
For your First-Year Writing Seminar, please answer the following:

Question Mean StDevP Count  1   2   3   4   5 
1) The most important reason I chose this seminar:
  1) I liked the course description. 
  2) I thought it would be challenging. 
  3) My advisor recommended it. 
  4) It was offered at a time I had open. 
  5) I could not get into one of my top preferences.

2.50 1.55 12 6 0 1 4 1

2) How much reading did you do?
  (1=An appropriate amount, 2=Too much, 3=Too little, 4=Far too much, 5=Far too
little)

1.83 0.89 12 6 2 4 0 0

3) How much out-of-class writing did you do? (First-Year Writing Seminar
guidelines suggest a minimum of five essays and a maximum of eight.)
  (1=An appropriate amount, 2=Too much, 3=Too little, 4=Far too much, 5=Far too
little)

1.42 0.75 12 9 1 2 0 0

4) How much time was spent learning about writing?
  (1=An appropriate amount, 2=Too much, 3=Too little, 4=Far too much, 5=Far too
little)

1.42 0.75 12 9 1 2 0 0

5) How much time was devoted to learning how to revise essays? (FWS guidelines 
suggest that a minimum of three essays go through a process of guided revision.)
  (1=An appropriate amount, 2=Too much, 3=Too little, 4=Far too much, 5=Far too
little)

2.00 1 12 6 0 6 0 0

6) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
choosing the words that best express ideas.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.82 1.26 11 2 3 2 3 1

7) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized writing
grammatically correct sentences.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.92 1.18 12 2 3 1 6 0

8) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
structuring sentences carefully.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.73 0.96 11 0 6 3 1 1

9) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
providing appropriate documentation for sources

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.27 1.13 11 3 4 3 0 1

10) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
developing a strong argument.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.91 0.79 11 4 4 3 0 0

11) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
writing well-focused, coherent paragraphs.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.09 1.08 11 4 4 1 2 0
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12) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized making
transitions from one paragraph to the next.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.73 1.13 11 2 2 5 1 1

13) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
focusing an essay on a significant problem, hypothesis, thesis, argument, or idea.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.36 0.64 11 8 2 1 0 0

14) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
supporting claims with pertinent, substantive evidence.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.60 0.91 10 7 0 3 0 0

15) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
incorporating and analyzing source material and quotations.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.27 1.28 11 4 3 2 1 1

16) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
editing essays to eliminate flaws of grammar, word choice, spelling, and format.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.91 1.16 11 2 1 5 2 1

17) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
revising essays to enhance interest, clarity, and persuasiveness.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.45 1.23 11 3 3 3 1 1

18) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
writing in a style appropriate for a particular purpose.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.45 1.30 11 4 1 4 1 1

19) In class, in conferences, or in paper comments, the teacher emphasized
writing in a style appropriate for a particular audience.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.50 1.02 10 2 3 3 2 0

20) In this seminar, reading and writing assignments formed an understandable
progression.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.10 0.83 10 3 3 4 0 0

21) In this seminar, the level of difficulty of the readings seemed appropriate.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.40 0.91 10 2 3 4 1 0

22) In this seminar, I learned to read with care in the discipline of the seminar.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.10 0.94 10 3 4 2 1 0

23) In this seminar, informal/preparatory writing assignments helped me
understand the readings and write an essay.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.00 0.77 10 3 4 3 0 0
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24) In this seminar, I had opportunities to confer privately with the teacher.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.60 0.66 10 5 4 1 0 0

25) In this seminar, the teacher was well-prepared.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.60 0.8 10 6 2 2 0 0

26) In this seminar, the teacher directed discussions well.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.50 0.67 10 6 3 1 0 0

27) In this seminar, the teacher treated my writing with respect.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.40 0.66 10 7 2 1 0 0

28) In this seminar, the teacher graded my papers fairly.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.40 0.66 10 7 2 1 0 0

29) In this seminar, the teacher returned our papers within a reasonable length
of time.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.70 0.9 10 6 1 3 0 0

30) In this seminar, comments on each returned paper helped me improve the next
assignment.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

1.90 0.83 10 4 3 3 0 0

31) In this seminar, I felt intellectually stimulated.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.09 0.99 11 4 3 3 1 0

32) In this seminar, I became a more confident writer.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.45 1.23 11 4 1 3 3 0

33) In this seminar, I became a more skillful writer.

How much do you agree with the above statement? 
(1=Very strongly, 2=Strongly, 3=Somewhat, 4=A little, 5=Not at all)

2.00 1.09 10 5 1 3 1 0
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C01. What are your overall impressions of the course? Please be as specific as possible in analysis of strengths and/or
suggestions for improvement.

