










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Abbrv: Instructor: Rank: Course: Type:
Course Enrollment:

  NOTICE:  Please examine these evaluations upon receipt and immediately report any suspected errors to:   ESCI Office, Instructional Development, 1130 Kerr Hall (x4278) or (id-esci@ucsb.edu) 

PHILL BAGWELL J N Teaching Assistant PHIL      1  0108 Discussion
PHILOSOPHY LOWER DIVISION COURSES (1-99) 28Department:

E S C I  O N L I N E    S U R V E Y    S T A T I S T I C S 6/23/20

End of Spring Quarter 2020  --  ESCI Online, Emergency Remote Teaching

Guidelines for "Interpreting ESCI Data" and a description of the "Report Output" can be found at http://oic.id.ucsb.edu/esci.

Department and Campus Norms taken over time span: Fall Quarter 2015 - Spring Quarter 2020

Note	that	the	Campus	and	Departmental	Norms	for	this	Survey	are	based	ONLY	on	other	ESCI	Online	Courses.	
Due	to	the	different	method	of	data	collection,	these	Norms	do	not	include	ESCI	Surveys	collected	by	the	paper	response	forms.

Please Note: Due to COVID19/Emergency Remote Teaching, survey responses may have been affected.

These two questions were determined by the Academic Senate Committee on Academic Personnel (CAP) and Committee on 
Effective Teaching and Instructional Support (CETIS) to be appropriate for all student end-of-course surveys.

(3596) 1.(3596) 1.
(3596) 1.
(3596) 1.

Please rate the overall effectiveness of this TA, with respect to attitude, competence, availability, grading 
and similar factors. 
 
   (a) Excellent   (b) Good   (c) Average   (d) Fair   (e) Poor

                   Response weighting:  1    2    3    4    5                               Blank      Total    Total               
*NOTE: Each Student Response=7%        (a)  (b)  (c)  (d)  (e)                            Response   Students  Courses  Mean Median
*--> This COURSE current quarter       64%  29%   7%                                           0          14       1     1.4  1.0  
 Student-weighted Norms (UG students) ————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— 
     Dept PHILL TAs current qtr        56%  28%  10%   4%   2%                                 0         426      32     1.7  1.0   
     Dept PHILL TAs over time          56%  28%  10%   4%   2%                                 0         426      32     1.7  1.0   
     Campus TAs over time              62%  26%   8%   2%   2%                                36        5822     564     1.6  1.0  These two questions were determined by the Academic Senate Committee on Academic Personnel (CAP) and Committee on 

Effective Teaching and Instructional Support (CETIS) to be appropriate for all student end-of-course surveys.

(3598) 2. What specific aspects of your TA's teaching were most useful for your learning?

He offered office hours and helped answer my questions. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
he explained each argument from the textbook. He also tells us why these arguments are valid and what are the challenged to it. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
The feedback on student's ideas for paper topics in section was really helpful. Sometimes in section he would go through an 
argument and suggest ways to attack different premises which helped if I was stuck and did not have a good idea of what to write 
on. He was very nice, supportive, and wanted to get to know his students. I did not make an appointment with him during office 
hours, but he seemed very willing to meet and help students with their papers. His grading was fair and I appreciated his feedback 
on my writing. Overall, a sweet guy who wanted to help out his students during this challenging quarter. :) 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Jeff was sure to include slides with each of his lectures that elaborated on the slides assigned to us by Korman, and answered 
students questions, even staying longer after section to continue discussion if there were students who wanted to stay behind and 
talk 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Survey Number:
BAGWELL J N
PHIL      1  0108 371500 Page  1(  W      1300-1350              )



Abbrv: Instructor: Rank: Course: Type:
Course Enrollment:

  NOTICE:  Please examine these evaluations upon receipt and immediately report any suspected errors to:   ESCI Office, Instructional Development, 1130 Kerr Hall (x4278) or (id-esci@ucsb.edu) 

PHILL BAGWELL J N Teaching Assistant PHIL      1  0108 Discussion
PHILOSOPHY LOWER DIVISION COURSES (1-99) 28Department:

E S C I  O N L I N E    S U R V E Y    S T A T I S T I C S 6/23/20

End of Spring Quarter 2020  --  ESCI Online, Emergency Remote Teaching

Guidelines for "Interpreting ESCI Data" and a description of the "Report Output" can be found at http://oic.id.ucsb.edu/esci.

Department and Campus Norms taken over time span: Fall Quarter 2015 - Spring Quarter 2020

Note	that	the	Campus	and	Departmental	Norms	for	this	Survey	are	based	ONLY	on	other	ESCI	Online	Courses.	
Due	to	the	different	method	of	data	collection,	these	Norms	do	not	include	ESCI	Surveys	collected	by	the	paper	response	forms.

Please Note: Due to COVID19/Emergency Remote Teaching, survey responses may have been affected.

(3597) 3. What specific suggestions would you like to offer the TA for improving their effectiveness, if any?

