
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 2 3 4 G)

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 5

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

d} Practical symposia (second part ofsessions): 1 2 3 @ 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 @ 5
f) Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 3 4 @

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 @

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy (iExpectedie) Too difficult
eet

Was your workload? Light Too much

Whatsession did youlike the most? Why? . ;

“the one on Caltons paper, Tt was a rasclinating ie

to ANT
Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Tssou, WC} AN . Probable cA (He too much guiddnee
am \F aATHING «

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

Collar 's . Lcreverent and Vaselntting .

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

N/A
Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

The f lectures

How would you improve these sessions?

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week's readings

b) Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion ofthe course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4 Glexceltent)



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 andclarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 G)

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 6)

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

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 6)

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 a §
f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 @

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? —_Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

L Wee Me sess weve WE Aciked Moar VAWOUS COMRKNASARS Aung

AME CONNO-1A_ gaandernitc.

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

TL Ma'k WAV] AW LEDG KANOSATION SwIee TD Ake WER OLY
WIN AY WLAN VRE AKPNCMAT AVA WMA WL MONE V\CONNRd
WV OS -

Whatreading did you like the most? Why? S

. . ANA Lsnecman
WR VAM, T WERE AWS MAST yyHS GH ME SCANGKS ALNes
SX WOS WRAY AG 9EC NVAARACKWS won canntOueNSRS.

NRRAS gad Wass ADA RAAT Yq AHSAqe@Menks
Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why? Q More

Same wetT WNAn'y Wad A east LNGAAE_ yeOdnNA as
.

Ss.

WRKONG Od —VVGOE}HNN YOAV GAVE

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

TW SWMDAVW

T
F

Aseecrs GF WES SVSHVGAS WAVE Ween Me

PUMWTAS CLPRUAMLS Law SAMARHS AS GNAICIPANR and

AMON SO ASCUSSIONS Wr CASS.
How would you improve these sessions? ~ aoa encourong nave oxauy

SRINGNS

ONS LRAWA COMAVONAAS.
For the second part of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

(b))Devote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4



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 2 3 (Q 5

b) Usefulnessof readings: 1 2 3 rs) 5

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

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

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 5

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy (Expectedlevel.” Too difficult

Was your workload? Light (Faid Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?
‘ecbs

Pekwak dynamics -snfeastures, bowvote O =
ondelckondiva oF RYN,

Whatwed0hmes Dace “Corie, 04 ca

EsSan, wating? maybe mole Atal gyi
“> SS OU be neo OI S

RideOFME (ejonzebig wm predyction os
Tedeo - StaenaGie wiedag — wielestirm & leosnnab,

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why? AKEColy, Vewel ® (eating

Scallops (ending Yala Ik basing bot
Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions? Kray ws 1mpol land

rare FAPwork - \ atpreciute the in y
element ae .

   
Howwould you improve these sessions? f

 

For the second part of the course, would you prefer to ‘4

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

ib)Devotethesecondhourof thiesessiontoaddressalpracticalcase study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 a 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 andclarity of contents: 1 2 3 @ S

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 5

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 4 (5)

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 (4) 5

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 (4) 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? —_Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Sesion 2 + Sesion 4

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

, What reading did you like the most? Why?

"Dr Golem -How ty henke abouh Aedbetine" a, very sabigheng beak
i tr goo acle sicle Loy

InoLye on Me Faprc.Fe pvefeck ar tase whe Gaus townted
What reading was yourleast tavourteranWhy?

Miche CoMms veeolay on Seallons. Jt wos slighty fietg,wok

in, “tbtiple,folaon wibaaad MaeMiwteolye Beef
What were theGitogMeaspects web.thesefonssessions?

How would you improve these sessions?

-More glouye work and yoy Ausinsnsions

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a} Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

Devote hour of the sessi ud

Youroverall opinion ofthe course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4

 



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 2 3 4 S

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 @ 5
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 4 5

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 ®

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 ® 5 .

