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stongly [N/ ¥/ Disagree
agree | (D strongly

2. Classes were generally well-organised

gtrongly ' m Disagree
gree \ L strongly

3. Adequate help was available when needed

Strongly Disagree
agree strongly

4. The pace of the course was ik be 4o ammovat o} exanpls

Far too N\ Far too fast counm St shorleacel T Soumat :né.ce"\
slow _ ¢

5. It was possible to work on topics relevant to the
student's specific needs and interests

Strongly Disagree
agree £A /< strongly

6. The instructor was concerned about student
learning and development

Strongly Disagree
agree strongly

7. The instructor was effective as lecturer and/or
class leader

Excellent Extremely
poor

8. The practical tips and suggestions included were

Excellent |/ Extremely
| poor

9. Overall, | would recommend the course

Strongly Disagree
agree , strongly




