 1nstructor out31de of clas
13. How helpful were.the 1nstructor S comments on wrltten work‘?

(1 no work returned 5 very helpful)
14 Would you take another course offered by thrs 1nstructor'? (1 never,

Iil. Please a answer the followmg questnons ina few sentem:es Weil chosen detanls are
partncularly useful. :
1. What did you Ilke best about this cours
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&7 In partlcular what readmgs worked hest? Why7

2. Whatdid yOu like least about this course? In particular, Were there readings Which didn't

work?Whynot7 .
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3. What would like to have'ehanged in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think -

should be changed? Added? Why?



PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.
Quarter and Year:__Fall 2017 __ Instructor:__Malte Willer

Course Number and Title:_PHIL 34010

Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad):__Grad/Law School - 3rd Year

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration: No Ifnot, why did you take it?

| took it for background that is importént for other projects | am doing.

\\
L. Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

The course surveyed the literature on the use and meaning of terms that refer to the world, starting with Frege and
ending with modern innovation in predicativism. The course required weekly readings, discussions, and papers.

" IL. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5:
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus? (1 = terribly; 5 = very-well) __5

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 = not at all; 5 = like a metronome) _5

3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?

(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult)

4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussion) 3

5. How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) 3

6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) ‘ 4

7. How deeply was it covered? (1 = supérficial survey; 5 = specialist’s depth) 3

8. Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec.)? S
(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match)

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course? o
(1=notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well-organizedhand clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) 5

5

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well)




5

12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = notat all; 5 = very)

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work?

(1 = no work returned; 5 = very helpful)

14. Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely)

I11. Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are
particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readlngs worked best? Why?
| liked the nature of the course as a survey and the depth with which the professor reviewed and summarized

the material. The readings that probably worked best were the one-shot articles, like Kaplan's or Graf Fara's
since the summaries and class discussion were most helpful there. It was somewhat difficult to discuss all of
the arguments being made in Naming and Necessity because of the casual nature of the presentation there.

2. What did you like least about this course? In particular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not?
| have no major objections, though | have a personal preference for additional lecture and less discussion.
: )

As said above, | thought that the Naming and Necessity readings were the least effective, but they pretty much .
had to be included given their importance. '

3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?

I'would have liked to have had some of the approaches to philosopy of language that deemphasize reference
included, like Brandom's inferentialism. That would have opened up the range of possible views to consider.




PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: fP@.//VG-' 204Z  Instructori_ MALTE W/LLER.
Course Number and Title: OHH_ 3"’“{25- L0°hc J:.U ?M ‘*W)W\}

Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad) ﬁfwf%ffwa STLD BT '

Q—MD&AN
Is thls course in one of your flelds of concentratlon. ZCJ’ If not, why did you takeit?

\ | ,
I.  Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course: 7
T SYLLiRus WAS A DETRERD DESOR/PTES OF rRE COvRSE
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" IL Please answer the following questions on a scaie of 1to 5:
% How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" (1 =terribly; 5 = very-well)

5
2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 = not at all; 5 = like a metronome) | _5_
" 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? - S

(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult)
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussion) 3

4,

5. How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) _E

6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) ' _ 5 ;

7. How deeply was it covered? (1 = supe'rfici.al survéy} 5 = specialist’s depth) A ’f

8. Did the range and dept}l match y‘ou_i" expectations (from catalog, syIIabﬁ's, réc.]? .8 - ;
(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) ' . :

9. Did the range and dépth match what you needed from this (kind of) course? 5
(1=notatall;5= perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?__

10. How welI-urganized'and clear was the inStructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very) ‘ _ZL_

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? _S

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



5

12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)
13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? /.

(1 = no work returned; 5 = very helpful)
14. Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) 5

111, Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are

particularly useful. _
1. What did you like best about thlS course? In parncu]ar what readmgs worked best? Why?

2. What did you like least about this course? In particular, weré there readings which didn’t

work? Why not?

3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?




i Pml.osopuv GRADUATE ssmmn COURSEEVALUATION ff .

Bach quarter we ask students in graduate-leval philosophy courses to evamm me,m' : e

course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed In the ca
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. FEven if you are not in thc Phﬁasoplgy:

Department, please ﬁh‘ out and return this double-sided form to ﬂm Phﬂmplw Office in Stuurt 202,

Quarter and Year: ST e lnmm ;

 Course Number and Tlﬂe: pj{&. 2 A qv)
Your Department and Year (specify grad /u‘_’dm grad }.

‘kro'wnk,a anbf- 5’ dhwn“t" '




12 How avaﬂable/accessible was the msl:mch:r outside of c]m? (1 =notatall
~ 13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work?
(1 =no work mtumed' 5 =vary helpml) G :

particularly useful. g
1 What did you like best about this course? ln partlcu[ar, \




PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year: Feu ilo\ G __Instructor:__\oilles Motle
Course Number and Title: LIM G S‘%So'ﬁ . ' -
Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad): Gc.g? Lr‘MQ — b R cé . '

Is this course in one of your fi\elds of cmicéntrationi % If not, why did you take it?

1. Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

,.IN\- ra.kll.u}riox S E)n%'t'q_ w-—"“&t_eeﬁ_:c-\ltw - . o b o gdWH%‘CMC{Pi-; :E'\,’Naalu-c&na\ ‘o
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- IL Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5:
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus'? (1 = terribly; 5 = very. well) 3

2. Didthe instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5= like a metronome) | i_
3 Howdemandmg were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? '
(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) -
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1=alliecture; 5 = a]i discussion}

How successful was this format? (1 = not at ali; 5 = very)

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

=
s
=~
e
‘How deeply was it covered? (1 = supérficia] survéyi; 5 = specialist’s depth) _ S : 4
S
S

PN

Did the range and dept{h match y’ou_i' expectations (from catalog, syllabﬁs, rec.)?
(1= ndt at all; 5 = perfect match) |

9, Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of] course7

(1=notatal;5= perfect match) If imperfect in what way?__

10. How well-organize'd'and clear was the ihétructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very)
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? S -

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



12, How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = not atall; 5 = very) K
13. How helpful were the insti‘uctor’s comments on written work? o A

~ (L=noworkreturned; 5 = very helpful) _
14. Would you take _axiother course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely)

S

- IIL Please answer the following questions in a few sentences; Well-chosen details are

particularly useful. , <
1, Whatdid you like best about this course? In particular, what readings worked best? Why?
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2. Whatdid you like least about this course? In particular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not?
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" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think
should be changed? Added? Why?
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate -level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy _

Department please fill out an me this double-sided form to the Phdr;s:@g()ﬂ‘ice in jﬂcf{ 202.

Quarter and Year: 20 7 é Instructor:__ M ; l/‘j S

Course Number and Title: FHth 3 20 7’ Lﬂ’“’\W\X M' Gppmss '
Your Department and Year (specify grajiunder ad] 0

2 sl g Y% LD

Is thlS course in one oﬂgrour flelds of concent“' 'ns ! If not, why did you take it?__

L. Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

" IL Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1to 5:
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" (1= terrlbly, 5 =very well)

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =likea metronome]
- 3. How demandlng were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? '
(1= - understandiug, 5 = absurdly difficult) '
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture, 5 all discussion) _Lt_

How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) i

l*-”

+

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

‘How deeply was it covered? (1 = superficial survey; 5 = specialist’s depth) : "l oy

©® N oo oo

Did the range and dept{h match your expectations (from ca_talog, syllahus, r.ec.)?
(1= nclt at all; 5 = perfect match)

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of_] course’

(1=notatall; 5= perfect match) Ifimperfect, in what way?__ '

< I

10. How well- -organized and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) _b_
11. How well did the lnstructor address questlons and arguments offered by students? _b; ‘

(1 not well; 5 = very wel]]



Ut

b

12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =notatall; 5=very) _~ __
13, How helpful were the insti‘uctor’s comments on written work? | : /4

(1 = no work returned; 5 = very helpful)

e

14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never, 5 = absolutely} b__ |

IN1. Please answer the following questions in a few sentences Well chosen details are
particularly useful. :
1. Wh did you like best about this course? In partlcular, what readmgs worked best'? Why? L !
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2. What did you like least about this course? In p'articular,' were there readings which didn’t

Qo%ﬂfo LM/L

o

" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?

o Dwm/wg'wm .




PHILOSOPHY'GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction, The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Depamnent please fill out and return this double-srded form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.
Quarter and Year: FAAL. 20’(5 __ Instructor:_ M Wits ge
Course Number and Tltle- : 5 3307 Lopiceace any (Lamps
- Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad) F)«:/—fﬁx‘«éf Srener

( G-RA DM‘)—T/ Pﬁxw;xaﬁﬁc&/
Is thls course in one of your fields of concentratlon Y5 Ifnot, why did you take it?_._

\. .
I. Please describe the syllabus and reql.urements of the course:

_77"5 SYeRBes flpdyy DESCRIELY TTHE STRCCTRE oF co@/e:z:

THE CUASS SCHEDG2E AN FHE pAins BODAS 4D REVEZEC

USED |

' II. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1t0 5: :
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus'? (1= terrlbly, 5 = very. well) 5 _

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =likea metronorne)
- 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?

(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) .
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussion)
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

How deeply was it covered? (1 = supérficia] survej; 5 = specialist’s depth)

® N o oo

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from:catalog, syllabﬁs, rec.)?
. (1 = not at all; 5 = perfect match) ' '
9. Did the range and dépth match what you needed from this (kind of) course?

(1 =notat ai_l; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

bobbpth M

10. How well.-or'ganize__cl'and clear was the iﬁétructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very)

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

th

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =not atall; 5 = very) i_
13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? - S-S
(1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful)

14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely]

- 111 Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are
particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about thls course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?

| Licar rea ko OF SPECIRICTS QR Tus ARICLES.

2. What did you like least about this course? In p"arti_cu'lar,‘ weré there readings which didn’t

work? Why not?

-ll/O?‘é(//‘;é‘ o~ pﬂ)/&?‘ el

" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

.should be changed? Added? Why?




PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate -level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quallty of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return le double-sided form to the Philosophy Ojﬁce in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year: 'f'”\” 10'\ Instructor ND\|+€/ W ”UJ

Course Number and Title:_ Ej 5 fg ;)' ' ‘ l .
. Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad) :__G Sﬂ} “I' N\O\ P h

Is this course in one of your fields of concentrationi Ve $ i not, why did you take it?_____

4

L P!ease describe the syllabus and requnrements of the course: A b'uﬂ (ﬂ/, : G]L PO ]C | 5 )

Lewtt op (pr)\ltn“tson m) W,\/f"\'—ti po\(ler
@UC do\‘?%

' IL. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1t0 5: H
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" (1 = terribly; 5 = very. well)

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =likea metronome)
" 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?
. (1=understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) I
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = ail discussion) _2:_5_
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) C __L_-_I___ .
How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) ' -
‘How deeply was it covered? {1= superfictal survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth) 5

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syl]abus, rec.)?