 28648. Mr. De Micheli is a good instructor and I learned a lot not only about govt but also about constructing arguments and writing.

 14823. The professor was very knowledgeable about the topic.

 43458. good

 43811. Fun. I enjoyed talking about how an individual's identity affects their worldviews.

 7719. Helpful for writing. 

 40690. It is a nice course. I learned a decent amount about writing in political science.

 11260. I enjoyed the course and much of the material I learned it in helped me with my other courses. 
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C02. Do you believe your writing has improved? If so, how did the course promote this improvement? Are there aspects
of writing we should have stressed more heavily?

 14823. Yes, I feel much more confident in conducting research.

 43458. a little

 43811. Yes.

 7719. Yes, my ability to write research papers is definitely better.

 40690. Writing can improve. Yes :)

 11260. This coursed helped me improve writing longer papers as we worked a lot on structuring longer essays and building up the work for it. 
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C03. Were written comments on papers helpful? If so, why? If not, why not?

 14823. Yes

 43458. sure

 43811. Yes. It is good to learn how I can improve my writing. 

 7719. Yes because it helps me develop my idea.

 40690. Yes. They were descriptive and definitely accurate.

 11260. The comments on papers helped me improve on the next papers. 
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C04. How useful were class discussions of the assigned texts? of writing?

 14823. Not very helpful. They were just extra work

 43458. good!

 43811. Fun, but not necessary.

 7719. Very helpful

 40690. Very useful! Quite useful.

 11260. The class discussions were very useful in understanding the texts and improving writing. 
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C05. After taking this course, what do you consider to be your greatest strengths and weaknesses as a writer?

 14823. I am good at conducting research

 43458. writing

 43811. Strengths: thinking and outlining papers, Weaknesses: actually writing my ideas on paper.

 7719. Strength - developing ideas

 Weakness - conclusion writing

 40690. My greatest strength is being able to write using proper grammar, and my greatest weaknesses are transitions and introductions.

 11260. I would consider organizing my writing and structuring essays to be my strengths. 
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Please respond to the following statements and questions using a 5-point scale. Unless otherwise indicated, "5" indicates strong agreement, "1"
indicates strong disagreement, and "3" serves as the midpoint. Leave blank if the question is not applicable. 

Question Mean StDevP Count  1   2   3   4   5 
N01. I attended TA sessions: (5 = regularly; 1 = never) 5.00 0 13 0 0 0 0 13
N02. I met with my TA individually: (5 = more than 5 times; 1 = never) 1.31 0.60 13 10 2 1 0 0
N03. The TA was knowledgeable about the course material. 4.85 0.36 13 0 0 0 2 11
N04. The discussion sections were well-organized. 4.69 0.60 13 0 0 1 2 10
N05. The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture. 4.62 0.73 13 0 0 2 1 10
N06. The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter. 4.31 0.91 13 0 1 1 4 7
N07. The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion. 4.54 0.63 13 0 0 1 4 8
N08. The TA was able to effectively explain difficult concepts. 4.77 0.57 13 0 0 1 1 11
N09. The TA was available for individual consultation with students. 4.75 0.59 12 0 0 1 1 10
N10. Overall, how would you rate the TA? (5 = excellent; 1 = poor) 4.62 0.62 13 0 0 1 3 9
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C01. What did you like best about the TA sessions?

 68315. going through all of the readings

 68307. Having presentations really helped facilitate and guide discussions.

 68322. Discussion was engaging

 68321. Engaging discussion in section

 68309. TA asked really good questions to get at the core of the readings through discussion rather than just asking us to detail the arguments
of readings. Asked effective questions to improve the quality of discussion

 68305. I found it easier to speak in a much smaller class size. He also broke down certain concepts that weren't always covered in lecture,
which helped me write better papers.

 68306. Solid, helped me understand how I should view certain concepts and material.

 68320. I liked that David always helped to stimulate a great conversation. We also often applied the course materials to our current political
situation, which made TA sessions especially stimulating for me.

 68310. The chance to hear different viewpoints from peers and to speak critically about the readings. I appreciated the TA's respectful honesty
in being critical of both the readings and student responses while taking interesting in what students had to say.

 68318. we got to kind of direct the discussion about whatever we thought was most important, and david did a good job talking about things in
the readings that didn't make that much sense at first

 68311. David was very knowledgeable and was able to break down difficult concepts for us really well.
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C02. Do you have any suggestions as to how the TA sessions might be improved?

