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Overall Evaluation of the MA Programme “English Studies: Literature and Culture” 

19th and 20th Century Literature & Culture: Representations of Marginality and Exclusion 

2023-2025 

Through Google Forms 

Total number of responses: 13 

 

PRIOR TO ENTERING THE MA PROGRAMME  

 

The written entrance exam served its purpose to indicate your background knowledge in specific areas 

of study and your academic potential.  

13 responses 

 

The interview/oral exam allowed you fair time and opportunity to be assessed for academic merit and 

language proficiency.  

13 responses 

 

The students appear satisfied with the selection process for their entrance into the programme, rating it 

with “excellent” and “very good”. There is only one deviation from the response trend to the question 

regarding the interview, which was rated with “good”. 
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THE PROGRAMME OF STUDIES 

 

Did the way the curriculum was organised meet the aims and objectives of the programme?  

13 responses 

 

Was your academic and/or professional background helpful for coping with the postgraduate courses?  

13 responses 

 

Were the types of courses offered adequately specialised, up-to-date, stimulating?  

13 responses 
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How would you assess the relevance of the programme to future research or professional 

advancement?  

13 responses 

 

All students provided a highly positive evaluation for the structure and organisation of the programme 

as well as the course content, with ratings ranging from “very good” to mostly “excellent.” Apart from 

1 deviating response, all students have also valued greatly the programme’s direct connection to 

previously acquired knowledge. Furthermore, the vast majority of respondents (10 out of 13) rated the 

alignment of the programme with their future professional aspirations and plans as “excellent”. 

 

Please identify the course(s) you found the most satisfactory and specify the reasons.  

13 responses  

Based on the analysis of 13 responses, the overall evaluation of the programme’s courses is highly 

positive, with several respondents indicating that all courses meet their objectives and contribute to the 

programme’s broader goals. The students consistently emphasized the academic rigor, methodological 

clarity, and supportive learning environment provided by the instructors. Several courses stood out as 

particularly satisfactory, underscoring the programme’s strengths. Specifically, the course 

“Decolonial Approaches to Contemporary Caribbean Writing: Narratives of Dispossession, Migration 

and Return” was mentioned 6 times, “Space and Mobility in Nineteenth-Century Anglophone 

Literature” 4 times, “Modernism, Marginality and Dissidence” 4 times, “Comics and the Graphic 

Novel” 3 times, and the courses “Research Methodology” and “Madness in Literature” 2 times each. 

Please identify any course(s) that may not have met the objectives (goals, aims, range of topics) of 

their respective syllabi and/or the overall aims of the programme, and explain why you think so.  

13 responses 

According to 8 responses, all courses were entirely satisfactory and successful in achieving their 

learning objectives. 2 remarks were made regarding the workload of the course “Madness in Literature” 

in relation to its content. A similar remark was made about “Modernism, Marginality and Dissidence.” 

Moreover, there was a recommendation to extend the “Research Methodology” course from one to two 

semesters in order to better support students during the writing of their MA Dissertation. 
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Identify and evaluate the extra-curricular events (lectures, symposia, conferences) you attended. 

Please include feedback on the series of postgraduate seminars that was offered by the department 

during your studies. 

13 responses 

Regarding the events organised during the programme’s 2-year period: 

Most responses offered very positive feedback on all the events organised during the MA programme 

cycle (2023-25), in which students participated. Several respondents specifically mentioned attending 

a) the international Derrida Today Conference, organised by the Derrida Today association, which took 

place in June 2025, b) the seminars delivered by Mabel Moraña in May 2025, and c) the lectures by 

Kumiko Kiuchi and Naomi Wallace. Moreover, one response makes reference to the CIVIS postgraduate 

course “Postracial Transmodernities” (Athens, April 4–11, 2025), while another response mentions 

online lectures organised by the Hellenic Association for the Study of English (HASE) and workshops 

organised by Aristotle University of Thessaloniki (AUTH). Many students found the Doctoral 

Candidates’ Symposium organised by the Department of English Language and Literature (NKUA) 

particularly interesting and useful—especially those considering continuing to doctoral studies—as 

well as the Symposium featuring alumni from the previous MA programme cycle (2021-23). Overall, 

there is a strong sense of satisfaction with the events, both in terms of their themes and excellent 

organisation, as well as with the highly positive experience students have gained through participating 

in international conferences and attending seminars/lectures delivered by international scholars. 

 

Course Components and Objectives 

 

The use of theory in your courses. 

13 responses 
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Specialised research in authors, literary periods, and theoretical fields/cultural movements. 