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

Werethesessions? Too easy Expected leve Too difficult

Was your workload? —_Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Week J: thilosoPhy a8 SockACY A206, ~tadun
: eS. winweg sd0

i ane : eAXAQ OF .
(ued foondarionay vnoe cexmaxion 06 2%

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why? ~

Essony One - ox poe potter
. : ra Wave

L feet Vike2 mathadologye@t of Anawasis Sov cecku tt ®
. aA makrod§ i> xe

Whatreading did you like the most? Why? Sequ forred . Rose WAS GUL:

loegore. 2 leree ALSCUSE OM
: nove

INTKtVHOnal eColWGA !+roawS larions ' ceigted te disco Slows | ANT
AL (2

Boundiy obyectS - Star wm 4KeseM™{ — rade eager antd
Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why? Liked ane wulhAe PoSSaAcge e:

Cy WAR

di Aris praeeS never vase Sent *
CallonS Scatlags ceo og | Then callons OPP
1 Wa cnoredbly AMBW and t Ytrogge, ‘ Squaea pir gettingheognit nd

What werethe strongest aspects of these sessions? hivecsi of -peecs ASSO RO bacugin

wal> [orS of ppotunities +O COntT: Dote Peel TKR tran “EAL feecS. wh t . no

feally ShowS in coverBationg a : ’ ™

see! ALwY PexBPectivesd. 1 ¥ eal Ny eny Li Bren “4 %

canard v tio
How would you improve these sessions?

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

Devote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

S-”

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 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: 1 3

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 8

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

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

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 4

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 5

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected, Too difficult

Was your workload? Light Fair Too much
——=

Whatsession did youlike the most? Why? . . : ‘

- foal) wort /abjeds- Onjeyed Konsidenng Prt
val

Whatsession was yourleastae Why?

: just (pecanse way gle
A we ad yey IAINwy SH\\

Whatreading did you like the most? Why? .

Ne scallops reading -wichel (lor eagerAy
- tay grow Aiport agjarsconeckew +f

ceatng imerepting wey
What reading was yourtrstFavourite? why?

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions? . } 5

~l eysyed the lectures Whar Sheaific Garf
we Given a sed it makes fe the"ay

AtosVie sre Cherberger launch
How would you improve these sessions?

| ayy than |

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings l .ft b 9
'

(Pppevote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study of oH,

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 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: 1 2 3 @) 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 @ 5 ;

c} Lectures(first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 Cs)
d) Practical symposia (second part of Sessionsh: 2 3 (4) 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 i 5

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 3 4 GS

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): : ; 3 4

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy xpected level Toodifficult

Wasyourworkload? LightFair Too much

Whatsessiondid youlike the most? Why?

| engourd tne session broke: anNhicucech We isto CP a blade box
be iB a concepl \ hort Knead of in oho ClegseS lay aud Wok

VYne a naw for.

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

a

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

How would you improve these sessions?

L wud apprcore Rodbare on bwr discussion PKS esp. it Au pins
wert nok WN.

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

b} Devote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 G) 5S (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 andclarity of_s) 1 2 3 @) 5

3b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 4 5

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

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

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 5

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 4 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Too difficult

Wasyour workload? —_Light (Fair) Too much

Whatsessiondid youlike the most? Why?

COME YOWNOY oveSIs

L>» adod (OM OWA FOX CHLOLS
Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Ua, NY AKG
LD wy w iM Haresting

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

SvS yoy A105 th
Ly ared packanund

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

VOUa ws paper
Ld nr as cayy 0 wrCra

Whatwerethe strongest aspectsof these sessions?

~tyb anurds t 5

Shu VEAL Wavich bopics / OVUM as

How would you improve these sessions?
Wo re aotOS [eteav ast Leck Uros

phito> Go CAO Of sCeNte

Forthe secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

yevote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 6) 4 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: 1 2 3 4 ®

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 S)

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

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

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 }® 5

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4

g) Adequacyofassignment(essay): 1 2 3 4

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy xpectedlevel Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light airy Too much

Whatsessiondid youlike the most? Why?