 68315. walk through difficult terms in more detail

 68322. Grading was a little strange

 68321. Students were pretty quiet, not sure how to improve that

 68305. Nope.

 
68306. I think David should have encouraged the weekly "presentations" to be more of discussions. As it played out, individuals would speak
for 10-15 minutes with little to no engagement by other students. Then, David would go over the material in his own way, asking questions
and giving us his viewpoints. I think its important that David's understanding of the material (probably the more accurate one) is presented in
discussion, but I think it could be done with the students, as opposed to after them.

 68320. N/A

 
68318. maybe don't rely only on student presentations to talk about the readings. i think the presentations were useful and all, but i also think
that from time to time we could have gone without one or talked about the reading in a different context that whatever the presentation had to
say

 68311. He could have done a better job stimulating discussion. A lot of times people did not end up discussing amongst each other, rather we
just gave answers and waited for feedback.

Cornell University
Course Evaluation Response Summary 
Semester: Fall 2017 Course Owner: GOVT
Course: GOVT 3284 DIS 201 CID: 16033 
Title: Pop, Democ & Authoritarianism
Instructor: De Micheli/Roberts
13 Responses, 19 Enrolled, 68.42% Response 



Please respond to the following statements and questions using a 5-point scale. Unless otherwise indicated, "5" indicates strong agreement, "1"
indicates strong disagreement, and "3" serves as the midpoint. Leave blank if the question is not applicable. 

Question Mean StDevP Count  1   2   3   4   5 
N01. I attended TA sessions: (5 = regularly; 1 = never) 5.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
N02. I met with my TA individually: (5 = more than 5 times; 1 = never) 1.33 0.47 3 2 1 0 0 0
N03. The TA was knowledgeable about the course material. 5.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
N04. The discussion sections were well-organized. 4.67 0.47 3 0 0 0 1 2
N05. The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture. 5.00 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
N06. The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter. 5.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
N07. The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion. 4.33 0.94 3 0 0 1 0 2
N08. The TA was able to effectively explain difficult concepts. 5.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
N09. The TA was available for individual consultation with students. 5.00 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
N10. Overall, how would you rate the TA? (5 = excellent; 1 = poor) 4.67 0.47 3 0 0 0 1 2
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C01. What did you like best about the TA sessions?

 68327. Open discussions; fostering discussion when there was confusion; relating the political science to current events.

 68334. He was very knowledgeable. He had interest in the subject and allowed us to engage further with the material. 
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C02. Do you have any suggestions as to how the TA sessions might be improved?

 68327. N/A

 68334. He needs to learn how to make the discussions more engaging. There was a lot of silence at times in the section. 
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Please respond to the following statements and questions using a 5-point scale. Unless otherwise indicated, "5" indicates strong agreement, "1"
indicates strong disagreement, and "3" serves as the midpoint. Leave blank if the question is not applicable. 

Question Mean StDevP Count  1   2   3   4   5 
N01. I attended TA sessions: (5 = regularly; 1 = never) 4.86 0.34 14 0 0 0 2 12
N02. I met with my TA individually: (5 = more than 5 times; 1 = never) 2.20 1.10 15 4 7 2 1 1
N03. The TA was knowledgeable about the course material. 4.73 0.67 15 0 0 2 0 13
N04. The discussion sections were well-organized. 4.60 0.8 15 0 1 0 3 11
N05. The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture. 4.60 0.61 15 0 0 1 4 10
N06. The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter. 4.47 0.71 15 0 0 2 4 9
N07. The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion. 4.29 1.03 14 0 2 0 4 8
N08. The TA was able to effectively explain difficult concepts. 4.67 0.69 15 0 0 2 1 12
N09. The TA was available for individual consultation with students. 4.79 0.41 14 0 0 0 3 11
N10. Overall, how would you rate the TA? (5 = excellent; 1 = poor) 4.80 0.4 15 0 0 0 3 12
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C01. What did you like best about the TA sessions?

 46329. Very organized and helpful with his breakdown of the lectures. Was a pleasure to have him as my TA.

 46332. Honestly it was my favorite section I've ever been too. David was so great in emailing out the material we were going to talk about and
then really explaining and discussing it as a class helped a lot. He also sometimes brought in articles to read in section, and I loved that.

 46342. Reinforced lessons from lecture

 46331. I liked how we went over the readings from the previous weeks's lectures; that came in handy when reviewing for exams and for
general understanding of concepts covered in lecture. 

 46344. very well run. good discussions.

 
46339. I liked how David asked us, what question was the author trying to answer and then we went through what the author's answer was and
how he answered it, it gave me more insight on how to interpret the readings. I also like how every morning David would say lets make a
circle.