P NN s

(1 =notat all; 5 = perfect match) c
9, Didthe range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course7 ——

(1=notat aIl 5= perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well_-organize_d'and clear was the iustructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very)
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? _2:9 -

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)




12. How available/accessihle was the instruetof_outside of class? (1 =notatall; 5 = very) S_
13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? ' o m L]
| (1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful) .
| 14. Would you take aﬂother course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) 3

- IIL Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are
particularly useful.

1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why'? '

Lewib wag @Yw\% pYite gheat lotlehld
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2. What did you like least abouf this course? In p"arti,cﬁlar,* were there readings which didn’t
work? Why not? '
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"~ 3. Whatwould like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think
should be changed? Added? Why"
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- PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality 'of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even If you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return this double—s;ded form to the Phllosophy Oﬂ‘i(:f in .S‘tuart 202.

QuarterandYear- (ﬂ/ / él L ( ) __ Instructor: !\\0‘! L’ i ,
HTL_ QZO(S . r\QQ‘mr&\(ﬂ .

Course Number and Title:
Your De_partment and Year (specify grad/unde'rgrad): ph L ( 0 20 Lﬁ

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration: j k If not, why did you take jt?_____
b % ! OL 1 '“f\ R@ 4y SN dia (ﬁ L\JL \/ﬂfv\/ﬂ/j’ /e ‘ﬂ fd\ ‘/‘“‘o

LA ore
L Please escribe the syllabus and reqmregents of the course:

EM)\J s on ol

WU f“L f\zﬁ

" I Please answer the following questions on a scaie of 1to 5: :
1L How well-conceived and well-organized was the syl]abus'? (1= terrlbly, 5 = very. well) E i

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =likea metronome)

‘O\J

* 3. Howdemanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?
(1 = understa'ndihg; 5 = absurdly difficult) | - :

Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = ail discussion} _7,'___

How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) | '

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

‘How deeply was it covered? (1 = superficial survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth)
Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, Syllabtis, rec.)?

©® N o ;s

(1 = not at all; 5 = perfect match)
_9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course"

(1=notatall; 5= perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well~or‘ganize_.d'and clear was the iﬁstructor? {1 =notvery; 5= véry)

1

11. How well did the instructor addrees questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)
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12. How available/accessible was the instructot_outside of class? (1 = notatall; 5 = Very)

13. How helpful were the insti‘uctor’s comments on written work? ((
14. Woul d you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely)

- 11 Please answer the following questions in a few sentences' Well-chosen details are

particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about th1s course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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- 3. What would hke to ;?ave changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return this double-sided form to the thlosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: SDM»& Qole __ Instructor: Mcx,\%g Wyilles

Course Number and Title:_ v (NG - TeOT
Your Department and Year (specify grad fundergrad): L!.T) wiies : Sead ¢ 6e al 6 r‘n\_C)_\_;_'

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration: ‘-/If not, why did you take it?__
. \ - ' . . B

L
L Please descnbe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

_ Covesa Cavesech @_m“b FM\QSC(LB ,P (@GU_QBL (l\m\oé-u&w !N::}st-\cm.k Wioues \NLb
fresdwands of irhaxats, dQSa%Q‘MM cuch- Codad - g\k‘%\‘ W\Mh 3\‘\c3
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a II Please answer the followmg questions on a scale of 1 to 5: : 4 tecun pogee.
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" (1 = terribly; 5 = very. well) S

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 notatall; 5=likea metronome)
~ 3. Howdemanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?

(1 - understendiﬁg; 5 = absurdly difficult) o
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussion)
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) |

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

How deeply was it covered? (1= superficial survej; 5 = specialist’s depth)

Did the range and deptp match your expectations (from- catalog, syllabﬁs, rec.)?

XN

(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match)
9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind ofJ course?
(1=not at al; 5 = perfect match) If Imperfect in what way? o

kbbb

10. How well_-organizle.diand clear was the inetructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very)

al

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)



12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = notatall; 5 = very) S
Nl

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written workfJ | R

~ (1=noworkreturned; 5 = very helpful) .
14. Would you take aﬁother course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) L

- IIL Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are
particularly useful. o :
1. Whatdid you like best about this course? In particular, what readings worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In p’arti_cullar,‘ weré there readings which didn’t

work? Why not? -
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3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think
should be changed? Added? Why? |
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION
Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to eva]uate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe

Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please Jfill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year: :’@% %“\(‘ g}“o é __ Instructor: Mﬁu& § I a2
" Course Number and Title:_- pl’\t\ 5 A {3 l 5 LA{\C/P Klze ‘S _ '
_ Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad). . é'\ﬂl‘.. ﬁkﬁﬂ A /l?ﬂﬂﬁ'“"{“ '

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration:_ Y €< If not, why did you take it?__
. \ . ‘ R - R

‘L
L Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

‘ Q‘"ﬁmd’sm f» | {:}f‘ﬂ 1\/10/é’/\f€ ftﬁi‘} N E'M

’}3 Vaj e,

- IL Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1t0 5: : | ' ﬁg,
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well)

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =like a metronome) '

- 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantlty)?

