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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.

L. What is vour assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found panticularly 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 11?

Were those expectations realized?
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4b.

What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
tume” 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 o 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 a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below,

B What is 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 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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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
vou the least?

Lt ’jh'fﬁ 'r-wlé fl'if'"’i

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 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 1s your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
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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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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3a. What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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4b.  Whal parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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A 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 a serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.

L. What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
whach you found particularly useful (or useless)?

2 What aboul 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 tock it?

Were those expectations realized?
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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 of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly uselul (or useless)?
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2, What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any pood? Was the material handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before vou took it?
Were those expeciations realized?
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4 a. 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
vou the least?

"““1‘1 by on 4o Sy Wslort <l st4.
\LT __:;L' s my 5

0

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 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 apprecinte a serious and honest reaction to
the vanious 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 uselul (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 mmmal handled pmpcﬂ},r?
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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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DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
POLS __:‘:- ¢f  Instructor _e_a‘ufdfh‘_i__ Term 4\l

This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects ol 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)?

pretty  welyl
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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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[n general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?



4a

4b

What part of the course should have recelved more altention, 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?

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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DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction ta
the vanous aspects of the course listed below,

ka2

What is vour assessmenlt 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 interestng? Was thers 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 1t?
Were those expectations realized?
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4 a

4b

What part of the course should have received more atiention, been given more
tinte? What parts interested you the most?

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

l
. b

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?

gl

(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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DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE

POLS _°7.  Instructor _ Edwirriae Term  tay 4017

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

L What 1s your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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Z 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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L

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 1t this way?

(If you haven’t already answered this) How do you think thus course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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Thus is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various 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 useful (or useless)?

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 expectations realized?
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4a

4b.

What part of the course should have received more altention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?

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

How would you rate this course, in lerms of general interest to you? high, high-to-
mederate; moderate, moderate-to-low, low. Why do vou rate it this way?
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Flf you haven’t already answered (his) How do you tunk this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This is a conlidential evaluation. We would appreciate o serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects ol 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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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 expeclations realized?
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LA

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-
moderale; moderate; modemite-lo-low; low Why do you rate it this way?
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(Il you haven’t already answered this) How do vou think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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-

-,
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This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanious aspects of the course listed below.,

k. 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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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the materal handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
Were those expactations realized?
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What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
ume” What parts interested you the most?
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What parts of the course should have received less atiention? What pm{ interested Oo .
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How would you rale this course, in terms of general interest to you? hgh, hugh-to-
maoderate, 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
mproved? Any general comments or complains?
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This is a contidential evaluation. We would appreciate n serious and honest reaction to
the various agpects of the course listed below,

[ 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 an:,' gund'? Was the material handled pmpﬂ[)r’?
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3. In generul, what were your expectations about this course before you took it?
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time? What parts interested vou the most?

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
vou the lcast?

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?

H. 4.

(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 senious and honest reaction to
the various 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 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?

g =
5
L%
'l-:\
j*

i 'y : ! ¢
. - N '_ 1 f’r"'- = " .._:..f l_ 1--_-. _‘_"': = -‘}_ ' .J'.r-.:}-_# }
- | -

In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took n?
Were those expectations realized?
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4 a.

4 b

What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What pants interested you the most?

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

How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest 1o you? high; high-to-
moderale, moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?

Y hﬁﬁ\ to  Wadoate

(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complainis?
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DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE

POLS j_f._f-‘ CO%  nswructor & Fop e ene  Term Fﬂ 17

This is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below,
. What 1s your assessmenl of the readings used in this course? Are there any
~ 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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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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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested

you the least?
Ll

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?

;.,465,;4.. fawp‘a?‘.iq?hpﬁ sl ..«27 v X =0

(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this course mught be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE
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This is a confidential evaluation, We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the vanous aspects of the course listed below.

1. What is vour 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 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?

W heve Ved Jo faver The rrr,-*t t‘I‘IJJ I(-‘...- here snd

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
yvou 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 appreciate a serious and honest reaction 1o
the varous aspects of the course listed below.

1. What 1s 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?
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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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me? '\\"hat parts interested you the most?
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\hat parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
ou the least?

A

low would you rate this course, in terms of general interest to you? high, high-to-
oderate; moderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?
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f you haven’t already answered this) How do you think this course might be
nproved? Any general comments or complaints?