 46343. The information covered in section thoroughly covered the concepts from lecture and helped me understand the material from lecture.
We did a great job prepping for tests and I felt like I really understood what was being taught. 

 46335. I thought that the TA was very knowledgable and engaging. Discussion sessions were very helpful, and allowed me to organize the
large volume of information that we learned into neat sections that I could remember more easily.

 46337. Always was in a good mood and at least appeared to truly enjoy teaching. Gave the time required for all students to learn the matter,
good TA.

 46340. They were informative and helpful in reviewing concepts from lecture and the readings.

 46341. N/a

 46345. They were a good recap of the course material and weekly readings. 

 46334. Review of unclear info from lectures and readings
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C02. Do you have any suggestions as to how the TA sessions might be improved?

 46332. clone David. he's the best ta I've ever had

 46342. Handouts outlining course concepts 

 
46331. More discussion would be good but at the same time not everyone participates, so if there was a way to better facilitate that discussion,
it would be nice. Maybe more relation of the concepts in class to current events would be beneficial and help us understand topics better and
in a more practical sense.

 46344. nope!

 46339. If it were possible, review the weeks readings instead of the previous weeks readings

 46343. I felt like most of the time discussion was very limited between just a few of the students and maybe actually calling out on certain
students to speak would be helpful and more engaging. 

 46335. There wasn't much participation, although this was not the fault of the TA, as he attempted to engage students with questions and by
breaking us up into groups. 

 46340. Instead of simply asking questions and then waiting for an answer for a while, try to prompt more discussion.

 46341. N/a

 46345. N/A

 46334. More activities to stimulate student participation 
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Please respond to the following statements and questions using a 5-point scale. Unless otherwise indicated, "5" indicates strong agreement, "1"
indicates strong disagreement, and "3" serves as the midpoint. Leave blank if the question is not applicable. 

Question Mean StDevP Count  1   2   3   4   5 
N01. I attended TA sessions: (5 = regularly; 1 = never) 5.00 0 17 0 0 0 0 17
N02. I met with my TA individually: (5 = more than 5 times; 1 = never) 1.94 0.99 17 7 6 2 2 0
N03. The TA was knowledgeable about the course material. 4.88 0.32 17 0 0 0 2 15
N04. The discussion sections were well-organized. 4.71 0.57 17 0 0 1 3 13
N05. The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture. 4.88 0.32 17 0 0 0 2 15
N06. The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter. 4.71 0.45 17 0 0 0 5 12
N07. The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion. 4.29 0.89 17 0 1 2 5 9
N08. The TA was able to effectively explain difficult concepts. 4.65 0.47 17 0 0 0 6 11
N09. The TA was available for individual consultation with students. 4.63 0.69 16 0 0 2 2 12
N10. Overall, how would you rate the TA? (5 = excellent; 1 = poor) 4.71 0.45 17 0 0 0 5 12
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C01. What did you like best about the TA sessions?

 46358. The sessions were so helpful. We went over the readings and the notes and it was so interesting, amazing, and really helpful for exams
and preparing for lectures.

 46349. David always covered the important readings in a clear way. If I did a reading and didn't understand it, I would after attending
discussion section.

 46359. Overview of the week's readings

 46362. I really liked the ease with which we were able to discuss complex concepts and how the sections always left me with a better
understanding of the readings and material discussed in lecture. I think TAs are important in gov classes and David did a really good job. 

 46348. he covered a great deal of lecture material, and filtered out the unimportant information

 46355. He helped explain difficult concepts better and discussed readings, which was really helpful especially on exams.

 46347. The TA provided everyday examples when explaining the concepts from class which was really helpful.

 46361. The TA sessions were able to cover all the material for the lecture's topic in a short amount of time. I never thought that the sessions
were spending too much or too little time on a certain topic.

 46356. Quick overview of difficult lecture concepts, clarification regarding the readings. 

 46352. They were very casual and prompted easy discussion of the course material. Everyone was able and willing to participate and give
their opinion. 

 46353. They helped to solidify readings and lecture material I would otherwise be not fully understanding of.

 46360. I liked how thoroughly we went over the readings because those were the most difficult part of the course. David made it very clear
what we were discussing and what were the main/important parts of it. This really helped me on exams. 

 46354. I liked that they allowed us to really dig into the specifics of the material and apply concepts from lecture to our readings. It helped to
ground what we learned in lecture which tended to be a bit more global.
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C02. Do you have any suggestions as to how the TA sessions might be improved?