13 responses 

 

Innovative interpretative methods/methodologies. 

13 responses 

 

Promotion of original research and critical thinking 

13 responses 

 

The majority of students rated the quality of the course content from “very good” (15.4%) to “excellent” 

(the vast majority at 76.9%). 
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Student Assessment 

Presentations (if applicable) 

13 responses 

 

Tests (if applicable) 

11 responses 

 

Weekly assignments (if applicable) 

12 responses 
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Research papers (if applicable) 

13 responses 

 

Research projects (if applicable) 

11 responses 

 

Final exam (if applicable) 

7 responses 

 

The vast majority (92.3%) of students evaluated the research papers, written assignments, and oral 

presentations very positively. Weekly assignments, tests, and final exams received a 58.3% level of 

approval. 
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MA Dissertation 

 

Availability of your supervisor 

13 responses 

 

Supervisor’s guidance in helping you identify the goals and scope of your research 

13 responses 

 

Usefulness of supervisor’s feedback 

13 responses 
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Timeliness of supervisor’s feedback 

13 responses 

 

Supervisor’s guidance in helping you find relevant bibliography and resources 

13 responses 

 

It is noteworthy that the dissertation writing process was received an overall rate of “excellent” by 

almost all students (92.3%; 12 out of 13 responses). 

Resources 

 

Printed material in the library 

13 responses 
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Digital bibliographical databases 

13 responses 

 

Interlibrary loan (if applicable) 

10 responses 

 

While the library’s book collection was rated rather moderately, the digital services received more 

positive feedback. 

Academic and practical assistance 

 

Instructors 

13 responses 
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Secretarial staff 

13 responses 

 

Peers 

13 responses 

 

The vast majority of students rated the programme’s professors and peers as “excellent”: the former at 

84.6%, that is, 11 out of 13 responses) and the latter at 92.3%, that is 12 out of 13 responses. 

Additionally, most students appreciated the support and assistance provided by the administrative staff. 

Overall assessment of the programme 

How would you rate the programme as a whole? 

13 responses 

 

Overall, the programme was evaluated extremely positively, with 76.9% rating it as “excellent” and 

15.4% as “very good.” 
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Suggest specific ideas for the improvement of the programme   

13 responses 

While a few students felt that the programme requires little to no changes, the overall feedback received 

suggests that relatively small, strategic adjustments—particularly regarding time management issues, 

infrastructures of support, and workload distribution—could significantly enhance the overall student 

experience. 

 

Key Recommendations for Programme Improvement: 

• More time for the Dissertation: Either extend the submission deadline or convert the MA 

into a 2-year programme of study (4 instead of 3 semesters) to allow students to dedicate 

more time on their studies in a more substantive and less pressured manner.  

• Possibility of extension of study period: Official institutional flexibility for students to 

extend the duration of their studies by 1 semester due to heavy workload. 

• More interdisciplinary approach: Include more forms of art (e.g. theatre, cinema, painting) 

and multimedia research in the curriculum. 

• Better management of deadlines and workload: Reorganise the programme in order to 

avoid accumulation of assignments and overlapping deadlines. 

• Enhancement of interculturality: Involve professors and doctoral candidates from abroad in 

the core curriculum, not only in the extra-curricular events. 

• Enhancement of co-teaching methodologies (e.g. student-led teaching) in specific subject 

areas. 

• Increased focus on digital literacy: Training on bibliography management tools (e.g. Zotero 

and Mendeley) as well as organisation of research as from the start of the programme or right 

before work on the dissertation starts. Moreover, organisation of relevant workshops by the 

library staff at the very beginning of the MA programme cycle.  

• Provision of supportive materials, e.g., samples of research papers to guide students in their 

research paper writing. 

 

SUMMARY OF COURSE EVALUATION OF THE MA PROGRAMME 2023-2025 

 

Fall Semester 2023-2024 

Courses taught: 

1. Theoretical and Cultural Approaches to Anglophone Literature of the 19th and 20th 

Centuries – Methodology of Scientific Research 

2. Modernisms and 21st Century 

3. Madness in Anglophone Literature of the 19th and 20th Centuries 
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1. Methodology of Scientific Research: Theoretical and Cultural Approaches to 

Anglophone Literature of the 19th and 20th Centuries 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Asimina Karavanta 

Seminar Leaders: Angelos Evangelou, Christina Dokou 

 

13 responses 

The course received an overall rating of 4 and met the expectations of the students at a level of 4. The 

learning objectives of the course regarding research methodology, particularly in relation to exposure 

to theoretical texts and contemporary thinkers in the part of the course which was taught by Ms. 

