Blanton-Peale

Institute & Counseling Center

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: 1-20-21
Instructor Name: Naszkowska
Course Name: We Refugees Elective

Please complete the follow questions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 1 (2 |3 |4

Were the goals and objectives of the course met?

Was the syllabus organized and clear?

Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading?

Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation?

Was the course relevant to your clinical work?

O | RN

Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning?

X | X | X [ X | X | X

Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Instructor 112 |3 |4

7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue?

8. Rank instructor’s style:

Presentation of material?

Classroom atmosphere (openness)?

9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own?

X | X | X [ X | X

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work?

We were encouraged to apply what we learned into our clinical work.

11. What might improve the course in the future?

NA

12. Other comments:

Excellent and very interesting.

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.
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Institute & Counseling C

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: 2/9 /20s/
Instructor Name: /(/ét.ra Nas Z./CO ws ke
Course Name: * e Rebsgees

7

Please complete the follow guestions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 112 |3 |4 |5
1. Were the goals and objectives of the course met? v
2. Was the syllabus organized and clear? I
3. Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading? %
4. Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation? T
5. Was the course relevant to your clinical work? W v
6. Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning? v

Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Instructor 112 |3 |4 |5

7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue?

8. Rank instructor’s style:

Presentation of material?

Classroom atmosphere (openness)?

R

9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own?

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work? A /obi o q/ap/l ol v iz e

QEML%W@M@M&L%Q/{MM 26 wel/ as :
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11. What might improve the course in the future? Y7055 o/m,//c/«-g 25 ondd societed Drovisiondor U

(LESS
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12. Other comments:

D/ulf_a_ r-ro‘m FICE oS EFr

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.



Blanton-Peale

Institute & Counseling Center

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: 2/7/21
Instructor Name: Klara Naszkowska
Course Name: We Refugees

Please complete the follow questions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 112 |3 |4 |5
1. Were the goals and objectives of the course met? X
2. Was the syllabus organized and clear? X
3. Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading? X
4. Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation? X
5. Was the course relevant to your clinical work? X
6. Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning? X
Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.
Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.
Evaluation of Instructor 112 |3 |4 |5
7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue? X
8. Rank instructor’s style: X
Presentation of material? X
Classroom atmosphere (openness)? X
9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own? X

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work?

N/a in the sense that instructor is not a clinician, but she was very open to discussions about

psychoanalysis and clinical material when they arose. She supported a variety of topics while also doing an

excellent job of keeping us on track and managing time effectively.

11. What might improve the course in the future?

This course was excellent. No improvements.

12. Other comments:

Klara balanced a variety of perspectives and experience level and encouraged everyone to participate in

different ways that were comfortable to them. She shared with us her wealth of knowledge on a fascinating

topic that rang especially true during a challenging time of social unrest in the world. Thank you Klara!

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.



Blanton-Peale

Institute & Counseling Center

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: Feb. 20, 2021
Instructor Name: Klara Naszkowska
Course Name: We Refugees

Please complete the follow questions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 1 (2 |3 |4

Were the goals and objectives of the course met?

Was the syllabus organized and clear?

Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading?

Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation?

Was the course relevant to your clinical work?

O | RN

Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning?

X |IX [ X [ X | X |X

Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Instructor 112 |3 |4

7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue?

8. Rank instructor’s style:

Presentation of material?

Classroom atmosphere (openness)?

9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own?

X | X [ X [ X | X

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work?

11. What might improve the course in the future?

12. Other comments:

| did not receive any feedback on my final paper.

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.



Blanton-Peale

Institute & Counseling Center

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: 02/13/21
Instructor Name: Klara Naszkowska
Course Name: "We Reugee" Jewish Women

Please complete the follow questions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 11|12 |3 |4

Were the goals and objectives of the course met?

Was the syllabus organized and clear?

Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading?

Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation?

Was the course relevant to your clinical work?

AN e L
ENEF N N NS

Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning?

Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Goad and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Instructor 1|2 3 |4

7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue?
8. Rank instructor’s style: 4
Presentation of material? 4

Classroom atmosphere (openness)?

9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own?

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work?

The course material was very clinical with various concepts of psychoanalysis theories. The material was historical/clinical.

11. What might improve the course in the future?

In my opinion there is no need to improve on this course.

12. Other comments:

This was a very interesting course, stimulating, engaging course-open for dialogue. The instructor was very informed in subject matter.

| really enjoyed the course.

Elvaluation is submitted in the month of February 13, 2021

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.



Blanton-Peale

Institute & Counseling Center

Evaluation of Course and Instructor (Fall 2020)

Date of Evaluation: 2/22/21
Instructor Name: Klara Naszkowska
Course Name: We Refugees

Please complete the follow questions and grade the COURSE according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Course 1 (2 |3 |4

Were the goals and objectives of the course met?

Was the syllabus organized and clear?

Was the bibliography pertinent and helpful for further/future reading?

Were the course assignments (Papers, tests, presentations) fair in expectation?

Was the course relevant to your clinical work?

O | RN

Did readings demonstrate a breadth & depth appropriate to post-graduate learning?

X[ X [ X[ X |[X]|X

Please complete the follow questions and grade the INSTRUCTOR according to the scale.

Note: The scale runs from 1 to 5 with 1 = Unsatisfactory, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Good, 4 = Very Good and 5 = Excellent.

Evaluation of Instructor 112 |3 |4

7. Did the instructor encourage a dialogue?

8. Rank instructor’s style:

Presentation of material?

Classroom atmosphere (openness)?

9. Was the instructor able to listen to different perspectives from his/her/their own?

X[ X [ X[ X|X

10. How does the instructor integrate course material in clinical work?

This course was a great overview in the history of psychoanalysis.

We also covered how racism, stereotypes, and marginalization happen occur en masse,

and how that affected Jewish emigres throughout Europe and in America.

11. What might improve the course in the future?

12. Other comments:

Submit the completed evaluation to the Program Coordinator after the last class session of the semester.
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