Yovoiiki] amotipnon tov [IMY «Ayylkéc Lmovdég: Aoyoteyvia kat [lomTiopoc»
19" and 20™ Century Literature & Culture: Representations of Marginality and Exclusion
2023-2025
pécm Tov googleforms

Yvvoro: 13 amavtiocselg

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 anavtrioelg
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0 | |
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The interview/oral exam allowed you fair time and opportunity to be assessed for academic merit

and language proficiency.
13 anavtrioelg
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0,0
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O1 o1t TEG KO 01 POLTNTPLEG ERPAVILOVTOL IKAVOTOMUEVOL/EG [LE TN SLadIKAGTA ETIAOYNG TOVS Yo
70 TPOYPUULO, BaOUOAOYDVTOG TN LLE KAPLOTO» KOl «TOAD KOAG», Le LOVO i amOKAo («KaAd»)
OTNV EPAOTNOT] Y10 TN GVVEVTELED .



THE PROGRAMME OF STUDIES

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

10,0
9 (69,2%)
7,5
5,0
4 (30,8%)
2,5
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
00 1 1 |
1 2 3

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

courses?
13 anavtioelg

8

8 (61,5%)

4 (30,8%)

0 (?%) 0 (?%) 1(7,7%)

1 2 3 4 5



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

10,0 10 (76,9%)
7,5
5,0
2,5 3 (23,1%)
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
00 | | |
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How would you assess the relevance of the programme to future research or professional

advancement?
13 amavtioelg

10,0
’ 10 (76,9%)
75
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Oloveg o1 portntéc/Tpleg amotipnoav waitepa OETIKA TOV OYESIOGUO TOV TPOYPAUUATOS KOl TO
mEPLEYOUEVO TV pobnpdtov kabnhg n fabuordynon mov Edwcav KupaiveTol LETOED TOV «APLoTO
K01 TOV «TOAD KaAdy». Emiong, ektiuncay mold Oeticd v apeon d1ac0vVOEGT TOV TPOYPAULOTOS e
TIg ON amoktneiceg YvmdGELG TOVS, PE HOVO pio amokAlon, kot 1 peydin mhetovotnra (10 otig 13
amavINoelg) Bedpnoe dplot TN cHVOEST TOL TPOYPEUUATOS UE TO LEALOVTIKA TOVG ETAYYEAUOTIKA
oyxédla.

Please identify the course(s) you found the most satisfactory and specify the reasons.13 amavinceig

Me Baon v avdivon tov 13 araviioewy, 1 GUVOAIKT 0E0AGYNOT TOV LOONUAT®V TOV TPOYPALLOTOC
glvan 10waitepo Oetikn, pe apkeTovc/eg epwtnbévieg/Beicec va dnidvouv 0Tl Ao Ta pabnipoto
OVTOTOKPIVOVTOL GTOVG GTOYOVS TOVG KOl DTOGTNPILOVY TOVG EVPVTEPOVS GTOYOVS TOV TPOYPAILATOC,
O portég/Tpieg TOVicav otafepd TNV aKOONUAIKY opTIOTNTO, TN LEBOJOAOYIKY| GAPNVELN. KOl TO
VROCTNPIKTIKO TePPdAlov udbnong mov mapeiyav ot dwddckovieg/ovcec. Opiopévo padnuota
avaQEEPON KAV ETAVEIAUUEVO MG TO TTEPLGGOTEPO TKOVOTOINTIKA, OVAOEIKVDOVTOG TO SUVATA CTUEIN TOV
TPOYPAUUATOG. XvyKeKplUéva, Tto pdOnua “Decolonial Approaches to Contemporary Caribbean
Writing: Narratives of Dispossession, Migration and Return” avaeépetor 6 @opég, 10 “Space and



Mobility in Nineteenth-Century Anglophone Literature” 4 @opéc, to “Modernism, Marginality and
Dissidence” 4 popéc, To padnua “Comics and the Graphic Novel” 3 popég kot to. podnuarta “Research
Methodology” ko1 “Madness in Literature” omd 2 gpopég.