1';4

!

L%

L
3

(1= understandmg, 5 = absurdly difficult)
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1=all lecture 5 ali discussion}
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)
How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) '
How deeply was it covered? (1 = superficial survey:,- 5 = specialist’s depth)

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec.)?

0/
Uy

o [

90.“5'9‘5":9-

(1 =notat all; 5 = perfect match)
9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course?

(1 =notat all; 5= peffect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How weIlr—otganiz_erd'and clear was the inetructor? (1 = notvery; 5 = very) _ i
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? \5__

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)

£




12. How available/accessible was the instructor_outside of class? (1 = notatall; 5 = very) i

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? ‘ o m |
' (1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful) ' |

14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 never; 5 = absolutely] __i |

IIL Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are
particularly useful.
1. Whatdid you like best about thlS course? [n particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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2. Whatdid you hke least about this course? In partlcular, were there readmgs which dldn t

work"Why not?.
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" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you thmk

should be changed? Added? Why? N
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE. SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return this double-srdea’ form to the Phllosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: Sp( * Aﬂ(a __ Instructor; M@ WOdker

, L o g —
~ Course Number and Tltle ! fm.ﬂ SIS L—ukmagc
Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad) (G ;p_r& 5}]&@4— [ Ph, \.Qoanng\

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration; Do __If not, why did you take it?uyj@_ |

L. Please describe the syllabus'al‘id requirements of the course: ﬂ ) L
-c»{-cum resd), wzs M u@emc»@b es:&uJ‘\'AQ e {5 mrsw‘ (e &"JZ |

f-zauw;) “t-om (—ACM

- IL Please answer the following questions on a scaie of 1to 5: ‘
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus? (1 = terribly; 5 = very. wel]] 12 _

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= not at all; 5 = like a metronome) g
" 3. How demanding were the readmg requirements (quality & quantlty)"

(1= understandmg, 5 = absurdly difficult) _
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = all discussion} _32

rl”'

How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

© N o ;1o

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec.)?
(1=notat all; 5 = perfect match) ' .
9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course?

(I=notatall;5 = perfect match) Ifimperfect, in what way’_l_u‘u_‘;}yg‘z:;.w

10. How well-organiz_e_d'and clear was the instructor? (1 =notvery; 5= Very] A 5
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? __S:_

S
'How deeply was it covered? (1 = superficia] survey; 5 = specialist’s depth) ‘ _§_ o ,;
: - ‘
l

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well)



12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =notatall; 5 = very) g
13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? L5

(1=nowork returned; 5 = very helpful}
14. Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never, 5= absolutely] S

- 111, Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well chosen details are

particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about thlS course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In p’arti_cular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not?
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" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?




PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to eva]uate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy |
Department please fill out and return this double-srded form to the Philosophy Office in .S'tuart 202,

Quarter and Year:_9 & %[b. | __ Instructor: MaH'L‘WIHIV

" Course Number and Title: P_ l:ﬂ(, 5}0'lj : ’M&«m_;a_[z_b? ' | _
Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad): (Pl M A58 Q% v S (g:wl ) '

Is this course in one of your fields of concentrationi idﬁ If not, why did you take it?

'l .
1. Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

- The  oyllabuy \nvilved o snwey o 4 fapic of
' aV\OLL}cLea,&,ﬁJ ux,f? thb Cnn’f‘?m‘oimf'j wole g The h){-’cﬁ;

N IL. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1to 5: 5
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus'? (1 =terribly; 5 = very- well]

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 notatall; 5 =likea metronome) . Q
3. How demanding were, the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? 3.
(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) '

4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all ]ecture 5 alI discussion) i_
5. How successful was this format? (1 =notatall; 5 = very) __5_
6 How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) : 5

7. How deeply was it covered? (1 = superficial survey; 5 = specialist’s depth) |

8. Didthe range and dept{h match your expectations (fromca\_talog, Syllabtis, rec.)? ,,__,5_____
(1 = not at ali; 5 = perfect match) ' _

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course7 _‘-?_,_
(1=notatall;5= perfect match) If 1mperfect in what way?

10. How-well-organized"and clear was the iﬁetructor? (1 =notvery; 5= véry) _5_

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? L '

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)




S
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12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)
13 How helpful were the mstructor s comments on written work'?

(1=no work returned; 5 = very helpful)
14 Wou]d you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely] &

1L Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well-chbsen details are

particularly useful..
1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least abo t this course? In partlcu were there readmgs which didn’t

work? Why not?.
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g 3. Whatwoul& like to have éhanged in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think
should be changed? Added? Why? ) : ;
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Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad);___Lin C\J vad e s

- PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE. SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-leve] phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction, The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202,

Quarter and Year: SFHW\ 2010 __ Instrugtor:___ Mot Luwiller

Course Number and Title:_____--'N®1 340}5 [ ™M oola“*”?, _ _
/ -E:{nrsi—_ 'v{ eou'—" C“Lm(l

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration:_Poss {bi-_ilf not, why did you take it?_

\ S 7
L. Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

4 Hiw DLSS[VW“M%

{ M.CLHVM PQYMU’ : (m ‘ Wa\jed)

B vkmm {;;w(}f’,r. o , (\51(\‘___%({“:)
- II Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1to5: - o
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus? (1 =terribly; 5 = very- well] ....L _
2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= not at all; 5 = like a metronome) | __é_
* 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? ' _Z
: (1= understandihg; 5 = absurdly difficult) | '
4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = ail discussion) __ Z
5. How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) L S
6 How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus 5 = broad range) S
7. How deeply was it covered? (1 = superf1c1al survey_, 5 = specialist’s depth) 4 f;; el { 3 ot /!
8. Did the range and deptrh match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, r.ec.)? T |
(1 = not atall; 5 = perfect match) ' , :
9, Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course? _ __S_
1= nof at all; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way? B
10. How well—organizle__d-'and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) 5
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? _5__ :
(1 =notwell; 5 = very well) IR ‘ | ( Adid o IRITION.

