Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation
Part 1l

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other sheet.) Please make comments
both to help me develop the course in the future and to enable some third party
appreciate the course’s strengths and weaknesses. (Imagine a reader who may not be
willing to wade through all the notes on the other side, but is willing to do more than look
at numerical averages.) Among other things you might comment on the overall content
and progression of classes, the effect of the PBL unit, and the in-class discussions.
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation
Part 1l

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other sheet.) Please make comments
both to help me develop the course in the future and to enable some third party
appreciate the course’s strengths and; weaknesses. (Imagine a reader who may not be
willing to wade through all the notes on the other side,” but i$ willihg to do more than look
at numerical averages.) Among other things you might comment on the overall content
and progression of classes, the effect of the PBL unit, and the in-class discussions.
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol7 Course evaluation

Part I

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other sheet.) Please make comments
both to help me develop the course in the future and to enable some third party
appreciate the course’s strengths and weaknesses. (Imagine a reader who may not be
willing to wade through all the notes on the other side, but is willing to do more than look
at numerical averages.) Among other things you might comment on the overall content
and progression of classes, the effect of the PBL unit, and the in-class discussions.
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation
Part Il

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other sheet.) Please make comments
both to help me develop the course in the future and to enable some third party
appreciate the course’s strengths and weaknesses. (Imagine a reader who may not be
willing to wade through all the notes on the other side, but is willing to do more than look
at numerical averages.) Among other things you might comment on the overall content
and progression of classes, the effect of the PBL unit, and the in-class discussions.
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal of here is to make notes as prep. for Part Il, a synthetic
statement. Nevertheless, try to be legible because some reviewers might read these as well.

1. Start with a self-evaluation: Did you achieve your personal goals? How would you have proceeded
differently if you were doing this course again? What have been your major personal obstacles to learning
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What have you-tearned about making a seminar format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this?
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? How did your attitude to Yo
doing the course change through the semester? How do you think the course could be improved? What was
special about this course (-ve & +ve)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be your overall
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goals corviphen
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could o SN
be better met. "*60(\&%3
After an introductory session in which students identify their personal, intellectual and professional interests,
three class sessions are devoted to addressing a scenario (to be determined in light of the students' interests-
see week 2) in the tradition of "Problem-based learning" (PBL). The PBL work allows students to expose and
coordinate a range of angles for investigating an issue, practice tools for rapid research, and gain a shared
experience to refer back to during the discussions of readings that make up the rest of the course on
"Boundaries" (Who is included/excluded in shaping research and its applications? In what ways is that made to
matter?) and "Uncertainties" (To whom and in what circumstances is it important to reduce uncertainties in the
predictions and implications of research? ). Students also define and undertake individual projects that connect
the course themes to their individual interests. Students should consult the@gpplementary bibliography>for the
many topics, case studies, and themes that cannot be covered during a single semestér,™—
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal of here is to make notes as prep. for Part II, a synthetic
statement. Nevertheless, try to be legible because some reviewers might read these as well.

1. Start with a self-evaluation: Did you achieve your personal goals? How would you have proceeded
differently if you were doing this course again? What have been your major personal obstacles to learning
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What have you learned about making a seminar format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this?
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? How did your attitude to ’
doing the course change through the semester? How do you think the course could be improved? What was
special about this course (-ve & +ve)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be your overall
recommendation to prospective students?
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goaIs;:Z W, "r
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After an introductory session in which students identify their personal inteliectual and professional interests,%/} b
three class sessions are devoted to addressing a scenario (to be determined in light of the students' interests- ‘3’{/;
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal of here is to make notes as prep. for Part ll, a synthetic
statement. Nevertheless, try to be legible because some reviewers might read these as well.

1. Start with a self-evaluation: Did you achieve your personal goals? How would you have proceeded
differently if you were doing this course again? What have been your major personal obstacles to learning
more from this course?
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What have you learned about making a seminar format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the mostfrom a course like‘ this?
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? How did your attitude to
doing the course change through the semester? How do you think the course could be improved? What was
special about this course (-ve & +ve)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be your overall
recommendation to prospective students? MoeA) i ~

3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goals

expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could

be better met.
After an introductory session in which students identify their personal intellectual and professional interests,
three class sessions are devoted to addressing a scenario (to be determined in light of the students’ interests-
see week 2) in the tradition of "Problem-based learning” (PBL). The PBL work allows students to expose and
coordinate a range of angles for investigating an issue, practice tools for rapid research, and gain a shared
experience to refer back to during the discussions of readings that make up the rest of the course on
"Boundaries” (Who is included/excluded in shaping research and its applications? In what ways is that made to
matter?) and "Uncertainties” (To whom and in what circumstances is it important to reduce uncertainties in the
predictions and implications of research? ). Students also define and undertake individual projects that connect
the course themes to their individual interests. Students should consult the supplementary bibliography for the
many topics, case studies, and themes that cannot be covered during a single semester.
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Science, Technology & Public Policy, PPol749 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal of here is to make notes as prep. for Part Il, a synthetic
statement. Nevertheless, try to be legible because some reviewers might read these as well.

1. Start with a self-evaluation: Did you achieve your personal goals? How would you have proceeded
differently if you were doing this course again? What have been your major personal obstacles to learning
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hat have you learned about making a seminar format class stimulating and-productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this?
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? How did your attitude to
doing the course change through the semester? How do you think the course could be improved? What was f
special about this course (-ve & +ve)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be your overall
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment.Jon how well the goalsﬂ:j )f -
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.
After an introductory session in which students identify their personal inteliectual and professional interests,
three class sessions are devoted to addressing a scenario {to be determined in light of the students' interests-
see week 2) in the tradition of "Problem-based learning" (PBL). The PBL work allows students to expose and
coordinate a range of angles for investigating an issue, practice tools for rapid research, andw
experience to refer back to during the discussions of readings that make up the rest of the course on
"Boundaries" {(Who is included/exciuded in shaping research and its applications? In what ways is that made to
matter?) and "Uncertainties” (To whom and in what circumstances is it important to reduce uncertainties in the
predictions and implications of research? ). Students also define and undertake individual projects that connect
the course themes to their individual interests. Students should consult the supplementary bibliography for the
many topics, case studies, and themes that cannot be covered during a single semester,

Preeceade | except Lol e Line woe ek d o kA e At
P :

e L\‘ ‘f{ b’
$edes R )Droccx\rﬁ WL as <econda By éM%A of vl
| | ) s
C,\a";s.c; \Tr / i SR e ‘Q\;‘}' dc;r‘f b Q ﬂ % S C{‘lﬁ sf‘; s~ g«&ig, PR
Cr e oo t

L A B 'f'“‘:/f

e T