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 so0.13
OTTOVTINGELS

opemva pe 8 amavtioelg OAa To Lafnpata NToV oamoANT®MG IKOVOTOINTIKA Kot TETVYOV TOVG GTOYOVS
TOVG, €V KOTOYPAPNKOY 2 HOVO TOPOTNPNOELS GYETIKA WE TOV (OPTO €PYACiag TOv UadnpaTog
“Madness in Literature” ce oyéon pe v DA Kol TOV OPTO EPYACIONG. ZYETIKO GYOA0 £YIVE Y10, TO
puabnuo “Modernism, Marginality and Dissidence”. Emiong vanpye o TpdTocm yio TNV ETEKTOCT) TOV
poabnuotoc tg Mebodoroyiog o€ 000 e£AUNVa TPOKEWEVOL 01 POITNTEG/TPLEG VA VTTOGTNPLYOOVV KATA
T S14pKEL GVYYPAPNG TNG LETOTTUYLOKNG EPYOUGIOG.

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 anavinoeig

AvoQopikd pe TG EKONANDCELG TOL dtopyavadnkay Katd ) didpkela g detiog:

O eplocdTEPEG OMAVTNOELS OYOAMALOoVY TOAD BTIKA OAEC TI EKONADCELS TOV £YIVOV KOTA T1 O14pKELL
tov [IMX ko1 otig omoieg éhafoav uépog. Apketoi/eg avapépovv TN Tapakoiovdnorn tov d1ebvoic
emoTnuovikov cvvedpiov Derrida Today Conference Tov OU®VUHOV ETIGTNHOVIKOD OPYOVIGHOD TOL
éloPe yodpa tov lovvio tov 2025, ta cepvapia mov Edmwoe 1 Mabel Morafia tov Mdio tov 2025, ™
owareén g Kumiko Kiuchi kot tg Naomi Wallace. Emiong oe o amdvinon oavogépetal 1o
petantuyloko pabnua “Postracial Transmodernities” tov CIVIS (A6Mva, Anpidiog 4-11 2025) ko
o€ GAAN dradikTvakég dtohéLelg g emotnuovikng etaipeiog HASE kot gpyaostnpiov tou AIG.
[MoAAoi/eg portnTég/Tpieg PprKav TOAD €vOOPEPOLGO KO ¥PNOIUN TNV Nuepida Tov Yroymeiov
Aaxtopmv Tov TunpaToc, 11aitepa 0601/EG GKETTOVTOL VAL GLVEXIGOVV TIC GTOVOEG TOVS, ALY KoL
exeivn TOV peTantuylok®y Tov Tponyovpuevoy IIME. IN'evikd armotumdveTal pio LEYAAN tKovoToinom
LE TIG EKONADGELS, TOGO Yiol TN OEUATIKN KOl TNV GPTI0 OPYAVMGT] TOVG TOVG OGO KOl Yl TNV TOAD
OeTikn] eumelpioc. TOL  OMOKOUIGOV HE TN GLUUETOYN TOLG o€ Olebv ovvédple kol of
ocepvapla/dtorééelg and eEmteptkods GUVEPYATEC.

Course Components and Objectives

The use of theory in your courses13 amavinocelg



The use of theory in your courses
13 anavtroelg
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Specialised research in authors, literary periods, and theoretical fields/cultural movements
13 amavtrioelg
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Innovative interpretative methods/ methodologies
13 anavtrioelg
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Promotion of original research and critical thinking
13 anavtroelg
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H peydin mieiovomnta tov Qotntov/Tpidv a&loAdynoav TNV TOOTNTO TOL TEPLEYOUEVOD TMV
padnuatov amd ToAd kodn (15,4%) g apiotn (1 cvvipirtikny TAsoyneio 76,9%).

Student Assessment

Presentations (if applicable)13 anavtioeig

Presentations (if applicable)
13 anavtioelg

10,0
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7,5

5,0
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0,0 '

1 2 3 4



Tests (if applicable)

11 anavtrioelg

4 (36,4%) 4 (36,4%)

3 (27,3%)

0 ((l)%)

1

Weekly assignments (if applicable)
12 anavtrioelg

7 (58,3%)

3 (25%)
2 (16,7%)

0 ((l)%)

1 2 3 4

Research papers (if applicable)

13 anavtrioelg
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1(7,7%)
0 ((l)%) 0 (?%)

1 2 3



Research projects (if applicable)
11 anavtrioelg

10,0
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0’0 | ‘
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Final exam (if applicable)
7 anavtnoelg

3 3 (42,9%)

2 (28,6%)

1 (14,3%) 1 (14,3%)

Koatd ™ cvvipurtikn mhetoymoio (92,3%) ot epevvntikég £pyacieg, ol YPURTTEG AOKNOCELG Kl Ol
TPOPOPIKEG  mopovoldoelg alloroyndnkav moAd Oetikd oamd Tovg/ig @ortnTéc/tpleg. Ot
ePdopadiaieg epyacieg, Ta TEGT Kot 01 TEMKEG €EETAGELS €lyav TOG0GTO amodoyng 58,3%.