)




12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =notatall; 5 = very) S

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? o S ]
: ' . Hae most~ degaule
(1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful)  co mm(t i mf‘u,e ?::r

recpsve o o FMPQV‘)

14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) _&

- IIL. Please answer the following questions in a few sentences Well-chosen details are
particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In particular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not? o :
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'
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" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think
should be changed? Added? Why? '
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year:__5{ ﬂf\"\ 2o " Instructor: 'Mmlf#- whille 7~
Course Number and Title:_ UN@ 34015 Modv\\}’tj '

Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad):_q cod = Ltngui iwe it "‘({"'r el

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration: l ¢35 Ifnot, why did you take it?
- . A\ . ' . - .

Y ‘ . .
L. Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

- Faur L\o«\{_,uork_ M&\(\V\N\Qv\\_j [ onR l"\\d'\'-lnv'\ -{'\V-U“ O 'G'\r-.\ ’\'(r"_\ ef«t{r‘

Cos o) (5 pages)

" IL Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5:

1. How well-conceived and well- orgamzed was the syl]abus'? (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well)
2. Did the instructor adhere to the sy]labus'? (1= not at all; 5 = like a metronome)
* 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?
(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) B
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = ali lecture; 5 = aH discussion}
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) |
How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) :
'How deeply was it covered? 1= superﬁci‘al survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth)

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabﬁs, rec.)?

© N o o;oa

(1 =notat all; 5 = perfect match)
9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind oﬂ course'?

(1=notatal;5= perfect match) Ifimperfect, in what way?__

10. How weI]-organize_diand clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = véry)

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =notwell; 5 - very well)




12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = not at all; 5 = very)

5

13. How helpful were the insti-uctor’s comments on written work? ' 2

(1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful)
14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1= never, 5= absolutely) __L

111, Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well~chosen details are
particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about thlS course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
T likad ’(‘m’( Wowad r\e(GU) anth we agl ﬂ‘nm‘%\b "\L\‘{& M unde glna o\|\l\ﬂ]_
e M\m’rmm ' |
,\\/\2_' \Lm“‘t{r fhem wii_ Wé\ 0_\' "fNL \;,-(,e\}*r-.r\Nj vt UH—CJ\G\\\V‘ .

100\‘)\ \ma_u-va-\. J(\»-W\ wrt T,‘k{ L\-U\r'

2. Whatdid you like least about this course? In particular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not”
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" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

¢
should be changed? Added? Why? .y
W™
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaIuate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even If you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return this double-mded form to the Phllosoph y Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: :-"I\DHM prNTA __ Instructor: Mcx_\&? e ¢
Course Number and Title:__ Mochative, CHBIG IS

Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad): Le/\,h;eakrc;s o} (Cj&.a-t 6c~mc9_u- '

Is this course in one of your fields of concentrationi : é If not, why did you take it?

‘1 .
L. Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

O\x_w»\@_\p QF’ c;u-—lm.uqc c-fb G,Ncewcﬂ.u‘ 4o mrcp"%\\rzs N \*\’b\*“jﬁ C Seirard oy cush T{(\\.‘l ,
‘QMang_, %Cwm\é oA detre tAJ\c:r)Cti (ueé\ ‘ECH\b a~ ke k"ﬂ*zﬂ( 5 relaloe wm:ﬁed\'\z)‘:
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" II. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5: :
-1 How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus? (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well) Y

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 notatall; 5 =likea metronome] E_
- 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? N ___3_
(1= understandmg, 5 = absurdly difficult) o : '
4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1= all lecture; 5 = aH discussion) _&_ '
5. How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) IR
6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) ; | S
7. How deeply was it covered? (1= supérfiti_al survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth) i /
8. Did the range and depth match your expectations (from-catalog, syllabus, rec.)? =S |
(1= notatall; 5 = perfect match) | _ ;
.9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of} course? E___
{1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?___ -
10. How well- or'ganized.‘and clear was the ihetructor7 (1 =notvery; 5 = very) ‘ N
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? L '

(1=notwell; 5= = very well)




- 1L, Please answer the following questionsin a few sentences. Well chosen details are

* 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

12. How available/accessible was the instructm."outside of class? {1 = notatall; 5 = very) _S_;_
13. How helpful were the insti*uctor's comments on written work? ' T L

' (1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful} |
14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absqutely] S’_

particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about thlS course? In particular, what readmgs worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In partlcular, were there readmgs which dldn t
work" Why not? - : _
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should be changed? Added? Why7
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask-'students in graduate-level philosophy‘ courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fi Il out and return this double-s:ded form to the Phtlosophy Office In Stuart 202.
Quarter and Year: Sprm 201G __Instructor:__Mate \Jilter

Course Number and Title:_ - LITNG 34015 '

Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad).__ MAPH  <tu et fjrc;ci

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration:__v"__If not, why did you take it?_
o \ . ' . _ E

\ o 7 |
I. Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

Anveral Iemaserie am..ﬁx.uwudg |
. ook -+ & E:C«Q-ﬂe‘\.
u.:e!_\d).‘a rm_d.-—aﬁ.- - ,ﬂl ‘\'-Wi' d

' II Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5:
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syIlabus" (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well) 6

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= not at all; 5 = like a metronome)
- 3. How‘demandlng were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?

