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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate & sericus and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.

1. What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which vou found particularly usefu! (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attentlon, been given more

time? What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should bave received less attention? What parts interested

you the least? )
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest 10 you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already snswered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general commenls or complaints?
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This is & confidential evaluation. We would apprecinte a serious and honest reaction 0
the various aspecis of the coumse listed below,
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which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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3 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Wes the material handled properly?
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took 117
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more altention, been given more
time? What paris interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
yeou the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate, moderate, moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate 4 serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.

1. What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expeciations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less ariention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-

moderate: moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
r / A wee! 01
Y- § AR £ A &
i L'I
RSP o e g
# fj.l'-. | [ A
&'4_] ’!.. L I...I

(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is @ confidential evaluation. We would appreclate a serious and bonest reaction 1o
the vanous aspects of e course listed below,

1. What is your sssessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the malerial handled properly?
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: P In general, what were your expectations about this course before you ook it?
Were those expectations realized?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciale a serious and honest reaction 10
the various aspects of the course listed below,
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which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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. What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the matenal handled properly?
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i In general, what were your expectations about this course before you ook it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts ioteresied you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate, moderate-to-low; low. Why do vou rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is 3 confidential evaluation. We would oppreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.,

1. What is;ﬂmmsmcn[cfthcmndlngsumd in this course? Are there any
which }fmlfnuud particularly useful (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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3 In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more

time] What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less aftention? What parts inlerested
you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation We weuld appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed helow,

1. What is vour assesstnent of the readings used in this course? Are (here any
which you found pam-:ularlv useful [ or uscless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough

- discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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3. In geperal, what were your expectations aboulthismur:sa before you took it?

Were those expectations realized?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction o
the various aspects of the course listed below.

1. What is your assessment of the readings used in this courss? Are there any
wiuch vou found particularly nseful (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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Wwhat part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
ime? What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
vou the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest 1o you? high; hugh-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciale a serious and honest reaction to

the various aspects of the course listed below.
What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any

E;
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough

2
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?

Were those expectations realized?
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da What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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4b. What parts of the course should have received less artention? What parts interested

you the least?
Nowvt €
5. How would you rale this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-

moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate 1t this way?

(If you haven’t already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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Ihis is a confidental evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction (o
the various aspects of the course listed below.

1. What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
wiuch you found particularly usefu] (or useless)?

veadey s were Halgful L v o JArd .-
il\_l
b ¢ Cle't e taved  Tha, rnaere 200K

J {E‘-.‘.!r&. ek CbTT  pavH (uiay! q VAR fe |

2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discusston? Were the lectures any good? Was the matenial handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
tme? What parts interested you the most?

Yiet riraa el oy 2wl it of r-'»#:f-“l

()

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven’t already answered this) How do vou think tlus course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?



DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCTENCE

' Lyl s
poLs -l Instructor 5 AL 2O 18 i

This is a confidential evaluation. We wo uld appreciale a serious and bonest reaction 1o
{he various aspects of the course listed below,
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which you found particularly useful {or useless)?
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What part of the course should have recelved more ahention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
vou the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; mederate; moderate-to-low: low Why do you rate it this way?
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improved? Any general comments or complainis?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.

What 15 your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?

3
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more atlention, been given more
tume” Whal parts interested you the most?

What paris of the course should have received less attention? What parts inierested
you the least?

How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
mederate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do vou rate it this way?

(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?

l. o - L il B Tl f I_L.'.f



oA | WIS 4 I PPl |-, SRR b
POLS _ 14 3 Instructor =1 Y, __{_G:)*I _ Term Jf-“f’JLL.L. u'_Qﬂiﬂ
[hus is a ,_pnndcnunl evaluation. 'We would sppreciale a serious and honest reaction to
the varjous aspects of ‘the course listed below,

What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any

which vou found particularly useful (m useless)? :
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3 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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4b. What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested

you the least?
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5 How would vou rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-

moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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6. (If you haven’t already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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[his is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction lo
he various aspects of the course listed below.

| What i your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find inferesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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Lo general, what were your expectations about this course before you ook it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more aniention, been given mare
time? What parts interested you the most?

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?

How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate 1t this way?
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(If you haven’t already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or com plaints?
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This 15 a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the varous aspects of the course listed below,

1 What is vour assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?

“rofessors  numoer, fl‘l[’,jf;nfjfﬁ‘.ﬁﬁi' N Cln ¢

3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you ook 117

Were those expeciations realized?
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4 a What part of the course should have received more attention, been given mors
ume? What parts interested you the most?

4 b What parts of the course should have received less attention? What paris interested
vou the leas1?

- How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest 1o you? high; high-to-
moderate; mederate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This 15 a confidenual evaluation. We would appreciule a serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.

1. ﬁ'halis}*ﬂurasaﬂmmnfﬂnrmdingsused{nthismumc?hmthﬂumy
which yeu found particularly useful (or useless)?
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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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In general, what were vour expectations about
Were those expectations realized?
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this course before you took it?



da What part of the course sheuld have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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4b. What parts of the course should have received less atention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interast to you? high, bigh-to-
moderaic; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you thipk this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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15 12 3 contideneal evalualion We would appreciale a serious and honest reaction Lo
the variows aspects of the course listed belaw.

1. What is your assessment of the readiogs used In this eoarse? Are there any
which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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What about the ¢lass meetings did you find interesting? Wes there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the matenal handled properly?
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course befere you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What pans interested you the most!
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ib What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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5 How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderats; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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6. (If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?