Karavanta, were evaluated very positively in the open-ended questions. Overall, the course was 

evaluated as especially useful and necessary, with the students gaining knowledge and practical training 

in research essay writing and utilizing theoretical texts. Students recommended that more time be 

allocated to the reading of the novel studied, which some found particularly complex, as well as to the 

reading of theoretical texts, so that students can achieve a better assimilation and a deeper understanding 

of the material. 

In the open-ended questions, concerns were raised about the seminar on narratology led by Mr. 

Evangelou, as its link with the main body of the course taught by Ms. Karavanta was not clear. Concerns 

were also expressed about the seminars led by Ms. Dokou, which were dedicated to presentation skills 

and the preparation of a mock conference presentation. 

Furthermore, the link between the 3 parts of the course was not clear. In the open-ended responses, 

questions were raised about the functionality and coherence of the modular structure of the course, and 

the opinion was expressed that the course should be taught by a single instructor with exclusive focus 

on the central text and the theoretical approaches framed by that instructor. 

 

QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

1. The course was effectively organised 13 3,92 

2. The course had clear aims and objectives 13 4,23 

3. The oral and written assignments met the aims and 

objectives of the course 

13 4,46 

4. The handouts or other educational resources (in-print 

or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

13 4,46 

5. The course assignments and the seminars or lectures 

usefully complemented each other 

13 4,31 

6. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

13 4,62 

7. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate for 

the stated level of studies 

13 4,31 

8. The assessment methods used in this course were fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course 

13 4,54 
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9. Overall rating of the course 13 4 

10. The course met my expectations 13 4 

11. Your commitment to the course 13 4 

12. Class participation 13 3,54 

13. Secondary reading/research 13 3,85 

14. Consistency in meeting the demands of the course 13 3,77 

15. Overall personal evaluation 13 3,54 

16. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge and 

fostering student learning in the area of instruction? 

13 4,54 

17. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and foster 

interest in advanced academic fields? 

13 4,85 

18. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

13 4,46 

19. Was the instructor effective in guiding your learning 

outside of the classroom (through suggestion of 

resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

13 4,62 

20. Were the assessment methods used in this course fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

13 4,46 

21. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing with 

individual students in the learning process? 

13 4,77 

22. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 13 4,54 

 

 

2. Modernisms and 21st Century 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Mata Dimakopoulou 

14 responses 

 

The course received an overall evaluation score of 4.36 and met student expectations to a degree of 

4.29. The instructor was evaluated exceptionally well, receiving a score of 4.71. The organisation, 

learning objectives, and assignments of the course were also rated very positively, with scores of 4.14, 

4.29, and 4.50, respectively. 

In the open-ended responses, the course was praised for its organisation, the comprehensiveness of the 

material, the encouragement of critical thinking, and the instructor's enthusiastic and supportive attitude. 

Particularly appreciated were the in-depth analyses of the texts, the encouragement of student 

participation, and the flexibility regarding deadlines. 

As suggestions for improvement, some students recommended that the course begin with the study of 

a novel instead of poetry or experimental texts during the first weeks, so that students have a smoother 

introduction to the course. Two responses indicated a desire for the inclusion of visual arts to enhance 

the experience of modernist literature.  

 

 



15 
 

QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

23. The course was effectively organised 14 4,14 

24. The course had clear aims and objectives 14 4,29 

25. The oral and written assignments met the aims and 

objectives of the course 

14 4,50 

26. The handouts or other educational resources (in-print 

or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

14 4,50 

27. The course assignments and the seminars or lectures 

usefully complemented each other 

14 4,36 

28. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

14 4,43 

29. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate for 

the stated level of studies 

14 4,57 

30. The assessment methods used in this course were fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course 

14 4,50 

31. Overall rating of the course 14 4,36 

32. The course met my expectations 14 4,29 

33. Your commitment to the course 14 3,79 

34. Class participation 14 3,93 

35. Secondary reading/research 14 3,79 

36. Consistency in meeting the demands of the course 14 3,93 

37. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57 

38. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge and 

fostering student learning in the area of instruction? 

14 4,50 

39. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and foster 

interest in advanced academic fields? 

14 4,93 

40. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

14 4,57 

41. Was the instructor effective in guiding your learning 

outside of the classroom (through suggestion of 

resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

14 5 

42. Were the assessment methods used in this course fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

14 4,86 

43. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing with 

individual students in the learning process? 