(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) B
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = ali discussion)
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) '

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus 5 =broad range)

How deeply was it covered? (1 = superf1c1al survey, 5 = specialist’s depth)
Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabﬁs, rec.)?

@ N o s

(1 = not at all; 5 = perfect match)
9, Did the range and depth match what you' needed from this {kind of) course?

(1=notatall; 5= perfect match) If imperfect, in whatway?_&ﬁ__ﬁm‘

10. How Well-organizer_d'and clear was the iﬁetructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very) _5

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? 5

P beber pek

(1 =not well; 5 = very well)




5

12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =not atall; 5 = very)
13 How helpful were the mstructor s comments on written work" ' B T

(1 =no work returned 5 = very helpful)

14. Would you take _another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) _5 |

- 111 Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well'-chosen details are

particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readlngs worked best? Why"
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2. What did you like Jeast about this course7 In partlcular, were there readmgs Wthh dldn t

work? Why not?
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* 3, What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?
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- PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: ‘/UWI, b AOtE __ Instructor:__ {Z&&ﬁ@. W.»,(;Q_
Course Number and Title: NCGWWV% aw( Q’Z/Z&m ¢ PHIL S4olO
- Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad] v /ﬁ;’/ f»;/q/ Goredonte.

Is this course in one of your fi\elds of concentration: %{ If not, why did you take it?_

\
I. Please descrlbe the syllabus and reqmrements of the course:
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- II Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1t0 5: - | o
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus'? (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well) v _

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 not at all; 5 = like a metronome}
- 3. How demandmg were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? '
(1= . understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) '
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture, 5 all discussion)
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) '
How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) '

How deeply was it covered? (1 = supérficia] survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth)

DNt

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syIlabﬁs, rec.)?
(1 = not at all; 5 = perfect match) '
_9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of] course7 i

(1=notat a]l 5= perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well-or'ganize_d'and clear was the inétructor? (1 =notvery; 5 = very) _
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? ‘

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well}




[

12. How availéble/accessiblé was the instructor outside of class? (1 =not atall; 5 = very)

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? 2 W | é
' (1= no work returned; 5 = very helpful) - | , , 4;%&/ 74 4,,-;
o S

14. Would you take ariother course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) '

- I1I. Please answer the fb]iowing questions in a few sentences. Well-chosen details are

particularly useful. _ - :
1. What did you like best about this course? In particular, what readings worked best? Why?
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2. What did you like Ieastrabouf this course? In particular, were there readings which dién’;
work? Why not? - o : | :
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* 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why? ’_ | | | _ !
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~ PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate -level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fill out and return this double—sra‘ed form to the Phtlosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: wt/fﬂ k/‘ /_?—0 (6 Instructor:__ ?{@Q/‘[‘C W "é’&)/"‘
Course Number and Title:_ V({ [ 3%¢9( O Hc CWLUWJ cnd (RL?W
7 Your Department and Year (specify grad/ undergrad) M W H) Wﬂﬂ

Is this course in onf of your fiejs of concentratmn IQQ If not, why did yo ke it?__

.“ ¥ |, mt tamae L 2y M Mm e@

L Please descrlbe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

‘2 ( @Jl Qmmﬁ/bws @/‘J’/Lﬁ

' IL Please answer the following questions on a scaie of 110 5:
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus’«’ (1 =terribly; 5 = very. well) 5

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= not at all; 5 =like a metronome)
- 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (qualrty & quantity)?

(1= understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) o
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = aiI discussion)
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) |
How much material was covered? {1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) :
"How deeply was it covered? 1= superficial survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth)

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from-catalog, syllabus, rec.)?

© N o o oa

(1 =notat all; 5 = perfect match)
9, Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course'?
otatall; 5= perfect match) If imperfect, in what way? “PLJL 40«!02 M%M :
J&/\ wale | wihiphe Mgt wie dyl Ok g v N WLOM
10. How well orgamzed and clear was the mstructor7 (1 =notvery; 5= Very)

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

I b

" ’F‘

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well)




12. How available/accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 = notatall; 5 = very)
13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work?

(1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful)

IQ\ .{el‘“' '

14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1 = never, 5= absolutely)

111 Please answer the following questionsina few sentences Well chosen detalls are
particularly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course7 In parncular what readmgs WOrked best? Why?
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2. What did you like least about this course? In partlcular, were there readings Wthh dldn t

workl Wy no? Wy (pyc S toved Wodhoe go\oﬁaﬁg
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- 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?
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PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. FEven if you are not in the Philosophy
Department please fillout and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: w[%,l(,, /?.O[ A __ Instructor:_ Ml{" Wm ‘
" Course Number and Title: (PHN— 3700 ftCCUVMM-\ M{/ @o[&rmw

~ Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad). E. aJ . LAY H

Is this course in one of your fields of concentration: Y27 If not, why did you take it?_
. \ o . ) 7 A

. ‘. : .
L Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

// Ctart ctw-ewﬂ /(2 wv"g‘ "v’"r e rres J"‘}Z""‘U Q"Gﬂaég—

ﬂf“rw , %{/fﬂﬂ-""j&y/e«. - qu-o &’Za’“} s f?,f} [7%;9.@- a,_czg

II Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1to0 5
1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus'? (1 = terribly; 5 = very. well)

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 notatall; 5 =likea metronome)
" 3. How demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)?

