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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciite a serious and honest reaction 10
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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 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 baven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
immproved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
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How would you rate this course, in terms of general inierest to you? high; high-to-
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What part of the course should have received more atication, 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 to
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 mosi?
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you the least?
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How would sou rate this course, in izrms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
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This is a confidential evaluation We would apprecizie a serious and honest reaction 1o
the varicus aspects of the course listed below.
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which you found partcularly useful (or useless)?
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2. What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Wes there enough
discussion? Were the leciures any good? Wes the material handled properdly?
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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?

Ouere.ll Cou B0 ol L-'ﬂ%;ﬁ-r“fﬂ’ welf.

What paris of the course should have received less atiention? 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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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciaie a serious and honest reaction tc
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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5. How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high; high-to-
moderats; moderats; 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 a serious and honest reaction o
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 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 11?7
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more atteation, 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
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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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(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?

What parts of the course should have received less gttention? 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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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 you found particularly useful (or useless)?

2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures sny good? Was the materal handled properiy?
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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 ¥ 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 evalustion. Wo would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.
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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 hexdled properly?
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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 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 confidential evaluation We would appreciate a serious 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? Wes there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material hendled 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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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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