He could teach us more about how to correctly use philosophical tools. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
I hope he can explain the reasoning behind those more confusing arguments. I sometimes get confused about why A is B and so D is 
valid. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
I would have liked more structure during the sections. Maybe going through the arguments premise by premise and the given 
scenarios. Followed by questions and paper ideas.  
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Survey Number:
BAGWELL J N
PHIL      1  0108 371500 Page  2(  W      1300-1350              )



Abbrv: Instructor: Rank: Course: Type:
Course Enrollment:

  NOTICE:  Please examine these evaluations upon receipt and immediately report any suspected errors to:   ESCI Office, Instructional Development, 1130 Kerr Hall (x4278) or (id-esci@ucsb.edu) 

PHILL BAGWELL J N Teaching Assistant PHIL      1  0107 Discussion
PHILOSOPHY LOWER DIVISION COURSES (1-99) 29Department:

E S C I  O N L I N E    S U R V E Y    S T A T I S T I C S 6/23/20

End of Spring Quarter 2020  --  ESCI Online, Emergency Remote Teaching

Guidelines for "Interpreting ESCI Data" and a description of the "Report Output" can be found at http://oic.id.ucsb.edu/esci.

Department and Campus Norms taken over time span: Fall Quarter 2015 - Spring Quarter 2020

Note	that	the	Campus	and	Departmental	Norms	for	this	Survey	are	based	ONLY	on	other	ESCI	Online	Courses.	
Due	to	the	different	method	of	data	collection,	these	Norms	do	not	include	ESCI	Surveys	collected	by	the	paper	response	forms.

Please Note: Due to COVID19/Emergency Remote Teaching, survey responses may have been affected.

These two questions were determined by the Academic Senate Committee on Academic Personnel (CAP) and Committee on 
Effective Teaching and Instructional Support (CETIS) to be appropriate for all student end-of-course surveys.

(3596) 1.(3596) 1.
(3596) 1.
(3596) 1.

Please rate the overall effectiveness of this TA, with respect to attitude, competence, availability, grading 
and similar factors. 
 
   (a) Excellent   (b) Good   (c) Average   (d) Fair   (e) Poor

                   Response weighting:  1    2    3    4    5                               Blank      Total    Total               
*NOTE: Each Student Response=11%       (a)  (b)  (c)  (d)  (e)                            Response   Students  Courses  Mean Median
*--> This COURSE current quarter       56%  33%       11%                                      0           9       1     1.7  1.0  
 Student-weighted Norms (UG students) ————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— 
     Dept PHILL TAs current qtr        56%  28%  10%   4%   2%                                 0         426      32     1.7  1.0   
     Dept PHILL TAs over time          56%  28%  10%   4%   2%                                 0         426      32     1.7  1.0   
     Campus TAs over time              62%  26%   8%   2%   2%                                36        5822     564     1.6  1.0  These two questions were determined by the Academic Senate Committee on Academic Personnel (CAP) and Committee on 

Effective Teaching and Instructional Support (CETIS) to be appropriate for all student end-of-course surveys.

(3598) 2. What specific aspects of your TA's teaching were most useful for your learning?

Jeff was extremely reliable and easy to get in contact with, which is key for a good TA. He was always willing to talk through my 
ideas and provoke further thinking when I would reach out for a meeting.  
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Power points for review, discussions and office hours.   
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Going over lecture topics, talking through paper ideas 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
great energy 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
He was a clear communicator and made himself available for personal questions! 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Jeff always came to section very prepared. I enjoyed the lecture slides he made for his section that made it easy to follow. He 
clearly knew the material and explained it very well. I especially liked how he would help us build our papers by sharing ideas and 
allowing group discussion. He did a very great job explaining the structure and format of the papers, since it is different than 
most papers I've written before. Overall I think that Jeff was a great TA for this class and was always helpful whether it was in 
section or via email.  
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 

Survey Number:
BAGWELL J N
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Abbrv: Instructor: Rank: Course: Type:
Course Enrollment:

  NOTICE:  Please examine these evaluations upon receipt and immediately report any suspected errors to:   ESCI Office, Instructional Development, 1130 Kerr Hall (x4278) or (id-esci@ucsb.edu) 

PHILL BAGWELL J N Teaching Assistant PHIL      1  0107 Discussion
PHILOSOPHY LOWER DIVISION COURSES (1-99) 29Department:

E S C I  O N L I N E    S U R V E Y    S T A T I S T I C S 6/23/20

End of Spring Quarter 2020  --  ESCI Online, Emergency Remote Teaching

Guidelines for "Interpreting ESCI Data" and a description of the "Report Output" can be found at http://oic.id.ucsb.edu/esci.

Department and Campus Norms taken over time span: Fall Quarter 2015 - Spring Quarter 2020

Note	that	the	Campus	and	Departmental	Norms	for	this	Survey	are	based	ONLY	on	other	ESCI	Online	Courses.	
Due	to	the	different	method	of	data	collection,	these	Norms	do	not	include	ESCI	Surveys	collected	by	the	paper	response	forms.

Please Note: Due to COVID19/Emergency Remote Teaching, survey responses may have been affected.

(3597) 3. What specific suggestions would you like to offer the TA for improving their effectiveness, if any?

None. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Review a bit more material to clarify each chapters material for students during section meetings. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Maybe more discussion questions to talk about in small group(s) 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
None he's great. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Spending a section or two reviewing papers to make it clear what worked because it can help us understand the feedback we receive 
better. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
N/A 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
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