
Student IA Evaluation for Kurtis Scott Gilliat
Department of Economics

Spring 2024 ECON 3 - Principles of Macroeconomics (Crane, Meredith Helen)

Enrollment: 321
Responses: 32 (9.97% response rate)

Scoring Methodology
A numerical value is assigned to each response in the standard Likert Scale used for evaluations:
Strongly Agree (5), Agree (4), Neither Agree Nor Disagree (3), Disagree (2), Strongly Disagree
(1). Responses marked “No Opinion/Not Applicable” are excluded from mean calculations.

1. The Instructional Assistant graded fairly and consistently.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
59.4% Positive
3.1% Negative

4.43 ± 0.95 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 32 (100.00%)
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2. I went to the Instructional Assistant's office hours.
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3. The Instructional Assistant's assistance during office hours was well-informed, clearly
presented and valuable.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
46.9% Positive
3.1% Negative

4.1 ± 1.04 (Agree) 4 (Agree) 32 (100.00%)
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4. In general, material covered during office hours was beneficial and helpful in my overall
understanding of the course.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
71% Positive

6.5% Negative
3.97 ± 1.09 (Agree) 4 (Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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5. I went to the Instructional Assistant's discussion sections.

 12.9%

 87.1%Yes (27)

No (4)

Not Applicable (0)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

No Response: 1



Student IA Evaluation ECON 3 - Principles of Macroeconomics , Crane, Meredith Helen, Spring 2024
Page 4

6. The Instructional Assistant came prepared and well organized to lead discussion sections.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
83.9% Positive
3.2% Negative

4.35 ± 0.93 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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7. The Instructional Assistant presented course material clearly and answered questions
accurately at discussion sections.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
83.9% Positive
6.5% Negative

4.23 ± 0.97 (Agree) 4 (Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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8. In general, discussion sections enhanced my understanding of the course material.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
90.3% Positive
6.5% Negative

4.39 ± 0.94 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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9. I went to the Instructional Assistant's midterm exam review session(s).
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10. The Instructional Assistant came prepared and well organized to exam reviews.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
48.4% Positive
3.2% Negative

4.26 ± 1.07 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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11. The Instructional Assistant presented course material clearly and answered questions
accurately at exam reviews.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
54.8% Positive
3.2% Negative

4.3 ± 1.00 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 31 (96.88%)

 35.5%

 3.2%

 6.5%

 19.4%

 35.5%Strongly Agree (11)

Agree (6)

Neither Agree Nor Disagree (2)

Disagree (0)

Strongly Disagree (1)

Not Applicable (11)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

No Response: 1



Student IA Evaluation ECON 3 - Principles of Macroeconomics , Crane, Meredith Helen, Spring 2024
Page 7

12. In general, exam reviews enhanced my understanding of the course material.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
71% Positive

9.7% Negative
4 ± 1.24 (Agree) 4 (Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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13. The Instructional Assistant was approachable, courteous and showed interest and
concern for students' learning and understanding.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
87.1% Positive
3.2% Negative

4.38 ± 0.85 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 31 (96.88%)
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14. I would recommend this Instructional Assistant to other students.

% Positive/Negative Mean (SD) Median Response Count
84.4% Positive
6.3% Negative

4.31 ± 0.98 (Agree) 5 (Strongly Agree) 32 (100.00%)
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15. Do you have any other comments to add to your evaluation?
Please keep your comments constructive and professional, abiding by the Principles of
Community

Didn't explain things well in discussion sections, not very approachable

Great

He is very friendly and supportive of those needing help with the material.

No offense to him, but he is a bad TA . I did not bother to go to his discussions, but I am
glad I did not waste my time in there. Even watching his discussion videos gives me a
headache. He should first of all wear a mic, because I recount two discussion days where he
forgot to wear it. Secondly, his discussion sessions where he is supposed to go over the
homework is hard to follow as he writes on the blackboard with very little to no organization.
He might be good at answering questions and all, but just going over the homework in an
effective manner is something he can improve on.

Only using the black board for homework problems was a bit hard to follow. Using the
projector with either text or writing is a lot easier to follow.

Really great TA and wanted students to learn the concepts. Often went the extra step to help
students out as well!

Thank you!!



Student IA Evaluation ECON 3 - Principles of Macroeconomics , Crane, Meredith Helen, Spring 2024
Page 9

The only con is that he didn't have a device to project his work. So his teaching style was
very old-fashioned, which there isn't anything bad with. But sometimes he would keep going
and in the discussion podcasts, since there is a 10 minute interval between each, whatever
was said in that 10 minutes, I would be clueless about what happened because he would
keep going, so if you have this IA, I recommend going in person rather than watching the
podcasts!

The data and comments provided in this report are unfiltered and unedited, and do not necessarily reflect the opinions of
instructors, the teaching department, Academic Affairs, or UC San Diego. Responses and comments are made available
without auditing or editing, and they may not be modified or deleted, to ensure that each evaluator has an opportunity to
express their opinion.

Confidential support for reading and interpreting student feedback is available through the Teaching and Learning Commons.
Click here to schedule a one-on-one consultation, or email engagedteaching@ucsd.edu.

If you feel that comments constitute harassment or discrimination, then please file a report with the Office for the Prevention of
Harassment and Discrimination (OPHD). Because these comments are provided anonymously, it is unlikely that any action
can be taken. However, OPHD will record and review these reports in order to assess whether SET comments are a cause for
concern.

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdAyLejgjCUJgOwIn7uRNbV4wcoZZZG9i_U-s2dKVLYDHIN1g/viewform
mailto:engagedteaching@ucsd.edu

