
Student Evaluation: BASC2001 Object Lessons: 
Communicating Knowledge through Collections – 
Seminars 

 

The following feedback responses are for all of the PGTAs (Yunci Cai, Misha Ewen, 
Stacy Hackner and Ruth Slatter) and are based on the 18 evaluation forms that were 
completed. Not all students responded to every question. 35 students were enrolled 
on the module. 

Please mark chosen answer with an “X” 
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agree 
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disagree 
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disagree 
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disagree 

Not 
applicable 

The PGTA has arrived on time for all seminars 15 2 0 0 0 0 

Seminars were generally well-prepared and well 
presented 8 6 1 1 0 0 

The PGTA has a good grasp of the subject matter and 
was able to communicate this in an interesting way 10 6 1 0 0 0 

The PGTA was friendly and approachable and helped 
me to understand the subject matter delivered in the 
main lectures of the course 

11 4 2 0 0 0 

The PGTA’s hand-outs / teaching aids were useful and 
pertinent to the subject 3 7 2 0 0 5 

The PGTA encourages students to participate during 
the seminars and facilitated good discussion within the 
group 

7 8 2 0 0 0 

The PGTA had a good knowledge of UCL procedures, 
such as coursework deadlines, essay requirements, 
penalties for late submission, attendance rules 

9 3 4 0 0 0 

 
 

Additional Comments  

 

 Very helpful PGTA (Yunci Cai) with a good knowledge of museum collections. No 

teaching aids but very useful and interesting emails sent by our PGTA. 

 

 Very enthusiastic contributor (Stacy Hackner) to the course. Effectively drew our 

attention to useful sources. Answered questions in a very relevant way. Thank you 

so much! 

 
 There were too many basic skills seminars (oral presentation). Early seminars 

involving objects were great. Too many PGTAs approaching groups during class 



time – almost suffocating. First project was cool. Second project was kind of 

confusing – too much multimedia.  

 
 Seminars were very engaging and gave hands on experience.  

 
 The PGTA (Misha Ewen) sometimes seemed to just babysit our groups without 

offering anything that moved us forward as a group. They would sometimes 

interrupt our group in asking about our topic and asking us things we had already 

discussed rather than facilitating discussion.  

 
 Mostly good and useful but a bit slow at the start of term (e.g. seminar on 

cataloguing came too late and didn’t add much). All PGTAs were very 

approachable! 

 
 I really liked the seminars when we got to engage with the objects and it was very 

interesting to learn about the objects from the curators. However, there was quite a 

lot of empty time in some seminars – it would probably be more effective to have a 

1.5 hour seminar.  

 
 The seminars were a good time to discuss what was learned in the lecture on 

Tuesday. However, I think the seminars can explore the readings in more detail 

and what theory is behind object lessons. Sometimes it felt as if the seminars were 

stretching for long periods of time without delving into material.  

 
 They were very supportive and helpful! 

 
 Positive: assignment was tasked and turned over very quickly. All staff were 

accommodating and helpful. Negative: the assessment criteria were not very clear 

for the exhibition / presentation. This might have been deliberate to facilitate a 

creative process, but in an environment where our evaluation is strongly 

quantitative, this is actually quite daunting.  

 
 Smaller classes would have been better and split into object groups – also help 

during the creation of the presentation and MyPortfolio would be better.  