MA Dissertation

Availability of your supervisorl3 amavinoeig



Availability of your supervisor
13 anavtroelg
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Supervisor's guidance in helping you identify the goals and scope of your research
13 anavtrioelg
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Usefulness of supervisor's feedback
13 anavtrioelg
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Timeliness of supervisor's feedback
13 anavtroelg

15
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0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
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Supervisor's guidance in helping you find relevant bibliography and resources
13 anavtrioelg
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5
1(7,7%)
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 | | |
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Eivar a&loonpeioto 611 1 dadikacio cuyypaeng tg OmA®UATIKnG epyaciag aloAoyndnke g
Gp1oTN 0TO GLVOAO TNg amd oyedov olovg/eg (92,3%, 12 otig 13 amovTioElS) QOLTNTEG Kol
POLTNTPLEG.

Resources



Printed material in the library
13 anavtroelg

10,0
7,5
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Digital bibliographical databases

13 amavtrioelg
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Interlibrary loan (if applicable)
10 anavtrioelg

3 (30%)

2 (20%)

0 (0%)
0 ‘
1




Ev®d ot vmodopég tng Piprtodnkne oe Pifiio xpibnkav pe pétpro fabuoroyio, ov yneuokég
vanpecieg Elafav To BETIKEG AmavVINCELS.

Academic and practical assistance

Instructors
13 anavtrioelg

15

10 11 (84,6%)

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (15,4%)
0 | | |
1 2 3

Secretarial staff
13 anavtrioelg

100 10 (76,9%)
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5,0

2,5

2 (15,4%)

0 ((1)%) 0 ((f%) 1(7,7%)

1 2 3 4 5

0,0



Peers
13 anavtroelg
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5
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0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
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H cuvvtputikn mAeliovotnta TovV eortnTtdv/Ipidv aSloAdyncay He GploTa Tovg KaOnyntéc/Tpleg
oV TPOYPappatog (92,3%, oniadn 10 otig 12 anavtioelg) aAAd Kol TOVG/TIC CLUPOLTNTES/TPLES
Tovg. Emiong o1 mepiocoTEPOI/EC POITNTEC KO POITHTPLIEG EKTIUN OOV TNV VITOGTHPLEN Kot Ponfela
G YpOoupLatelag.

Overall assessment of the programme

How would you rate the programme as a whole?13 anavtnoegig

How would you rate the programme as a whole?
13 anavtrioelg
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0,0

1 2 3 4 5

10 6OHVOAG TOV TO TPOYpappa a&loroynOnke eEalpetikd Oetikd, kabng T0 76,9% to fabuordoynce
pe «apotay kot to 15,4% pe «modd Kaldy.

Suggest specific ideas for the improvement of the programme 13 amaviioeig

Eva Alyor pourtntég/tpieg Bempnoav 6Tl 10 mpdypappo xpetdletor eAdylotes £0g KaBOAoL aAAAYES, T
GUVOAIKT] 0VOTPOPOSOTNOT| elyVEL OTL GYETIKG LMKPES, CTPATIYIKEG QAAAYES 101mG GTOV dloXEIPLoT| TOV



YPOVOV, TIC SOUEG VITOGTHPIENG KoL TNV KOTOVOUN TOL @OpToL gpyaciag Ba uropodoav va BeElTidcovy
OTLLOVTIKG T GUVOAIKT EUTTELPIO. TV QOITNTMV.

Boaowég mpotdoelg yio fedtioon Tov Tpoypappatoc:

[eprocoTepog xpovog yio T dumhopatikn epyacia: [apdtacn g tpobecpiog 1 peToTponn
TOV TTPOYPAPUATOC OE HETES (4 ovTi 3 eEaUNVOV) Y10, VO, ETMITPEYEL TNV TLO OVGLOOTIKT KoL YOPig
mieon PEAETT) KOl APOGIMGCT) GTIC GTOVOEG,.

Avvatotro tapdtaong eoitnong: Osouobetnuévn eveMéia Yo TOPATACT) CTOVODY KOTA VO
e&aunvo yio AOyYovg pOpTOL EPYOCING.

[eprocoTepn drobepatiky| Tpocéyyion: Tounepinymn TepIocoTEPOV LOPO®V TEXVNS (B€aTpo,
KIVNLOTOYPAPOC, LOYPAPIKT]) KOl TOAVUEGTKNG £PEVVOG OTO TPOYPULLLN LaOnUATOV.
Koivtepn dwayeipion mpobecumv kot pdptov gpyacioc: Eravaoyediacpog ki eveéia yo tnv
OTOPLYN CLGCMPEVCTG EPYACLDV Kol TPODESLDV.

