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African Centres of Excellence — Satistaction
Survey Results

Second draft, results of both the 2017 wave as the 2016 wave, covering students from
the enrolment years 2014, 2015 and 2016
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Satisfaction Survey Response by Center and Program (2016 only)
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Satisfaction Survey Response by Centre and Program (2017 only)
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Satisfaction Survey Response by Center and Program
(Both 2016 and 2017)
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Satisfaction Score (1 = Poor, 4 = Excellent)

Relevance of the course

Quality of the lecturers

Academic reputation of the university
Quality of research supersvision

Quality of interaction with research supervisors
Usefulness for labour market

Quality of the interaction with fellow students
Quality of Interaction with Lecturers

Course Design

Level of competences of fellow students
Value for Money

Quality of Instruction

Quality of interaction with student support services

Quality of communication from the academic...

Exposure to industry (visits, internships etc.) _

0 0,5 - 1,5 2 2,5 3 3:5

m Overall Score (1 = Poor, 4 = Excellent) ®2016 ®2017
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Satisfaction Score (1 = Poor; 4 = Excellent)

Classroom Facilities

Campus Facilities

Library Facilities

Laboratory Facilities

Student accomodation facilities
Internship opportunities

IT Services

Career support services

o

0,5 - 1,5 2 2,5 3 35

m Overall score (1 = Poor, 4 = Excellent) ®2016 ®2017
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Aggregate Satisfaction Scores (1 = Poor; 4 = Excellent)
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Short Courses

MSc

PhD

o

Aggregate Satisfaction Scores (1 = Poor; 4 = Excellent)

W Teaching ™ Facilities

3:5
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Statement: I would recommend this program to someone else
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Does the program challenge you to do your best work?
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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m Notat all To a small extent To a moderate extent MTo alarge extent ®To avery large extent
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To what extent have the courses been intellectually stimulating?
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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m Notat all To a small extent To a moderate extent mTo alarge extent mTo avery large extent
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Was the program challengeing and intellectually stimulating?

MSec 17 86 205 336
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SC 55 48 198 179
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 50% 90% 100%

m Not at all To a small extent To a moderate extent  ®mTo alarge extent  mTo a very large extent
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Amsterdam | Brighton | Brussels | Frankfurt/Main | Paris | Stockholm | Tallinn | Vienna

13



