HALF-WAY FEEDBACK QUESTIONNAIRE — CONTROVERSIES IN MEDICINE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT
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h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 @
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote thie second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
(bl\Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study
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a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poar) 2 3 ‘ 5 [excellent)




HALF-WAY FEEDBACK QUESTIONNAIRE — CONTROVERSIES IN MEDICINE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT

Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor] to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 2 3 @ 5
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 é) 5

c} Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 @ 5

d} Practical symposia [second part of sessions): 1 Fi 3 @ 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4 (s)

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 E] (4] 5

g) Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 3 (4] 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 (@) 5

Were the sessions?  Too easy Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light Too much

What session did you like the most? Why?

Gesion 2 1 Session Y

What session was your least favourite? Why?

What reading did you like the most? Why?

" Dr Golem - How 4r #henke abouh Hediin,” 4 very gt

with good aclt e Aorgunge, Y, ey ool
Mfz;, e i T nucteck A Bose o Hne Lierted

Whi.t rudm:ur least fmlﬂ.mte? 1-:1:'? I{ - | .
a il Ay n-mf
ol G e ot e iy

What were the strongest aspects of thﬂe sessions?

How would you improve these sessions?
~Abre. Glng, vk and. gy diassions

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a} Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings

Bl Devote the second hour of the session 1o address a prachical case sudy

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poar) 2 3 4 5 (excellent)




Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor) to 5 (excellent):

#) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 (!':)
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 Ly 5

€] Lectures {first part of sessions): 1 2 3 @ 5

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 I[E) 5

&) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4 5

f} Guidance on assignment {essay): 1 2 3 4 @

g) Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 2 3 {3:) 5 .
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 E 4 @
Were the sessions?  Too easy Expected leve Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light @ Too much

What session did you like the most? Why?

WORER % fh:hﬁnﬁna au SociolRY

' Fen : of .
el PRt o dnvonal fﬂ*-:j""“:?u e aklon.  of WY
What session was your least favourite? Why? = "

a “‘.u -w'
. L~ wth hﬁ
ot aiu®

EEH OrE - T ave  Ween o e
& " '..I"l-ﬁl LN}

: oh  evakleodl o TR
What reading did you like the most? Why? = 3" forred : Post Lo dul
batore. ek pise ckidcuihioe

y Lo
e ctaseh 1o Aiscodiond L oV
{
Gound iy OB ects - Brar & Crredemdd —  ads wajete v ™Y R
What reading was your least favourite? Why? Pikad  dwe  paolie pum::.l:sﬂ. Fﬁ;m
T

J e
: Xis i maveM waote
Callons deallogs @adiag - Mt callows 00
Lt wwal mﬂlﬁi':b‘-d dinst anrd | ‘EHﬂﬁg'mf
WA gy n i
What were the strongest up%fu-nl‘ :I'ueﬂst ns? &l ke
& Lk . Y H.- GII-:H{EF
* 1o of offorsiva +o Soarti bt LR D, L,y ety BT
re;allﬂ Shows 1 coveliokion = 1‘%41-&—'-“"6 mhf't‘t
See  wiw peshpechivel . rea-k'la eng=y: A
condirov Ho
How would you improve these sessions?

boc uﬂnw

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

3] Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
@' ote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study
—

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) Fi 3 D 5 (excellent)



HALF-WAY DONNAIRE - ERSIES IN MEDICIN HM D ENVIR
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HALF-WAY FEEDBACK QUESTIONNAIRE — CONTROVERSIES IN MEDICINE, TECHNOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT

Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor) to 5 [excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 3 4 @
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e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 @ s
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What session did you like the most? Why?
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 [poor] 2 3 @ 5 [excellent)



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 {mrceltenlj

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity -f.'l-f cﬂ-ntents 1 4 5
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 ] 5

) Lectures [first part of sessions): 5

d) Practical sympasia (second part of s:esnnns:l % @ 4 5

e) Liility of discussion boards: 1 4 5

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 3 4 5

g} Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 3 4 3

h} Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 E?D 4 5
Were the sessions? Too easy :i:ette:l lewvel Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light Teo much

What session did you like the most? Why?
Nehwork dymamics (Week 5) brranse i+ seems Mo posf S bevesfing
o me. &5 1 F ves 59%““":[ New! JO me

What session was your least favourite? Why?

Ef‘.‘:"‘h"f wf;:'l"‘vj 'fut{.i L{} he camse |} xS [J:-MEJ En ._,dw}..l'rj <S5 O

What reading did you like the rnq:lst? Why?
7 s #e Sismendo rmJJ'ns beiaase 1k -h"-.:f)'-‘p.l"l:.q'ﬁ y
toneepls el

What reading was your least favourite? Why?

f f.flﬂf mﬂﬂ-é f hewre .::"-1-1?, ;‘Imj} }?auu....wfu M Fﬂl"rtlf'_',tn—é«f

‘What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?
I like W i Lave IJI-ffmﬁ_EHh 46551 for I SEmMiao »
section fo ,l‘,,.qfr shave oY J.dtﬁJ;'.