Evioyvon SwumoMtiopikotntog: Zuppetoyn kafnyntov kol vToynelov d1oaKTtopov ond 1o
e€TEPIKO GTO KVPLO TPOYPOLLL GTOVIDY, oYL LOVO GE EKINAMGCELG.

Evioyvon g cvvdidackariog (d1dackorio amd TOVG QOITNTEG/TPIEG) O EMAEYUEVO, YVOOTIKA
media.

Evioyvpévn eoticon otov ynoewkd ypappoticpd: Exmaidevon oe gpyoieio diayeipiong
Bproypapiog (m.y. Zotero, Mendeley) kot opydvawong tng £peuvag amd TNV opyl] TOL
TPOYPAUUATOG I TPV TNV Evapén g SmMAOUATIKNG epyacioac. Emiong opydvmon oyetikdv
ocepvopiov and ™ PpAodNKn oV apyn TOV LETATTUYIOKOV GTOVOQOV.

A1G0g0T VTOGTNPIKTIKOD VAIKOD, .. EVOEIKTIKOV EPELVNTIKMV EPYACIMV Yot KaBodnynon temv
POLTNTAOV/TPIOV GTI GLYYPUPT] EPYOCLDV.

ATIOAEATIOQYH AZEIOAOTHEEQN TON MAOHMATQN TOY IIMX 2023-2025

Xewegpwvo EEdunvo akad. Etovg 2023-2024

MoaOiqpota wov ddyTnKav:

L.

2.
3.

BOePNTIKEG KO TOMTIGUIKEG TPOCEYYIGEIG TNV ayYAOQmVT Aoyoteyvia Tov 19°° kot 20°" at. -
MebBodoroyia TnG EMGTNUOVIKNG EPEVVOG

Movrtepviopotl ko 21% aidvag

H tpéha otnv ayyAd@wvn Aoyoteyvia

OQcPNTIKES KO TOMTIGUIKES TPOGLYYiGEIS TNV 0yYAOQvNn Aoyoteyvia Tov 19°° kon 20°°
oL - Mg0060)oyio TNEG EXOTNUOVIKNG £PEVVAC

Awaocxkovca: Aonpive Kapapavra

Yemvapra: Ayyehog Evayyélov, Xprotiva NTokov

Yvvodro: 13 amavriocsig

To paOnua élafe cvvolikn a&loloynon 4 kol aviomokpidnke 6€ T0G00TO 4 GTIG TPOGOOKIEG TMV
porntav/Tpiv. Ot 6TtoéY0l Tov PadNUATOg avapoplkd e Tn pebBodoroyio TG £pEVVOG OC TPOG TNV
ékbeon TtV QOUNTOV/TpIOV ot BepNTIKG KEIUEVO Kol GUYYPOVOLS GTOXUOTEG GTO WUEPOG TOL
pobfuotoc mov d1ddynke and v k. Kapapavtd amotiundnicoy mold BeTikd 6T1g avotyTég EpOTHOELC.



YuvoAikd To padnua agloloynbnke ¢ 1010iTEPE YPNOIUO KOL OTOPOITNTO KOl Ol POITHTPLES/EC
OTOKOMIGOV YVOGES KOl EUTPOKTI EKMAIOELOT OTN CLYYPUPT] EPELVNTIKOL JoKIUiov Kol GTNV
a&lonoinon Bewpnrikov keyévav. [poteivetal amd Tovg PortnTég Vo 000l TEPIGGOTEPOC YPOVOG GTNV
KPLTIKT] OvVAyV@OoT TOV HLOIGTOPIOTOG TOV GE KATO100G POITNTEG PAvNKe Waitepa ovvleTo KaBhg
KO GTNV avAYVOGoT) TOV DE@PNTIKOV KEWEVOV DOTE Ol POLTITPLEG KL OL POITNTEG OV EYOVV TEPLGCOTEPO
YPOVO apopoimong kot pfabovong.