LL Halla Viva ds eV on

YU ANT Penvtes Vetamnt Ey Wynd ne Werte

wecater ds Me bert and WewA pyr:

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

DS beat verew Ve x bea 7

nor Enver” Broo box nr Mew oteNet

wer nny Maan wrt ve aed YY OMonR  EIR,

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

FAS UA Colin trdie nue Zo bed 1h eAmae
+e SE OACotero COTE er MAGS bert Ra nhin ms rve
Camlesmee Wotn t=ey Crnets ,

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

IN) | Xx

What werethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

xr “ppt eine hey TK Unmet ay ree explored pA

brea ARMY oHAR arWLA trey ob we bree bine fer Weg
yr

WMOcae . Yorn tianret YEW prvit nee 1 ¥

How would you improve these sessions? “<7 2 wxtGuim ve~ leewvty t

Mor handuem POV ORG ree tenn sir ny >)

Vie +a Rezes

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

vote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study

LY Thine el ert MoAtn,

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

Agia NIWSI ptekee ha Ate Dom Yar CAS ve nt Mai ely een
a ™ PMC Cemvnnreme¢ re LONING Wis claus on’ “Vprernxt he
PARE rhe, 4 tAyenyira HHtethirsy pea:



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 @

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 &

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 @ 5

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 2

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 (5)

Werethe sessions? Too easy ectedlevel Too difficult

Wasyour workload? Light Fain) Too much

Whatsessiondid you like the most? Why?

WeWeek WS ble T feel that ve were
dle to © aMhect al of of concep bs tog ether

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Weekit® because. TL Gee) thad we didth't Know enoial

to0!s = oF enous informaction, So feltet

wroteWood less inlereshing

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?

T really liked the challenger reading dlc
i led lots of concep We ated ab oct in Plevions §651%

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Lt think the readinas ad she innin ble 4 were Wore,

\koad , introdui 4 j J

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

Coll oo ration will. other classmates+ doriy a concepts ft ow, BG ging

How would you improve these sessions?

Mayle (ole ollaboratio wth, classmate «

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

b) Devote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 J) 5 (excellent}



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

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

a) Expertise of the lecturers andclarity °a) 1 4 5

b) Usefulnessof readings: 1 4 5

c) Lectures(first part of sessions):

d) Practical symposia (second part ofesos : QO: 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 4 5

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 3 4 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity too participate: 1 2 ® 4 5

Werethe sessions? Too easy ExpectedExpectedlevel) Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light (Fair) Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Nelwork dynamics (Week 5) because it seems the mes} in Feves fing
fo me 25 jE Vas some thing New }o yn

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Essay wih (Wek 1) becamse it wes go a writing SES8/0N

Whatreadingdid you like the most? Why?

F Wyle he S Ismando readno, petanse it be exp legns fhe.

ancephs well

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

L do, 4 Ipink Z hove any leash hate vile In particuky

Whatwerethestrongest aspects of these sessions?

T Ike ok we Lave discusgan Se5510v hav Ibe seminar

Sechion to help shave OMY ideas
How would you improve these sessions?

T fel Ivke ZL weed more example fo make COvnections for

concept being tamer

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week's readings

(6)devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 fe) 4 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 @ 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 @ 5
c) Lectures(first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 B

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

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

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 4 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedleve! Toodifficult

Was your workload? —_Light (far) Too much

eadinas wn we a litle puch

Whatsessiondid you like the most? Why?

4 omioned wetk 2.4 (eetute ae wert,
‘ woout .

Tt Layer,oes emilesopen de ZAUACE,
“

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

wk 3. TL diduy Avg Collow's ccodim

so meh .