Ihis is a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate a serious and honest reaction to
the various aspects of the course listed below.

k. What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?

ent | o / L +

~Zny @y H\Frtad*ryf, Dverall b

fod Soe i (g deate o bave)
tv E{f’f r(h;"t,f{jﬁ

2 What about th¥ class meetings did¥ou find interesting? Was 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 before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?

- CXpec ladions  vece by be Gole
\v malke o (aweCan  hebween Spets
Avd Wlitice ol le [mt.;.--?j AT b i S

ol s Lk - o
hgh :n A0 Uff EU'PH‘F 4 ’\_“5‘.\-‘ LM-.}u.f((

= £ ?e’(\(q—llm.( veay (B’r

(OVER)
37142012

——



What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time? What parts interested you the most?
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4 a.

4b  What parts of the course should have received less attention? What pants interested
you the least?
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5. How would you rale this course, in terms of general interest to you? high, hi gh-to-
moderale; 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
impreved? Any general comments or complaints?
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This 1s a confidential evaluation. We would appreciate o 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
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?

2 What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the material handled properly?

-\l{@"" 5.
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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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4a

4b

Whst part of the course should have recenved more sftention, been grvea mose
tume” What parts interested you the most?
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cikond N

What parts of the course should have received less attention” What parts inferested
vou the least?

How would youo rate this course, in terms of peneral interest w0 you? lugh: lngh<o-
moderate; moxderate; moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate &t thes way?

\l\t-h ~Yoruhb

(If you haven't already answered this) How do you think this coarse might be
mmproved? 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 What 1s your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
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 pood? Was the material handled properly?

Kﬁv,rrr‘mk \ 5 N E A b-ﬂ ©in o é._ L ol e 1.?J eA

No e tead |

3. In general, what were your expeciations about this course before you took it?
Were those expectations realized?
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What part of the course should have received mare 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?

N gt n \5

How would you rate this course, in terms of general tnterest 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 o serious and honest reaction to
the various 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)?

"j hnaudn‘ "‘-htj W ol |nau,_-,iJI’ hed
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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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: 5 In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took n?
Were those expectations realized?
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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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4b. What parts of the course should have received less uttention? What parts interested
vou 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 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 coafidential evaluation. We would appreciate a 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 vou found pm'ucu]uﬂ} useful (or uaclm L0 Ld ‘
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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 vou took it?
Were Lhose expectations realized?
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4a  Whai pan of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time”? What party interested you the most?

4b What parts of the course should have received less altention? What parts inlerested
you the least?

- How would you rate this course, in terms of general interest 1o you? high; high-lo-
moderate, moderate; moderate-to-low; low  Why do you rate il this way?
oWy \pcowst \F Kef TN\ engaced.
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6. (If youhaven't already answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints? }r"
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Ihis is a confidential evaluation We would appreciate n serious and honest reaction o
the vartcus aspects of the course listed below,

I What is your assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you tound 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 matenial handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before vou took 1t?
Were those expectations realized?
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4b.

What part of the course should have received more attention, been given more
time” What parts interested you the most?

Mure Ctation L\ yween (lg a~ A
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?

s hay St

How would vou rate this course, 1n terms of genernl interest o you? high; high-to-
moderale; moderate, moderate-to-low; low. Why do you rate it this way?

HEJK

{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 10
the various aspects of the course listed below,

y. A

3.

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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What about the class meetings did you find interesung? Was there enough
discussion? Were the lectures any good? Was the matenal handled properly?
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In general, what were your expectations about this course before you took 117
Were those expectations reallzed?
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4a

4b.

What part ol the course should have received more attention, been given more
time” What parts interested you the most?

r\‘-'-l'l L "W l"l I"Ilrl-- ‘—r.'__i

What parts of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?
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How would you mte this course, in terms of gencral interest to you? high; hugh-to-
moderate, moderale, moderate-to-low, low. Why do you raie 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 n serious and honest reaction 10
the various aspects of the course listed below,

What is vour assessment of the readings used in this course? Are there any
which you found particularly useful (or useless)?
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What zbout the class m ngs 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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4b

What part of the course should have recelved more attention, been given more
time! What parts interested vou the most?
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What pants of the course should have received less attention? What parts interested
you the least?

Hlﬁhﬂ""j of spA 1P

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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(1f you haven’t already answered this) How do vou think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complants?
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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 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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What about the class meetings did you find interesting? Was there encugh
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 vou took 11?
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?
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What parts of the course should have received less attention? 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 1t this way?
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(If you haven't alrcady answered this) How do you think this course might be
improved? Any general comments or complaints?
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