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MICROECONOMC THEORY 101

11 forms... 45.8% response rate

1D

ID:

803881482

180346205

2014 FALL
Form B

3. Expected Grade

1. Year in School 2. UCLA GPA L 4. Requirement Fulfilled
# valid responses: 1 # valid responses: i # valid responses: 1 # valid responses: 10
Freshman: 0.00%  Below 2.0 0.00% A 27.27%  Major: 100.00 %
Sophomore: 36.36%  2.0-2.49: 000% B 27.27%  Related Field: 0.00 %
Junior: 3636%  2.5-299: 0.00% C: 9.09% G.E: 0.00 %
Senior: 27.27%  3.0-3.49: 5455% Do 0.00%  None: 0.00 %
Graduate: 000% 35+ 2727%  F: 0.00 %
Other: 0.00%  Not Established 18.18%  P: 0.00 %
NP: 0.00 %
?: 36.36 %
. Not Low Medium High No Std
Questions Appl T 23 4 5 6 7 8 9 Rsp Rsp Meam Mdn Dev
5. The T.A, was knowledgeable about the material. 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 3 8 0 I 873 900 05
6. The T.A. was concemned about student learning. 0o 0o 0 0 0 ¢ 0 1 2 8 0 11 864 900 07
7. Section presentations were well prepared and organized. 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ ©¢ ¢ 3 8 0 i1 873 900 05
8. The T.A. expanded on course ideas. o 0o 0o 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ 3 2 4§ 0 11 827 900 09
9. Students felt welcome in secking help. 0 0o 0 0 0 ¢ ¢ 0 4 7 ¢ 11 864 900 0S5
10. The teaching assistant had good communicationskills,. ¢ o o 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 3 8 ¢ 11 873 %00 05
11. Value of the sections justified time and effort. ¢ 0o 0 0 © 0 ¢ 0 3 8 it 1T 873 900 05
12. Your overall rating of the T_A. ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 3 8 0 11 873 5060 05
13. Nonstandard Question. 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 o 0.00 000 0.0
14. Nonstandard Question. 60 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 ¢ 11 o 000 000 0.0
15. Nonstandard Question. 6o 0 ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 o0 11 6 000 000 0.0
16. Nonstandard Question, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 000 000 00
17. Nonstaridard Question. ¢ 0 0 ¢ 0 0 O 0 0O 0 11 o 060 000 00
18. Nonstandard Question. 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0.00  0.00 0.0
Course Characteristics ;Zgl Low Medium High ;i?) i:i
19. Difficulty (Relative to Other Courses) 0 it 8 3 0 11
20, Workload/Pace Was 0 0 11 0 0 11
21. Integration of Section with Course was 0 0 3 8 0 e
22. Texts, Required Readings 5 1 3 2 0 11
23. Homework Assignments 1 1 6 3 0 11
24. Graded Materials, Examinations 1 0 8 2 0 11
25, Lecture Presentations 0. 0 . 7 4 0 11
1 0 b 8 G 11

26. Class Discussions
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THANK YOU, Your assistance in improving teaching is apprecisied.




THARE YO Your assistance in improving isaching is appreciaied.
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THANE YO Your assistance in improving teaching s apprecisied,
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26. Class Discussions

1. Year in School 2. UCLA GPA 3. Expected Grade 4. Requirement Fulfilled
# valid responses: 15 # valid responses: 15 # valid responses: 15 # valid responses: 13
Freshman: 0.00%  Below 2.0: 0.00 % A 60.00 % Major: 9231 %
Sophomore: 3333%  2.0-249; 000% B: 20.00%  Related Field: 0.00 %
Tunior; 5333%  2.5-2.9% 1333% 1333% G.E. 0.00 %
Senior: 1333%  3.0-3.4% 46.67% D 0.00%  None: 7.69 %
Graduate: 0.00% 3.5+ 40.00% F: 0.00 %
Other: 0.00%  Not Established 000% P: 0.00 %
NP: 0.00 %
7 6.67 %
, Not Low Medium High No Std
Questions Appl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Rsp Rsp Mean Mdn Dev
5. The T.A. was knowledgeable about the material. 6o 0 0o 0 o0 0 0 2z 3 11 2 16 836 9.0 0.7
6. The T.A. was concerned about student learning. 6 0o 0o 0o 0 0o 0 2 3 11 2 16 85  9.00 0.7
7. Section presentations were well prepared and organized. ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 10 2 16 8350  9.00 0.7
8. The T.A. expanded on course ideas. 6 0 0 0 0 1 0 [ 4 10 2 16 838 900 1.1
9. Students felt weicome in seeking help. 0 0 0 0 1 ¢ 0 2 2 11 2 16 831 %00 14
10, The teaching assistant had good communicationgkills, ¢ 0 0 0 o0 ¢ 0 ¢ 3 12 2 16 869 900 0.6
11. Value of the sections justified time and effort. ¢ 0 0o o o0 0 1 t 3 1 2 16 850 %00 09
12. Your overall rating of the T.A. 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 11 2 16 8356  9.00 0.7
13. Nonstandard Question. 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 18 0 000 000 0.0
14, Nonstandard Question. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 0 O 18 0 000 000 0.0
15. Nonstandard Question. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 000 000 0.0
16. Nonstandard Question. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 18 0 060 060 00
17, Nonstandard Question.. 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 000 000 0.0
18. Nonstandard Question. 6 o 0 90 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 000 000 0.0
Course Characteristics ;(]):1 Low Medium High Iﬁi ; ::i
19. Difficulty (Relative to Other Courses) it 0 9 5 4 14
20. Workload/Pace Was ’ 0 0 14 0 4 14
21. Integration of Section with Course was it 0 5 8 3 13
22. Texts, Required Readings 4 0 8 2 4 4
23. Homework Assignments 0 1 ] 5 4 14
24. Graded Materials, Examinations 0 0 9 5 4 14
25. Lecture Presentations 0 0 6 8 4 14
0 0 3 11 4 14
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THANE YOU. Your

stance in improving teaching Is appreciated.
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