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Topics covered:

Fertility Laboratory
(Clinical Rotation)

2. Enhur Aoudo

3. Pawdsuuw ,mwd

a. Owa,ézvgxap AT Ldsts

6.

0

Q

5. Ew)yu%r sty

Course Evaluation

Excellent
(5)

Very Good
(4)

Good
(3)

Fair

()

Poor

(1)

N/A

Facility conducive to learning X

Content of syllabus/handout

material

Hands on experience

Multimedia presentations

Length of course to contents

Appropriate time for questions

Overall course management

What was the most effective aspect(s) of this course? and why?

What was the least effective aspect(s) of this course? and why?
The hue waa

b el wp

AU

il /u'f% .qu,fuiob (nsless

7
Aiw AU desTabin M:zj,.

What could have made this course better?

—

A‘% wld

Additional comments:

T uwm—ovu

Al Ve

nek(-up

)

Vow, poed
¢ 4§

¢