XTI OVOLTEG €PMOTNCELG EKQPACTNKOY TPOPANUATIOHOL Y100 TO HEPOC TOV GEUvVOPioOv NG
apnynuotoroyiag (cepvapio A. Evayyéhov) Kabmg dev Tav oA 0 GUGYETIGHOG LE TO KUPLO KOpUO
0V pobnuatog mov ddaydnke amd v k. KopaPavtd. [IpofAnuatiopol ekepdotnkov Kol yio Tig
efdouddeg mov aplepminKay otig 0e&10TNTEG TOPOVGINGTG KOl OTIV TPOETOUAGIO Y10 TPOGOUOIMAN
mopovsicong oe cuvEdPLo (oepvipto X. Ntokov).

Emiong, dev Mtav capng 1 oOVOEoT TV TPIOV HEPDOV. XTI OVOLYTEG EPMTNCEIS EKQPACTNKOV
TPOPANUATIGHOL Y10 TV AEITOVPYIKOTITA KOt T GUVOYH TG GTOVOLAMTNG OOUNG TOV HOONUATOG Kot
EKQPACTNKE 1 Aoy T0 Labnuo va 518ackeTal and £va S104cKOVTH/ o S10ACKOVGO LE OTOKAEIGTIKN
€0TIOON OTO KEVIPIKO KEIHEVO Kol TIG OempnTikég TPOCEYYIGES WPE TIG OMOieg TO TANIGIOOE 1
dddokovaca.

EPQTHXH APIOMOX MEXOX OPOX
AITANTHXZEQN | BAOGMOAOI'TAX
(Kiipoxa 0-5)

1. The course was effectively organised 13 3,92
The course had clear aims and objectives 13 4,23

3. The oral and written assignments met the aims | 13 4,46
and objectives of the course

4. The handouts or other educational resources (in- | 13 4,46

print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions

5. The course assignments and the seminars or | 13 4,31
lectures usefully complemented each other
6. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was | 13 4,62
appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the

syllabus)
7. Interms of workload, the course was appropriate | 13 4,31
for the stated level of studies
8. The assessment methods used in this course were | 13 4,54
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course
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 | 13 3,77
course

15. Overall personal evaluation 13 3,54

16. Was the instructor effective in sharing | 13 4,54
knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?

17. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 13 4,85
foster interest in advanced academic fields?

18. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom | 13 4,46
discussion?

19. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 13 4,62
learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?

20. Were the assessment methods used in this course | 13 4,46
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course?

21. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing | 13 4,77
with individual students in the learning process?

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

2. MONTEPNIZEMOI KAT 210X AIQNAY

A13406K0V60: LTAPOTIiVE APOKOTOVA0V

Yvvolo: 14 amavtioelg

To pédnua éafe cvvorkn a&lordynon 4,36 kot aviarokpifnke og 1060016 4,29 GTIC TPOGHOKiES TV

eortntov/tpiov. Efupetucy Mtav m afodoynon g dddokovcag Tov  Uabnuotog  kafdg

Babporoynbnke pe 4,71. H opydvmon, o1 6TOY01 Kol 01 EPYACies TOV LOOUOTOG amoTIUnOnKay TOAD
Oetikd pe Pabpovg 4,14, 4,29, 4,50 avtictoryo. ZTig ovoLyTEG EpMTNOELS TO LAbn o a&loAoynOnke mold
OeTikd Yo TNV 0pYAV®OGCT TOV, TNV TANPOTNTO TNG VANG, TNV eVOAppLUVON Y10 KPITIKN OKEYT] KoL TNV
evBovo1on, VTOGTNPIKTIKY GTAoT TNg dddokovcag. Idaitepa ektiunOnkoav ot €1g Babog avorvcelg
TOV KEWEVOV, 1] TOpOTPUVON TS CUUUETOYXNS Kot 1) eve&ia oG TPOg Tig Tpobeouiec. L2¢ GLOTAGELS Vi
Bektioon, opiopévor/eg portntég/Tpleg mpodtevay vo, mponynoel n perémn povbiotopniuatog avti yuo
OGN 1 MEPAPATIKG KEIPEVA OTIC TPOTES EPOOUAdES, DOTE 1) EI0AY®YN OTO HAONUo vo givar mo

EexdBapn. Avo amavtioelg emonuavay 0Tt Oa embupodoay TN CUUTEPIANYT] EIKAGTIKMOV TEYVMOV TPOG
evioyvon NG EUTEPiag TNG LOVIEPVIGTIKNG AOYOTEYXVIOG.