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?
;

TZ aablyy Weed Vnhelaans cemdliven, owe tee Challange0: aaker

Ty pos thi sie to Kelbow aed TA (cack 0 on

Whatreading was yourleast favourite? Why? ; i. .

Callens odin, 1 didnt agpredate Ws weitrun style , so 2

yl Vike 2 did fda undetssrorar Ut.

What werethe strongest aspects of these sessions? . . | { .

The uitflararions ob He klucces with BR cose etudy CS
oe Coty et .

How would you improve these sessions?

dwl

=

Mor Asussotons WARE Huw Lechter \poumves

und di Woon cues to adh [doccy points eo thar ture

axd : <
4 £

mote Apxitey wt garciopat Con th pete discuser on.

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

Devote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 5

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Goo difficult »

Was your workload? Light Fair ™~

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Essay workshop ley with the treanles

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Network ditrndgs, quite fifi ety. to"Filkwe

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?

Chelers ¢e Cos. Wey vy Cofrhted with clases [Ve teller, before.

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Calloa’s ANT aad Scallops was Wigh\y becdinial fir mM.

What werethe strongest aspectsof these sessions?

Viey engaging lect ores

How would you improve these sessions?

Mor. tien fo Werle on practic cases /an our O95 tyin into Cond oh

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

Crpevote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) (> 3 4 5 (excellent)
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Please, rate the following aspects from 1 (very poor) to S (excellent:

a) Expertise of the lecturers andany ° contents: 5cs

b) Usefulness of readings:

c) Lectures(first part of sessions) : 2

d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2Gs

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 ; @ 4 5

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): ® 4 °

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to+ participate: 2 4 ©)
Were the secon? Too easy ESpected Too difficult

Was your workload? Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

| UVed the essay wntung one

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?

. UR WAC
( Chink Ta givr one HE up ile ©

What reading was yourleast favourite? Why?

What werethe strongest aspectsof these sessions?

How would you improve these sessions?

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

b) Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4 _ §(excellent)



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

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

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

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 SD

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

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

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

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 &

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 tS

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light Too much

. | . AeotBS,
Whatsession did youlike the most? Why? . w

Te one on Calloq and ams. | really ake oe reat
B ortertsticg, cfthorgh Ih. ve gO we [ly vefe hold t pace

wards “pecawe’ He mah ouvgumcnhs were &
hat session wasyourleast favourite? Why?

_. . > 9
Whatreading did you like the most? Why? Sry

Sill Callen ond also STS piston. / Me how reodizgs ™ y

Sometimes feels a bE Yetu/apye if Ga be rery Klee

te bY & Aherenty Cress - clesciflogs .

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

vewerethe strongest aspects he these ses; ee.a ‘wt on d

| find fhe Strongth to e 19 com } put fine os yen

[p seems thap all wacophd bun’upon f Fr diScudSions, od TF

for scatd/ens, and for ideas Co

Ove. MOVs on.
would you improve these sessions?

For the secondpart of the course, would youpreferto erin, Fees pols

é Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings 6 piscusS Awiy Abr f

evote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4 Exexcellent)

hts Corse iY cwoter thon The Hederpete dounds (S)



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 2 3 @ 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 4 5

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

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

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

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 @) 4 5

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

  
Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Toodifficult

   Was your workload? Light Fair Too much  

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

SRssion T Yecouse | Save lor of Yoanethons | Wuld alee to MY 25Say.

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

gassionS bur Hak wos only becouse | bal Just Seereel iatorne
Cluss ond bade fully Comphr uy ger so Cgust felt «6 Lite (oST.

Whatreading did you like the most? Why? . ,

Tre tt hnallenser ole Since 1 just Pond the ‘behind -rrecsenes
(woe of the Ariyic Bccident ver) inteeesting

Whatreading was yourleast favourite? Why?