14 4,79 

44. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 14 4,71 
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3. Madness in Anglophone Literature of the 19th and 20th Centuries 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Angelos Evangelou  

14 responses 

 

The course received an overall evaluation score of 4.21, and it met student expectations to a degree of 

4.07. The instructor was evaluated very positively, receiving a score of 4.43. Similarly, the organisation, 

learning objectives, and assignments of the course were also assessed very positively. 

In the open-ended responses, students praised the course for its thematic scope, the selection of texts, 

the comprehensive coverage of material, the encouragement of critical thinking, and the supportive 

attitude of the instructor. 

As suggestions for improvement, some students recommended reducing the number of texts by two, in 

order to facilitate better management of the material and allow for a more in-depth analysis of the texts. 

 

QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

45. The course was effectively organised 14 3,71 

46. The course had clear aims and objectives 14 4,43 

47. The oral and written assignments met the aims and 

objectives of the course 

14 4,29 

48. The handouts or other educational resources (in-print 

or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

14 4,21 

49. The course assignments and the seminars or lectures 

usefully complemented each other 

14 4,36 

50. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

14 4,57 

51. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate for 

the stated level of studies 

14 4,29 

52. The assessment methods used in this course were fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course 

14 4,29 

53. Overall rating of the course 14 4,21 

54. The course met my expectations 14 4,07 

55. Your commitment to the course 14 4,29 

56. Class participation 14 4,07 

57. Secondary reading/research 14 4,00 

58. Consistency in meeting the demands of the course 14 4,00 

59. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57 

60. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge and 

fostering student learning in the area of instruction? 

14 4,50 
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61. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and foster 

interest in advanced academic fields? 

14 4,93 

62. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

14 4,57 

63. Was the instructor effective in guiding your learning 

outside of the classroom (through suggestion of 

resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

14 5 

64. Were the assessment methods used in this course fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

14 4,86 

65. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing with 

individual students in the learning process? 

14 4,79 

66. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 14 4,43 

 

 

Spring Semester 2023–2024 

Courses Taught: 

4. Space and Mobility in 19th-Century Anglophone Literature 

5. Contemporary Theoretical Approaches: Colonial Perspectives in Modern Caribbean 

Writing 

6. Comics and the Graphic Novel: Margin and Panorama 

 

 

4. Space and Mobility in 19th-Century Anglophone Literature 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Anna Despotopoulou 

13 responses 

 

The course received an overall evaluation score with a mean rating of 5.00, and it met student 

expectations with a mean score of 5.00. The instructor was also evaluated exceptionally well, receiving 

the highest score of 5.00. The organisation, learning objectives, and assignments of the course were 

similarly assessed with the top mean score of 5.00. 

In the open-ended responses, the course was described as one of the best in the programme; it was 

praised for its organisation, the comprehensiveness of the material, the encouragement of critical 

thinking, and the instructor’s enthusiastic and supportive approach. 

Particularly appreciated were the in-depth analyses of texts, the encouragement of student participation, 

and the flexibility regarding deadlines. 

There were no recommendations for improvement regarding the instructor or the course. Instead, 

responses included enthusiastic comments expressing the highest level of satisfaction with the 

instructor’s professionalism, passion for the subject, and with her respect and understanding toward her 

students. 
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QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

67. The course was effectively organised 14 5,00 

68. The course had clear aims and objectives 14 5,00 

69. The oral and written assignments met the aims and 

objectives of the course 

14 5,00 

70. The handouts or other educational resources (in-print 

or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

14 4,93 

71. The course assignments and the seminars or lectures 

usefully complemented each other 

14 4,93 

72. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

14 5,00 

73. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate for 

the stated level of studies 

14 4,93 

74. The assessment methods used in this course were fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course 

14 4,93 

75. Overall rating of the course 14 5,00 

76. The course met my expectations 14 5,00 

77. Your commitment to the course 14 4,14 

78. Class participation 14 4,21 

79. Secondary reading/research 14 3,71 

80. Consistency in meeting the demands of the course 14 3,93 

81. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57 

82. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge and 

fostering student learning in the area of instruction? 

14 4,50 

83. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and foster 

interest in advanced academic fields? 

14 4,93 

84. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

14 4,57 

85. Was the instructor effective in guiding your learning 

outside of the classroom (through suggestion of 

resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

14 5 

86. Were the assessment methods used in this course fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

14 4,86 

87. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing with 

individual students in the learning process? 

14 4,79 

88. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 14 4,71 
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5. Contemporary Theoretical Approaches: Colonial Perspectives in Modern Caribbean 

Writing 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Asimina Karavanta 

 

9 responses 

 

The course received an overall evaluation score of 4.56 and met student expectations to a degree of 

4.33. The instructor was rated exceptionally well, receiving a score of 4.71. The learning objectives and 

assignments of the course were scored highly with 4.67 and 4.89, respectively, while the organisation 

received an overall score of 3.89. 