(1 = understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) -
Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 = ali discussion}
How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) |

How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range)

How deeply was it covered? 1= superficia] survey:; 5 = specialist’s depth)

Did the range and depth match your expectations (from-catalog, syllabﬁs, rec)?

® :‘*‘AP\ oo
N \“!* :

(1 =notat all; 5 = perfect match)
9, Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course"
(L=notatal;5= perfect match] If imperfect, in what way?__/ ’efkaf,ae/'& J % // beeiy
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10. How well -organized and clear was the mstructor? (1=not very, 5 = very) -
11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students? S

(1 notwell; 5 = very well) | : |

@) p(w\wkvd S \MLL(DE) \fﬂ'&w oy VQJ &A:WSTJ&%W%Ls
e F W&JJWZQO;@QJMWM JMLd v\ﬁ,ﬁ,w_pu\-uca_

cad [l



.

12. How availaible/_accessible was the instructor outside of class? (1 =notatall; 5 - very)

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written work? 7
~ (t=noworkreturned; 5 = veryhelpful} o L
5

14. Would you take eﬁother course offered by this instructor? (1 = never; 5 = absolutely) _ =

1L Please answer the following questions in a few sentences Well-chosen details are

particularly useful. -
1. What did you like best about thlS course? In partlcu]ar, what readlngs worked best? Why?

ODWMM UL(T,\CA \EJY Lﬂk, %M.n\’-* '9«15’ O p TR
2. Whatdldyou hke leastaboutthls course? Inpartlcular, were there readmgs Wthh dldnt e ’ttq- |

work" Why not? ' ' Lo

NS QJW M%www«zﬂ C;;:%
@%WW“PWQ’?% Ayt
e }OVJ}Q}\U,\Q;&Q, M sen e as SN o

Mmgwew%mvx&‘“ﬁmw

Sl @fwﬁa A W\"A@‘V?Cj

" 3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readmgs you thlnk

should be changed? Added? Why? T J\L Ny AN _;
- &&, oo . ﬁm_@ aﬁi e b&z / @'z&rw
\‘LQ ¢ e ﬂp e “n?":hlhw M ‘nr ! Q?

W - | .
.fkw oo Radle~ N& L@W M@m@ “‘?‘*r” 5

PP W L v




" PHILOSOPHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATION

Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosopliy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe

Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy

Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202.

Quarter and Year: UW""’ (20[ é __ Instructor:_ WCLQ\"{C W.lle.
" Course Number and Title: P {L 3¢0(0 ﬁl(ccwwt« and ’Rdamcp
~ Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad) éﬂﬁﬂ Ay MAVJT Dl

Is this course in one of your fields of concéntrationﬁ 32/44 if not, why did you take it?_

\
L Please describe the syllabus and requlrements of the course:

7% J%///héwm Q&2 el m@/d é%&@ LQML

é‘/lzﬁg[/‘ﬁkp V‘% m%uﬂ« /é% &A—éﬂéx OALy — Af%fé@/ G £ [

: T/t.e_r«&.,é; AL 50/&{ e Me&@ M(
' II Please answer'the following questions on a scale of1t0 5:

1. How well-conceived and well-organized was the syllabus" {1 =terribly; 5 = very. well] i _
2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus? (1= notatall; 5 =likea metronome) __S"_'_‘_
* 3. How.demanding were the reading requirements (quality & quantity)? __L
 (1=understanding; 5 = absurdly difficult) - )
4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = alllecture; 5 = all discussion) @_
5. How successful was this format? (1 = not at all; 5 = very) | S
6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) ' =
7. How deeply was it covered? 1= supérficial survéy:; 5 = specialist’s depthj S
8. Did the range and deptrh match y’ou_i' expectations (from-catalog, syllabﬁs, réc.)? ____QZ_
(1= nolt at all; 5 = perfect match) _
9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course7 S |
(1=notatall; 5= perfect match) Ifimperfect, in what way?__ '
10. How well_-organiz‘e_‘d.'and clear was the iﬁétructor? (1 =notvery;5 = véry) _ S
—

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well)




12.How availeble/accesslble'w'as'th'e instructor outside of class? (1 =notat all; 5 =very) _S .

13. How helpful were the instructor’s comments on written Work?
(1 =no work returned; 5 = very helpful] : _
14 Would you take another course offered by this instructor? (1= never, 5= absolutely) _&;-

- III. Please answer the following questlons ina few sentences Well chosen details are |

particularly useful. -
1 What did you hke best about thls course? In partlcular what readmgs worked best? Why?

77 N}J&c‘j, can Mj be zg-ré»%——h/@fu@z»(ﬁww
One %Vm s S %,\,,A-q mﬂm @f»mu«m

2. Whatdid you llke least about this course'? In partlcular, Were there readmgs whlch dldn t :

work? Why not?