EPQTHXH APIOMOX MEXOX OPOX
AITANTHZEQN | BAOGMOAOI'TAX
(Kiipoxa 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 | 14 4,50
and objectives of the course

26. The handouts or other educational resources (in- | 14 4,50
print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions

27. The course assignments and the seminars or | 14 4,36
lectures usefully complemented each other

28. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was | 14 4,43
appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the

syllabus)
29. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate | 14 4,57
for the stated level of studies
30. The assessment methods used in this course were | 14 4,50
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course
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 | 14 3,93
course
37. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57
38. Was the instructor effective in sharing | 14 4,50

knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?

39. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 14 4,93
foster interest in advanced academic fields?

40. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom | 14 4,57
discussion?
41. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 14 5

learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?

42. Were the assessment methods used in this course | 14 4,86
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course?

43. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing | 14 4,79
with individual students in the learning process?

44. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? | 14 4,71

3. HTPEAA XTHN ATTAO®QNH AOTOTEXNIA (Awdokwv: Ayysiog Evayyéiov)

Yvvolo: 14 amavtioelg



To pédnua élafe cvvorkn a&lordynon 4,21 kot aviarwokpifnke og 1060616 4,07 GTIC TPOGOOKIES TMOV
eortnT®Vv/Tp1ov. ITodd kadn ftav n a&loAdynomn Tov d1ddoKkovta Tov podnuatog kabang fadporoyndnke
pe 4,43. H opydvwon, ot otoéyol Kot Ol €pyocieg Tov HabHoTog amoTundnkoy mold Oetikd. Xtig
avoLYTEC €pmTNOELS TO pabnuo agloloyndnke moAld Oetikd yio T Oepatikny Tov, TNV EMAOYN TOV
KEWEVAV, TNV TANPOTNTO TNG VANG, TNV VOAppLUVON Y10 KPITIKT OKEWYT KOL TNV VTOCTNPIKTIKY GTACT
TOV 010G.0KOVTA. 2G GLOTAGELS Y10 PEATIOON, OPICUEVOVEG POITNTEG/TPIEG TPOTEVAY T UEI®ON TNG VANG
KaTé 600 Keipeva Yo KoAOTEPT S10EIPIOT TOL LAKOD Kal TNG €K fAOB0VEC HEAETNG TOV KEWWEV®V.

EPQTHXH APIOMOX MEXOX OoPOx
AITANTHZEQN | BAOGMOAOITAX
(Kiipoxa 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 | 14 4,29
and objectives of the course
48. The handouts or other educational resources (in- | 14 4,21
print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions
49. The course assignments and the seminars or | 14 4,36
lectures usefully complemented each other
50. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was | 14 4,57
appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the
syllabus)
51. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate | 14 4,29
for the stated level of studies
52. The assessment methods used in this course were | 14 4,29
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course
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 | 14 4,00
course
59. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57
60. Was the instructor effective in sharing | 14 4,50
knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?
61. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 14 4,93
foster interest in advanced academic fields?




62. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom | 14 4,57
discussion?

63. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 14 5
learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?

64. Were the assessment methods used in this course | 14 4,86
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course?

65. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing | 14 4,79
with individual students in the learning process?

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

Eapwoé EEaunvo axkad. 'Etovg 2023-2024

MoaOiqpota wov SddyTnKay:
4. X®dpog Kot KvnTikdtTa 6TV ayyAOQmvn Aoyoteyvia Tov 19° awdva
5. Zoyypoveg Be@pnTIKEG TPOGEYYIOELS, UMOIKINKES TPOCEYYIGELG OTN GUYXPOVY] KOPUiPiKn Ypaen