How would you improve these sessions?

7 fel Il ke Z weed  mare EIWFJIE o meke f:.:?mw_:d.ians for
rmﬂf.z.ioF being, famaht
For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
[E_i)]e-.-crte the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) 2 @ 4 5 (excellent)
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
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Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor) to 5 [excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 5
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 5

c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 5

d} Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4 5

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 3 a4 5
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h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate; 1 Fi 3 4 5
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Please, rate the following aspects from 1 {very poor) to & [excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: ? 2 Ci:j}f’ 5

b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2

c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2

d) Practical symposia [second part of sessions): 1 2
e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 (3 s
f) Guidance on assignment [essay): 1 2 3
g) Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 2 @
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate:
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
b) Devate the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor] 2 3 4 5 (excellent)



Piease, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor] to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and larity of contents: 1 2 3 4 (5
b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 s 5
) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 {5)
d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 @
" &) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 s (3
f} Guidance on assignment [essay): 1 2 3 4 &)
g) Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 3 s
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 F 3 4 @

Were the sessions?  Too easy (-.:_E:m level ./ Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light @) Too much

What session did you Hke the most? Why? . %ﬂj
e 3
o pnd niMJ ! o ﬂ? el
B T o o s A i s e il
s ds helmpo ;tiﬁ oy aywéj s
at session was your least favourite? Why?

What reading did you like the most? Why?
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What reading was your least favourite? Why?

e fth ? m's cose.
“f"ﬁﬂtm ?tia.ﬁm tispﬂhmu “?E “:,mm ond M . Hj,._,..vg,.?
(¢ seems Jhas all wo9c0p .:':.‘- bl b A ScudSons, a-':ri; o, N
for discusSrens and for m’m o way aeiced fomected T At P

Adh &0 .
mu YOou | these sessions?

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to af 77 M Feland
Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings | fgewss sheriy ﬁ?-ﬁ""

te the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 [ poor) 2 3 4 'E}:ullnm]-
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Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of conterts: 1 2 3 (a) s
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 4 5

c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 5

d) Practical symposia {second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 (2) 3 4 5

f) Guidance on assignment [essay): 1 2 3 @ 5

gl Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 @ 4 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 E_} 4 5

Were the sessions? Too easy

Was your workload?  Light  Fair

What session did you like the most? Why?
: _ s a8
S50 T Lecouge | S0wWE ok of poantihons | Wowld Wilkee o AL

What session was your least favourite? Why?
551003 Lub Hhab wbp oaly Dehuge | ke Jusk Sloriad afpra,
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What reading did you like the most? Why? . : r
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What reading was your least favourite? Why?
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What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?
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How would you improve these sessions?

raf R

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
@ Devate the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) 2 3 @_‘_} 5 (excellent)



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 (excellent):
a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4
¢} Lectures [first part of sessions): 1 2 3
d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2
e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 @ 4
f] Guidance on assignment {essay): 1 2 @
g) Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 Fi 3
h} Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1

Were the sessions? Too easy Eq,@_gel Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light @b Too much

unnmwn@u

h@lﬂ"l

What session did you like the most? Why?

%;.M’fmwﬁﬂf.huwtia m{.ﬁh&lﬁdﬁfﬂh WM@M“@

What session was your least favourite? Why?
L

What reading did you like the most? Why?

the noealt sseerd s en b C:lun&rﬂi.-.,j.htd thad applid He )

What reading was your least favourite ? Why?
hafy

What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?

the {ﬂaﬁbdbfﬂmm

How wolld you improve these sessions?
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
@ Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
b) Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poar) i 3 4 @mﬂhntl



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 @
b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2 1 (@ s

c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 @ 5

d} Practical symposia [second part of sessions): 1 2 3 @ 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 @ s

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 a 5

g) Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 % 4 2

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 @

Were the sessions?  Too easy Too difficult
Was your workload?  Light @ @"

'-l'ﬂ'ratsﬁsinnddwuluke the most? Why?
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What session was your least favourite? Why?
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings 8
b} Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) 2 3 @ 5 [excellent)



Flease, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 (excellent):

2] Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3 @ 5
b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 @ 5

c} Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 @

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2, 3 @j 5

) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4/ 5

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 |

3 a 5
g} Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 3 :Q 5
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3

Were the sessions?  Too easy Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light Too much

What session did you like the most? Why?

Sesson 3,05 1 Liked dhe lhands-on aﬂwd:g
and JE&HTJ with ™y fablemates,

What session was your least favourite? Why?

Session 4 which 1 Rund helgful
but a bt dsconnected,

What ru;:ang did you like the most? Why?
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What INE Was your Ielst favourite? Why?
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What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?