&QQM? o ﬁa—r,wmw /fﬂn%w

* 3, What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

-should be chan_ged? Added? Why? }
Dot %9& ,t%/l,{ st b - pewz?ﬁ. | éqamavcéebcés
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PHEIL@S@PHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATEON

~ Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level phllosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the
course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. Even if you are not in the Philosophy
- Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the Philosophy Office in Stuart 202

: Quarter and Year:' VVM /Z@V 20/ 5' _ Enstructor M 7/4/ L)/ /// e

| Course Number and Title: PHIC 3 1424
Your Department and Year (specify grad/undergrad): 4 /'QC/ s /é \//5/ -

Is this cdurse in one of your fields of concentration: ;{eﬂ lf not, why did you take it?_

I Please describe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

II Please answer the following questions on a scale of 110 5:
1. How well conceived and well- organlzed was the syllabus” (1= terrlbly, 5 = very well)

2. Did the instructor adhere to the syllabus7 (1 =notatall; 5 = like a metronome)
3. How demandlng were the readmg requirements (quality & quant1ty)7

(1= understandmg, 5= absurdly difficult)

\wlﬁle oo

4. Was the class mostly lecture or mostly discussion? (1 = all lecture; 5 all dlscussmn)

5. How successful was this format? (1 =notatall; 5 = very] .

6. How much material was covered? (1 narrow focus; 5 = broad range) 2

7. How deeply was it covered7 = superficial survey, 5 = specialist’s depth) ' _f___

8. Did the range and depth match your expectations (from catalog, syllabus, rec 3?7 __5_—_
(1 =not at all; 5 = perfect match) : : L . . —

l\‘

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course?

(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in what way?

10. How well-organized and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very)

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

EE

(1 =notwell; 5 = very well).




\J\\,

12.How avallable/acce551ble was the 1nstructor out31de of class7 (1 =notatall; 5= very)

" (1=nowork returned 5 = very helpful)

13. How helpful were the instructor’ s comments on written work” A ._é,___ -
- 14. Would you take another course offered by this 1nstructor7 (1= never; 5= absolutely) 5/

IIL. Please answer the following questmns in a few sentences. Well chosen detanls are

partncularly useful.
1. What did you like best about this course? In partlcular,

Va s yw7 c/mz/ el /4’/&/%’5_{/0/ h/&f/f
e /0Wﬂ( a /074 % moa‘é/f/o//

what readings Worked best? Why"

2. What did you like least about this course? In particulai*, Were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not? ~—

3. What would like to have changed in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why? <




PHKL@S@PHY GRADUATE SEMINAR COURSE EVALUATEON

- Each quarter we ask students in graduate-level philosophy courses to evaluate the quality of the

course’s content and instruction. The completed forms are filed in the cabinet in the Anscombe
Library and Lounge, Stuart 216, for students to read. = Even if you are not'in the Philosophy
- Department, please fill out and return this double-sided form to the thlosophy Office in Stuart 202

‘Quarter and Year: __ (Ul _ 2\ Hnstructor /Meuue.» Lol ey
Course Number and Title:__ PHI( 3@*/ 25 | " ‘

Your Department and Year (specify,grad/undergrad): j 63004‘1 Dol (O o /.W_\G-u’?‘k&

Is this course in one of your fields of eoheentratioh: ": : %) If not, why did‘y;oh take it?_

I Please descrﬁhe the syllabus and requirements of the course:

Thes s a,Cmma (l« (o‘QecaJ \(‘¥~“°‘<'D l‘*\~ aﬁwwzs kuu-dﬁokg 0% FCTU hoved ougd ..
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II. Please answer the following questions on a scale of 1 to 5:
1. How well conceived and well orgamzed was the syllabus7 (1 = terribly; 5 = very well) §

2. Did the 1nstructor adhere to the syllabus? (1 = notatall; 5 =like a metronome) N

3. How demandlng were the readmg requirements (quahty & quantlty)" ' ___\:3_
(1= understandmg, 5= absurdly difficult) .

4. Was the class mostly lecture or most]y dlscussmn" (1 = all lecture; 5 all dlscussmn) 2

.5, How successful was this format? (1 = notatall; 5 = very) i

6. How much material was covered? (1 = narrow focus; 5 = broad range) S

7. How deeply was it covered? = superficial survey; 5 = specialist’s depth) . S

8. Did the range and depth match your expectatlons (from catalog, syllabus, rec.)? - __g_’_
(1=not atall; 5= perfect match) o |

9. Did the range and depth match what you needed from this (kind of) course? S

(1 =notatall; 5 = perfect match) If imperfect, in What way?

10. How well-organized and clear was the instructor? (1 = not very; 5 = very)

11. How well did the instructor address questions and arguments offered by students?

I

(1 =not well 5 = very well)




12.How available/accessible was the instructor out51de of class? (1 not at all; 5 = very) __P__

13. How helpful were the mstructor s comments on wrltten Work'7 B

(I=no work returned 5 = very helpful) | - :

- 14.Would you take another course offered by this 1nstructor? (1 =never; 5= absolutely) <
osen details are

118 Please answer the following questions in a few sentences. Well ch

partlcularly useful.

1 What did you like best about this course7 In partlcular, what readings Worked best? Why"

2 What did you hke Jeast about this course? In partlcular, were there readings which didn’t

work? Why not"

3. What would like to h'avechanged in this course? In particular, are there any readings you think

should be changed? Added? Why?
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