6. To KOUIKG KOt TO EIKOVOYPAPNIEVO LuBioTOpN e TEPIOMPLO Kol TAVOPOLLOL

4. Xdpog Ko KivnTIKOTNTO 6TV AYYAOP®VN AoyoTeyvia Tov 19°° awdva
A10aoK0V6a: Avvo AEGTOTOTOVAOV
Yvvoiro: 13 amavtioelg

To pabnua élafe ocvvolikn a&loldynon pe apBuntikd péco 5,00 kon avtomokpiOnke pe aplBunTcd
péco 5,00 otig Tpocdokieg Tmv portntav/tprav. E€opetici nrov 1 a&loldynon g d184cKovsos Tou
pobfuotoc kabang Paduoroyndnke pe 5,00. H opydvmon, ot 6tdyot kot ol Epyacieg Tov pobnpuatog
amoTunOnkoy emiong pe Tov andAvto aplBuntikd péco 5,00 avtiotoya. XTIG avVollTEG EPWTNOEIS TO
pnabnuo agoloynbnke g éva amd To KOADTEPO TOV TPOYPOAUUATOG Yo TNV OPYOVOOTN TOv, TNV
TANPOTNTA TNG VANG, TNV EVOAPPLVOT Yo KPITIKN oKEYT Kot TNV £VOOVGL®OAT, VITOGTPIKTIKY GTAGCT
g dwdckovcac. Idwitepa exTiundnkav ot €1 PABOC avaAdoelg TV KEWEVAOVY, 1 TAPOTPLVCT] TNG
CUHHETOYNG Kot 1 eveM&ia g TPog Tig Tpobesiieg. Aev VINPYOV GLGTAGELG Yo TN S1OACKOLGO, KO Yo
10 padnuo Tapd povo evBovucimdn oYOAL TOV ATOTVTOVAY TOV HEYIOTO Babud kavomoinong yio Tov
EMOYYEALOTIGUO TNG, TNV QYN YO TO OVTIKEIUEVO TNG Kol TOV GEPAGHO KOl TNV KATOVONGT TNG TPOGC
TOVG POLTNTEG KO TLG POLTNTPLES TNC.



EPQTHXH APIOMOX MEXOX OPOX
AITANTHZEQN | BAOGMOAOI'TAX
(Kiipoxa 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 | 14 5,00
and objectives of the course
70. The handouts or other educational resources (in- | 14 4,93
print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions
71. The course assignments and the seminars or | 14 4,93
lectures usefully complemented each other
72. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was | 14 5,00
appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the
syllabus)
73. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate | 14 4,93
for the stated level of studies
74. The assessment methods used in this course were | 14 4,93
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course
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 | 14 3,93
course
81. Overall personal evaluation 14 3,57
82. Was the instructor effective in sharing | 14 4,50
knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?
83. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 14 4,93
foster interest in advanced academic fields?
84. Was the instructor effective in guiding classroom | 14 4,57
discussion?
85. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 14 5
learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?
86. Were the assessment methods used in this course | 14 4,86
fair and appropriate for the goals of the course?
87. Was the instructor fair and equitable in dealing | 14 4,79
with individual students in the learning process?
88. What is your overall evaluation of the instructor? | 14 4,71




5. Xbyypoveg OcmpnTiKEG TPOGEYYIGELS, OTOIKLOKEG TPOGEYYIGELS 6T GVYYPOVY] KOPOifuxi)
YPOPH

Awaokovoa: Aonpiva Kapapavrta
YOvoro: 9 amavTGELS

To pédnua élafe cvvorkn a&lordynon 4,56 kot aviarwokpifnke og 1060616 4,33 GTIC TPOGOHOKIES TV
eortntov/tpiov. Efupetucy Mrav m afodoynon g dddokovcag Tov  Uabnuotog  kafdg
Babporoynbnke pe 4,71. Ot 616)01 KOl Ol Epyocieg Tov pobNuatog amoTiunOnKay ToAd Oetikd pe
Babpote 4,67, xar 4,89, evd | opydvmon a&loAoyndnke cuvolikd pe 3,89. ZTic ovoyTég EpOTNOELG TO
pabnuo €hape evBovoiddn oydMa, KLpimg ovaEOPIKA e TS Beopntikéc Tpoceyyicel kot To
TPMOTOYEVT KEIEVA OV d10G ONKaY, MG 110UTEPOS KOVODPYL TESID YVAOOTG KOl AVOGTOXUGHOV, ALY
KOl GUVOMKA (¢ EUTELPIO TOV ATOTEAEGE OLOVONTIKY] TPOKANGT KOl TAVTOYPOVA TO DAIKO GUYKIVIGE
TOVG POLTNTEG Kot TIC PotTnTPLeG. [owaitepa Oetikd agloloynOnkay Kot ot cGuv-Sidackaiieg Kabmg kaveig
07O TIG POITNTPIEG KOl TOVG POITNTEG OV giye TPoOTEPT EUmELPin. AVOPOPIKA LE TO, TOPATAV®, GE dVO
a&10hoyNoElg TPOTEIVETAL VO EIVOL AYOTEPOG 0 GYKOG TMV AOYOTEXVIKADV KOl TOV OE@pNTIKOV KEWWEVOV
MOTE 01 POITNTPIEG KL OL POITNTES OV EYOVV TEPLGGOTEPO YPOVO apopoimong kat uPabovvong.

