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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction 10
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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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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How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderale; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(1f 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 a serious and honest reaction 1
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.
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What part of the course should have received more sttention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?

What parts of the course should have received less atiention? 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 vou rate it this way?
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the various aspects of the course listed below,
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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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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction o
the vasicus aspects of the course listed below.
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which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Wes there enough
diccnssion? Were the lectures any good? Wes the material handled properly?
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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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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 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 appreclate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspacts of the course listed below.
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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 meterial handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?

- ) l":., 3
By wywbds o B beid W i

{..:Ill 'Tll-fl Iir\.l""':“'l-'f" - "Illl{\ V5 Fuatly irlh"“ll'l-ll 1
- RILry | h“‘._‘l W



4a

4b.

What part of the course should have received more attention, 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
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 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 complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and I.'mu't reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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2. 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 expecintions about this course before you took it?
Were those expeciations 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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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?

[r\bﬂ.\ :r-;luasii—' VOO ‘Lnﬂ.ﬂ 'I'_l.'ﬂl'l_"lf_i' f‘:‘- I-'F:.ll.*l'u o, ¥, 4 i'fcl‘.

(If you baven'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 a serious and honest reaction 10
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a strious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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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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4a  What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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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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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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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most? |
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you the least?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general inteyest to 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 evalustion. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction o
the varicus aspects of the course listed below.

L Whatis your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
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4a  What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more

time? What parts interested you the most?

4b.  What pans 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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6. (If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general commenis or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation, We would appreciute a serious and honest reaction
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took 1t?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciaie 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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2. What aboud 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 generzl, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realizad?
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What part of the course should have recelved more nitention, 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
you the least?
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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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(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 8 serious and honest reaction 1o
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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4o What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?

N/A

4bh  What parts of the course should have received less aftention? What paris interested
you the least?
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S. How would you rate this course, in terms of general mterest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rale it this way?
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6. (If you baven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?

N/



DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE

poLs __ 1| lnstructor ‘6 \e (507 Term S puiia  LOIL7
LA R L S—— —5

This is a confidential evaluation. We would apprecinte 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 sbout the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good7? Wes the material handled properly?
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3. In general, what were vour expectations about this course before you took 1t?
Were those expectstions realized?
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What 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
you the least? <+ B g ar ehn
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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 commenis or cumg:-ln:ims?
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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 is your assessment nflthnmadingsused'mthismm?mzhmmy
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 material handled properly?
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3. hmmmymwmmmmbufmnmmm
Were those expectations realizad?
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What part of the course should have recelved more attention, been given more
time? What pasts interested you the most?

—L '“l*ﬂlli'h'-‘*r—' r'JLr |r|'-'j f{ﬂ;,lr} !rl' i ol
I'ni"n;h'li' '.‘f ki L"} r.-""ffl'.,

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would vou rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderzts; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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(1f you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complamnts?
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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.
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which vou found particularly useful (or useless)?
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2. What ehout the cless meetings did you find interesting? Was there encugh
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Wes the msterial handled propesly?
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C 8 In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were (hose 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?

1l

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? ugh; high-to-

mnderﬂcmu-d:nﬂ:;]uw‘ Why do you 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?
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This is a confidennal evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanious aspects of the course listed below.

3 “’hﬂisywwmlnfthcmnﬂngsused[uthlsm?ﬁmlhu:my
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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B What about the cless meetings did you find interesting? Was there encugh
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?
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Were those expectations realized?
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time? What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What pants interestad

you the least?
i\

How would you rate this course, in terms of general mierest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderats; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rante it this way?
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(I 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 a serious and honest reaction to

the various aspects of the course listed below.

1. Wh}ﬂmmﬂtnfmcmdm;susedinmhm?mmmy
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?

3 [n general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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ion. We would apprecisie a serious and bonest reaction to
the Fanous aspects of the course listad below

1 Ehﬂis}wmmemafﬂnmadmpundhmhm?ﬂmﬂucmr
which you found particulesly useful (or useless)?

2. What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectires any good? Was the material handled properly?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most? Wi rqu-'ﬁ"ﬂrff.ra 5

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 mlerest 10 vou? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you raie it this way?
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(1f you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general commenis or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanious aspects of the course lisied below.

1. “’hﬂh}wmnfﬁwrudingsundinthhww?mmn:mr
which you found perticularly useful (or useless)?
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2, What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there encugh
discussion? Were the lectores any good? Was the matesial handled proparly?
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3, In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expecistions realized?
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4n  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 bave 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; 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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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate 1 serious and honest reaction to
the various aspacts of the course listed below.

1. “’hﬂh}ﬂrmmmfmﬂmdingsuudinﬂﬂ;mum?mm:mmr
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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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?

NoR

What parts of the course should have receved less atterrion? What parts interested

you the [east?
Non

How would you rate this course, in terms of general mterest to you? high; high-to-
moderats; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rete it this way?

hah to modergte

(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 a serious and bonest reaction 10
the various aspects of the course listed below.

1.
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which you found particularly useful (or useless)?  Le
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Whai about the clzss meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled pTy?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
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4o What part of the course should have received more allention, 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
vou the least?
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Y How would you rate this course, in terms of general mterest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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6. (Ifyou haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
melﬂwd?.ﬁn}' general comments or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation, We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction fo
the various aspects of the course listed below.

1. Ehﬂh}wmnlufmtmﬂhpmmmhm?mmmmy

which you found pmimluly useful (or useless)? |
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3. In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?

Were those expectstions realized?
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4a  What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more

time? What parts interested you the most?
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How would you rate this course, in terms of generel interest to you? high; high-to-
moderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rat 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 a serfous and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.

I, Whatis 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 cless 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, whal were your expectations about this course before you tock u1?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more

4a
time? What parts interested you the mast?
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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 temms of general interest 1o you? high; high-to-

moderate: moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this w=y?
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6. (If you haven't already snswered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?

[ Mojbe Desten pop o =
forc P&chr § Herpt 7o Efjﬁ-ﬂt.)

but eHain. herr Anss on Te +eat |
gﬂlnlf\ﬂ Aom C s
Fﬁi‘HD ﬂpjuj(lul" Prpf_ Emﬂﬁ".[.'w e

JFQ“ F"?ﬂ-*.-ﬂ.f-d }! wed & boat
ne maten#. ‘



DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
POLS % L'? lastructor  [2Ur L OX Tem '-’-"_,Fr-: ‘t:} 201 7~

This is a confidential evalustion. We would appreciate o serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.

1. %Mhmnmﬂnfﬂumﬂnpmﬂlnlhhm?hﬂhﬂ:uf
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 lectires any good? Was the materisl handled properly?
L eoprrey wtde U C=Ad VYo begr Mmoo

‘e lalebi @ Guepnv, car€ G e e f?“H*J

3. hgmﬂwﬂmmwmmﬁmhﬁnwumﬂﬂ
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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What parts of the course should have received less atiention? 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; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you mate it this way?
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(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
mnproved? Any general comments or complaints?
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