Erampks of fhfasul Hiortes and nee s,

How would you improve these sessions?

Small 9™p A Bouss N Defur? hﬂpﬂm‘? ones,

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

3) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
'@. nte the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 ® 5 {excellent)



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor) to 5 {excellent]):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 '3} 4 5
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 F & 4 5

€] Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 & 5

d) Practical symposia [second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 (!‘:::I

e} Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 gj 5

f] Guidance on assignment {essay): 1 2 4 5

g) Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 3 4

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate; 1 2 é 4 5

Were the sessions?  Too easy Expected level @ L ._.Jrlnﬂ r ""{ :I‘F"r Qi fj F
Jflmh l. “"I-l w‘?r";_

Was your workload?  Light Too much
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What reading did you like the most? Why?
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings - Y 0 .E Lﬂ 'H/l
b) Devate the second hour of the session to address a practical case study S

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 @]‘ a 5 [excellent)
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Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor] to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 5

c) Lectures {first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 5

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 F i 3 4 5

&) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4 5

fj Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 Fi 3 4 ]

g) Adequacy of assignment (essay): 1 2 3 4 5 _

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 3

Were the sessions? Too easy Expected level Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light Fair | Too much FALRL R LT Ty (LT T, TP, i P
- l.._.“._l. o P r : 1 i y = | Lt C - |.._. .-_._I LA |
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What session did you like the maost? Why? | ' " Ll

ik - M Bl rfma A [ | 1l
What session was your least favourite? Why?
What reading did you like the mast? Why?
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What reading was your least favourite? Why?
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‘What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?

How would you improve these sessions?

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings

b} Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) 2 3 4 5 [excellent)



“WAY FEE E NNAIRE - CONTR E

Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor) 1o 5 {excellent]):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: 1 2 3
b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 ] &

c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 &
d) Practical sympaosia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4

e} Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4 5

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 i 3 4 %
g} Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 2 3 4

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3
Were the sessions? Too easy Expected level Too difficult

Was your workload? Light _Fair  Too much

What session did you like the most? Why?

4 &
5
4 5

Week 2 on STS | AMT |, Hheorreg

What session was your least favourite? Why?

'Epuﬂaiﬁ'y OLJ“’T - Ju5+ not L.-fE.-r? ﬂftu ¥ On | T

What reading did you like the most? Why?
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What reading was your least favourite ? Wihy?

What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?

Ei.iut/-; Guolone e .

How would you improve these sessions?

Mm/y ke SF‘H'& lectvoe  owl

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
al Devaote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
(BPDevote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 [poor) 2 | @

r
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5 [excellent}



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 [very poor] to 5 Imt::elient]:

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clamvui‘mntents 1
b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 @ 5
c) Lectures (first part of sessions): 1 g 5
d) Practical symposia (second part of ﬂsmnsj 2 4 5
e) Litility of discussion boards: 1 2 4 3
f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 3 @ 5
g) Adequacy of assignment [essay}: 1 2 3 gy s
h} Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 Fi 3 @ 5
Were the sessions? Too easy Expected level Too difficult

Was your workload?  Light Fair  Too much
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What reading did you like the most? Why?
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What reading was your least favourite? Why?
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‘What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?
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How would you improve these sessions? /
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For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week’s readings
te the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall apinion of the course: 1 [poor) 2 3 @ 5 [excellent})



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 (excellent):

a) Expertise of the lecturers and clarity of contents: Fi 3 @I 5

b} Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 5

¢) Lectures (firstpartof sessions): 1 2 3 (4 5§

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 Ci:) 5

e} Utility of discussionboards: 1 2 3 4 ¢5F

f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 @ q 5

g] Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 | 3 g 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 (5 >
Were the sessions? Too easy Expected level Toa difficult

Was your workload?  Light Fair  Too much

What session did you like the most? Why?

What session was your least favourite? Why?

What reading did you like the most? Why?
W&kj‘kr\ - (kL all em :}::,1 ]

What reading was your least favourite? Why?

What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?

How would you improve these sessions?

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devate the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
b} Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 @

B

5 [excellent)



Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to 5 {Hcellent]r
a) Expertise of the lecturers and clant-.- nf:cmt

b) Usefulness of readings: t@

c) Lectures (first part of unmnsl @ @

L = i

d) Practical symposia (second part u-fsesiiﬂnsj 3
&) Litility of discussion boards: 1 i 5
f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 4 g
g} Adequacy of assignment [essay): 1 F 4 5
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate; 1 2 3

Were the sessions? Too easy Too difficult
Was your workload ? l.igh Too much

What session did you like the most? Wihy?

What session was your least favourite? Why?

What reading did you like the most? Why?

What reading was your least favourite? Why?

What were the strongest aspects of these sessions?
How would you improve these sessions?

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to
a) Devote the second hour of the session to discuss the week's readings
b) Devote the second hour of the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 {poor) 2 3 4

5 [excellent)