EPQTHXH APIOMOX MEXOX OPOX
AITANTHXZEQN | BAGMOAOI'TAX
(Kiipoxa 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 | 9 4,89

and objectives of the course

92. The handouts or other educational resources (in- | 9 4,89
print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions

93. The course assignments and the seminars or | 9 4,89
lectures usefully complemented each other

94. In terms of academic difficulty, the course was | 9 4,89
appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the
syllabus)

95. In terms of workload, the course was appropriate | 9 4,67
for the stated level of studies

96. The assessment methods used in this course were | 9 4,78

fair and appropriate for the goals of the course
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
100.  Class participation 9 3,78
101. Secondary reading/research 9 3,89
102.  Consistency in meeting the demands of the | 9 3,89
course
103. Overall personal evaluation 3,67
104. Was the instructor effective in sharing 5
knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?
105. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 9 5
foster interest in advanced academic fields?
106. Was the instructor effective in guiding | 9 4,78
classroom discussion?
107. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 9 5
learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?
108.  Were the assessment methods used in this | 9 4,89
course fair and appropriate for the goals of the
course?
109. Was the instructor fair and equitable in | 9 4,78
dealing with individual students in the learning
process?
110. What is your overall evaluation of the | 9 4,78
instructor?

6. TA KOMIKX KAI TO EIKONOI'PAOGHMENO MYOIXTOPHMA: IIEPIOQPIO KAI

ITANOPAMA

Awaokovoa: Xprotiva NTokov
Yvvodo: 13 amavrioelg

To pédnua élafe cvvorkn a&lordynon 4,15 kot aviarwokpifnke og 1060016 4,31 GTIC TPOGHOKiES TV
eortnT®V/Tp1ov. [Todd kodn Ntav n a&loAdynon Tov d1ddckovta Tov podnuatog kadang fabuoroyndnke
ue 4. H opydvmon, o1 6to)0t Kot o1 epyaciec Tov padnuatog amotiuidnkay e&icov moAd OeTika.

YT1G ovoLyTEG EPMTNOELG, TO LaOnpa EAaPe evBovoimon oydia. [daitepn pveila £ytve 6To OvTIKEipEVO
K0BaVTO Kol GTNV TPOGEYYION KOl 6T S0 dpacTiKn ddackaiio Tng K. NTOKOL Kol 6TV £UGACT] TOV
MOOMUOTOC GTNV AVAALOT TNG OTTIKNG EKOVAG. Avapopikd pe tnv a&loAdynon tov pobniuatog, ot
(QOITNTPLEG KOl O1 POITNTEG BoL TPOTILOVGAV VOl ELYOV TNV ETAOYN VO, EKTOVIIGOLV TNV EPYOCIN TOVG KOl
mive og €pya mov ddayOnkov Kotd T dudpkeln tov eEounvov. Idwaitepn pveilo €ywve kol ot
ONUIOVPYIKT EUTAOKT TOV QOITNTPIDV Kol GOITNTM®V 6TO UABM o Kot 6T duvatoTnTo Vo eTIGE0LY TO
O1Kd TOVG £pY0. ZVVIoTOTOL TEPLGGOTEPT] OEKTIKOTNTA OO TNV TAELPE TNG JOACKOVGOG GTIC ATOYELS

TOV QOLTNTOV Kol BETIKOTEPN AVTIUETMOTIOT KO OVTOTOKPIGT OTIG OTOYELS TOVG.




EPQTHXIH APIOMOX MEXOX OoPOX
AIMANTHZEQN | BAOMOAOI'TAX
(Kiipoxa 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 | 13 4,69
aims and objectives of the course
114. The handouts or other educational resources | 13 4,46
(in-print or electronic) offered by the instructor
usefully complemented the lectures and class
discussions
115. The course assignments and the seminars or | 13 4,46
lectures usefully complemented each other
116. In terms of academic difficulty, the course | 13 4,54
was appropriate for the stated level of studies
(considering the theoretical, thematic, and
literary or cultural aspects of the material of the
syllabus)
117. In terms of workload, the course was | 13 4,62
appropriate for the stated level of studies
118.  The assessment methods used in this course | 13 4,62
were fair and appropriate for the goals of the
course
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 | 13 4
course
125. Overall personal evaluation 13 3,77
126. Was the instructor effective in sharing | 13 4,38
knowledge and fostering student learning in the
area of instruction?
127. Did the instructor invite critical thinking and | 13 4,31
foster interest in advanced academic fields?
128. Was the instructor effective in guiding | 13 4,38
classroom discussion?
129. Was the instructor effective in guiding your | 13 4,46

learning outside of the classroom (through
suggestion of resources, research tools,
secondary reading etc.)?




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

132. What is your overall evaluation of the
instructor?

13