Callon- i ves VOY Hebmical

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

Explaining r 214 bo rting ow fhe rtachings

How would you improve these sessions?

n/4&

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

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

(® Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 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 andclarity of contents: 1 2 3 4 ©

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 QG

c) Lectures(first part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 6)

d) Practical symposia (secondpart of sessions): 1 2 3 ® 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 4 5

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

g) Adequacyofassignment (essay): 1 2 3 4 G)
h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 8)

Werethe sessions? Too easy Enactedlee! Too difficult

Wasyour workload? Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

the fuciam en ANT, mou da cornplucaled tp2 90 the seaplane duning seminar was ssa

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

NA

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

the monk sucant ove orithe Challeng, Obed MS cpplid

t

e

noy we, have
been dacusiy

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?
N/A

Whatwerethe strongest aspects ofthese sessions?

the Randi of the Maclin

How would you improve these sessions?

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

@ Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week's readings
b) Devote the second hourof the session to addressa practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4 @exceltent)



 

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 2

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 @ 5

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 @ 5

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 @ 4 5
g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 ® 4 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected levé Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light esaeeny

Whatsession did youlike the most? Why?

ESA) Worh™4. Coated whot Wos needed © do and mode
meeele wormed ADOOE the€Say

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

SeDSion 2, Egyones the otrexv> more.

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?

ChnoWterger loonch Keading , |Poond teWd MOSEenjoYable
mosk Un Eng, anc eamése to Rod NN terms of y 5
ybed RIE
Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

FRCS “ANEANT Reading, BSawetimes tne la oseclWS

Mond\e AiRAcy\t£O FocL= ech ondeetanct . Oo

Whatwere the strongest aspects of these sessions? «

Gig Rockicl exomPles WRAPS Understand tne {Pics
beer and allows €Or eimlonilte> with other issues

Speake ve improve thesers peek a bte / & hel © rida ene onderstand

ar Yerbose lanqpop beng posed un the readings (not Coming from

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week's readings

b) Devote the second hourofthe session to addressa practical case study

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 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 ofthe lecturers andclarity of contents: 1 2 3 (4) 5

b) Usefulnessof readings: 1 2 3 ® 5

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

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

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

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 5

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 (4) 5

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 (5)

Werethesessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Session 3,05 1 \\kod He bards-on activity
and disovssiv)ny wih my tabkya tes,

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Session + which L fund helgtvl

but a bt disconnected,

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

1 jited Me Nest ot & readin
a what fo expect Prom the ¢' oysetthe ves

WhatReson inkereshiy,ng was your iO favourite? Why?

Callon's scallops, which wos c ope lvstatonot bis wettedobyy
but a bit vege ti tive,

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

Exampts of trpesed theories and concep fs.

How would you improve these sessions?

Swall g™p diswssions belevea ones,

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

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

Copevote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 Q 5S (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: 1 2 4 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 ® 4 5

c) Lectures(first part of sessions): 1 2 3 8 5
d) Practical symposia (second part of sessions): 1 2 3 4 6)

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 3 ® 5
f} Guidance on assignment (essay): 1 2 Q 4 5

g) Adequacyofassignment(essay): 1 2 @ 4

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level ate + more theoical(ompl “Ke

than | +h cughtt
Wasyour workload? Light _( Fait) Too much

suimsikekeaeothvity aud tabkcey ovt a ri tfawg le

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why? “oA. w% comeley ther, ond pert icipation

SastianDA gedonc whe seemed to be the nly ones whe Videsho

Har makaciod; Mune wos aco ype tine to ker discuss. fe reotdnye

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

S ium? ( antievers iS: The Dynamics ot Pybl iz Nisputes ih the VS

blip ful for vay paper
Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

ental SusSion 2: Very duns ¢ oud ync

we rters are using tuncitul /imedceesible \amquas
What werethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

Qeve Ais tuSgianS owe Wappias lovid

(war ‘yw the uahun‘c wily where the

v To Sound molt uty,

How would you improve these sessions? / / wv

Moye mopern [at studies 9 (made (han, Qu; fy

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings .¥ ’ £ ( 0 tr

b) Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study~”

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 @ 4 5 (excellent)



HALF-WAYFEEDBACK 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 2

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) 4 5

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

h) Accessibility of staff and opportunity to participate: 1 2 3 4 5

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light Fair (coms) wovhiood ot We Urek vdpee,

TL pews «A B290 wort weds towns ‘SP me pole\d
RN Wa Bwtoyerk LOWE owt per Content
WhatsesSion did youlike theRe Why? a .