 46358. No. Everything was amazing!

 46349. Encourage more students to participate. The same 3 people answered every question.

 46359. Foster more interaction from the start

 46348. i think that a greater breadth of information could have been covered in discussions

 46357. I would prefer if attendance was not required as part of the grade.

 46355. Grading better on the exam, because I felt I should have been given a few more points on certain areas, but he didn't agree.

 46356. No--the sessions and instructor were excellent. 

 46352. Not really

 46353. Moving a little quicker so that there is time to get to everything.

 46360. It would be more useful if they happened right after we finished a lecture topic instead of being a week behind and occuring in the
middle of the week, between a new lecture week. However, I understand this is a scheduling issue and not the easiest thing to work out. 

 46354. Nope, David was a great TA. 

Cornell University
Course Evaluation Response Summary 
Semester: Spring 2016 Course Owner: GOVT
Course: GOVT 1313 DIS 204 CID: 8863 
Title: Intro To Comparative Politics
Instructor: De Micheli
17 Responses, 17 Enrolled, 100% Response 



Department of Government
TA Evaluation Summary

Govt: 6019 Fall 2015Term:Course:

Corrigan, BryceProfessor:
De Micheli, DavidTA:

5NUMBER OF RECORDS:

______  11.  I attended TA sessions.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______12.  I met with my TA individually.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______13.  The TA was knowledgeable about the course material.
______  14.  The discussion sections were well-organized.
______  15.  The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture.
______  16.  The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter.
______  17.  The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion.
______  18.  The TA was able to explain effectively difficult concepts.
______  19.  The TA was available for individual consultation with students.
______  20.  Overall, how would you rate the TA?  (5 = excellent; 1 = poor)

Teaching Assistants
5.00
3.60

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
4.40
5.00

5.00
5.00



De Micheli, DavidTA:

Department of Government
Comment Summary

Comment 3:  What did you like best about the TA sessions?

number of records 5

Course: Govt: 6019
Term: Fall 2015

The TA was able to effectively condense and communicate technical topics to facilitate student learning.

He reviewed the course in a very clear and intelligible way.

David was very helpful in explaining concepts that were not clear in class and presented examples related to the
homework. He was always willing to talk about assignments in and out of office hours.

The TA sections with David were extremely useful for me. They helped understand the course materials (which for me was
difficult to achieve during classes) and the assignments. In addition, David was very helpful with the software that we 
needed to use for the assignments.

I liked how we worked on assignments in section and how David showed us how to use the data program



Department of Government
Comment Summary

De Micheli, DavidTA: number of records 5

Course: Govt: 6019
Term: Fall 2015

Comment 4:  Do you have any suggestions as to how the TA sessions might be improved?

No suggestions. He seemed prepared but flexible enough to tailor the discussion to student needs.

David is really excellent in the TA sessions. If I have to offer some advice, I wish the TA sessions can be longer so he can 
teach us more.

TA sessions should be synchronized with assignment due dates

No.

I think sections could be improved by using a stata workbook instead of assignments that were made up.









Department of Government
TA Evaluation Summary

Govt: 3293 Spring 2015Term:Course:

Flores-Macias, GustavoProfessor:
De Micheli, DavidTA:

19NUMBER OF RECORDS:

______  11.  I attended TA sessions.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______12.  I met with my TA individually.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______13.  The TA was knowledgeable about the course material.
______  14.  The discussion sections were well-organized.
______  15.  The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture.
______  16.  The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter.
______  17.  The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion.
______  18.  The TA was able to explain effectively difficult concepts.
______  19.  The TA was available for individual consultation with students.
______  20.  Overall, how would you rate the TA?  (5 = excellent; 1 = poor)

Teaching Assistants
4.89
2.21

4.74
4.74
4.68
4.74
4.58
4.63

4.68
4.79



Department of Government
TA Evaluation Summary

Govt: 3665 Fall 2014Term:Course:

Kramnick, IsaacProfessor:
De Micheli, DavidTA:

31NUMBER OF RECORDS:

______  11.  I attended TA sessions.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______12.  I met with my TA individually.  (5 = regularly; 1 = never)
_______13.  The TA was knowledgeable about the course material.
______  14.  The discussion sections were well-organized.
______  15.  The sections effectively reviewed materials covered in lecture.
______  16.  The sections helped me to gain new insight into the subject matter.
______  17.  The TA did a good job of attempting to stimulate student discussion.
______  18.  The TA was able to explain effectively difficult concepts.
______  19.  The TA was available for individual consultation with students.
______  20.  Overall, how would you rate the TA?  (5 = excellent; 1 = poor)

Teaching Assistants
4.94
2.13

3.74
4.60
3.71
4.23
3.87
4.06

3.87
3.77