In the open-ended responses, the course received enthusiastic comments, particularly regarding the 

theoretical approaches and primary texts taught, which were considered especially novel fields of 

knowledge and reflection. Moreover, the course was described as an intellectually stimulating 

experience, with material that resonated with the students emotionally. 

The co-teaching format (with instructor and student) was also positively evaluated, as none of the 

students had prior experience with this approach. 

Two responses recommended reducing the volume of literary and theoretical texts so that students have 

more time to study in a more in-depth manner and assimilate the material. 

 

QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

89. The course was effectively organised 9 3,89 

90. The course had clear aims and objectives 9 4,67 

91. The oral and written assignments met the aims and 

objectives of the course 

9 4,89 

92. The handouts or other educational resources (in-print 

or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

9 4,89 

93. The course assignments and the seminars or lectures 

usefully complemented each other 

9 4,89 

94. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

9 4,89 

95. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate for 

the stated level of studies 

9 4,67 

96. The assessment methods used in this course were fair 

and appropriate for the goals of the course 

9 4,78 

97. Overall rating of the course 9 4,56 

98. The course met my expectations 9 4,33 

99. Your commitment to the course 9 3,89 
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100. Class participation 9 3,78 

101. Secondary reading/research 9 3,89 

102. Consistency in meeting the demands of the 

course 

9 3,89 

103. Overall personal evaluation 9 3,67 

104. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge 

and fostering student learning in the area of 

instruction? 

9 5 

105. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and 

foster interest in advanced academic fields? 

9 5 

106. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

9 4,78 

107. Was the instructor effective in guiding your 

learning outside of the classroom (through suggestion 

of resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

9 5 

108. Were the assessment methods used in this course 

fair and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

9 4,89 

109. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing 

with individual students in the learning process? 

9 4,78 

110. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 9 4,78 

 

 

6. Comics and the Graphic Novel: Margin and Panorama 

 

Course convenor & Instructor: Christina Dokou 

 

13 responses 

 

The course received an overall evaluation score of 4.15 and met student expectations to a degree of 

4.31. The instructor was rated very positively, receiving a score of 4.00. The organisation, learning 

objectives, and assignments of the course were also assessed very positively. 

In the open-ended responses, the course received enthusiastic comments. Special mention was made of 

the content of the course itself, the approach, and the interactive teaching style of Ms. Dokou, as well 

as the emphasis the seminars put on the analysis of the “image”. 

Regarding the written assignment, students said they would like to have the option of working on texts 

studied during the semester. Students also recognized their creative engagement in the course as well 

as the opportunity they had to create their own work. 

It is recommended that the instructor be more receptive to students’ opinions and respond to them with 

a more positive attitude. 
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QUESTION Number of  

Responses 

Average Score 

(Scale 0-5) 

111. The course was effectively organised 13 4,69 

112. The course had clear aims and objectives 13 4,77 

113. The oral and written assignments met the aims 

and objectives of the course 

13 4,69 

114. The handouts or other educational resources (in-

print or electronic) offered by the instructor usefully 

complemented the lectures and class discussions 

13 4,46 

115. The course assignments and the seminars or 

lectures usefully complemented each other 

13 4,46 

116. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was 

appropriate for the stated level of studies (considering 

the theoretical, thematic, and literary or cultural 

aspects of the material of the syllabus) 

13 4,54 

117. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate 

for the stated level of studies 

13 4,62 

118. The assessment methods used in this course were 

fair and appropriate for the goals of the course 

13 4,62 

119. Overall rating of the course 13 4,15 

120. The course met my expectations 13 4,31 

121. Your commitment to the course 13 4,23 

122. Class participation 13 4,15 

123. Secondary reading/research 13 3,77 

124. Consistency in meeting the demands of the 

course 

13 4 

125. Overall personal evaluation 13 3,77 

126. Was the instructor effective in sharing knowledge 

and fostering student learning in the area of 

instruction? 

13 4,38 

127. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and 

foster interest in advanced academic fields? 

13 4,31 

128. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom 

discussion? 

13 4,38 

129. Was the instructor effective in guiding your 

learning outside of the classroom (through suggestion 

of resources, research tools, secondary reading etc.)? 

13 4,46 

130. Were the assessment methods used in this course 

fair and appropriate for the goals of the course? 

13 4,31 

131. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing 

with individual students in the learning process? 

13 4 

132. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? 13 4 

 

 