TL wayyy oh WE Ko Sebi.7 —the content Whesen!ry

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Week 4.

Whatreading did youlike the most? Why?

LyWe pele OY | sattctiyeepeatha§ehdh tetlew --sronkec Karledye”

puete wnWerechvs, cose StrayaneSeRipe Theway
Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

s ’

Dn Tuwrdundion te Soca 2 tetuolegy Snares

V mMmmouk 2 Sree

What werethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

T prlere the quossry. a He ledves is wy Wayrennve

How would you improve these sessions?

For the secondpart of the course, would you prefer to

a) Devote the second hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings

(b)Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3) 4 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: 1 2 3 4 &

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 4 6

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

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

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

f) Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 3

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 3 4

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light _Fair. ©Toomuch

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Week 2 on STS | ANT , theovieg

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

t

Bowneling Obyeet.  Jusy not very c{tuy On (Fr.

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

Coatlon s +h translation

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

Essay Guidonee

How would you improve these sessions?

Moy be split lecture

—

ow Seminay /+tut oy thf

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

a} Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

Cb)devote the second hourofthesession to address a practical case study

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

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 ® 5
c) Lectures(first part of sessions): 1 2 (4) 5

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

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 4 5

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

g) Adequacy of assignment(essay): 1 2 3 6) S

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expected level Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light “Fair Toomuch

Whatsession did youlike the most? Why? Arce

{ r<ab) eafups ur fink even

Con Vovenes in couch

on we fod e coieby

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why? A lesen bay lout very

> J wor vy!
Semcon 2 om Te Theat « STS

Prrory Droaun > INKAIR

What reading did youlike the most? Why?

Week 9 . Chapter on Conwoverer a

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Codlor'’s on Ne scadlogd Supe Popefic fr

:
fo dann

J?) pod 1 therd

Whatwerethestrongest aspects ofthese sessions?

Teplorann ss Neo Wen

ndaorn bur

How would you improve these sessions?

Mofee RAUM doumiom in Cl ovt/ papier 7 Common ConsvatO

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

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

vote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study

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

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 3 a 5

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

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

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

f} Guidance on assignment(essay): 1 2 @ 4 5

g) Adequacyofassignment(essay): 1 2 3 4 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Toodifficult

Was your workload? Light’ fair §=Toomuch

Whatsessiondid you like the most? Why?

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatreading did you like the most? Why?

Vaughn - ChallenSex S

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatwerethe 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 hourof the session to discuss the week’s readings it un

b) Devote the second hourofthe session to address a practical case study °

Your overall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 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: 1 2 5

b) Usefulness of readings: 1 2 (3 4

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

d) Practical symposia (second part ofsessions): 1 2 3 @) 5

e) Utility of discussion boards: 1 2 5

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

g) Adequacyof assignment(essay): 1 2 4 5

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

Werethe sessions? Too easy Expectedlevel Toodifficult

Wasyour workload? venFr) Too much

Whatsession did you like the most? Why?

Whatsession wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatreading did you tike the most? Why?

Whatreading wasyourleast favourite? Why?

Whatwerethe strongest aspects of these sessions?

How would you improvethese sessions?

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

a) Devote the second hourofthe session to discuss the week’s readings

b) Devote the second hourof the session to address a practical case study

Youroverall opinion of the course: 1 (poor) 2 3 4 5 (excellent)




