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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.

= )@,NA Hue (ousse W?@Z@/) Ml?%w] W @ddessg

Vin o ﬂ@’?ﬁlﬂv\!& Q ’}élc"\wl@( ’}O’}nc. A weded B mranbace.

o ~edenile propect. Vb doer oot by addeecser decoman
Qruasqx%m; abrnt *\v‘w:a w\m\¥m Cond i a’cﬂmﬁ@? Mleud ¢

Yo soive Al A @6{&#&&4‘&“ j« Yoo Jrocose Yhr velsielio

ol at dong reredrele
?Q mﬁ ‘e fmﬂf\“\\@! seow :%wg,‘(?fn to o Wil
' | g dtonal vtgseele ouser Yatk

Q}‘C@l\mg )@zﬁoﬁ?(?ﬁ“’\wl’ﬂ\— | \ W
(el \,@MLQQU} condoed T WS dind weteads o
Ve %@%ﬁ%m{]@ﬁ%mﬁa% prove. et Wida whes )
vk du Addeness ¥E T2 Wd‘fm&% teut Foce begm
AednGued . Hadever, e wewddtop @l @spedt i 7‘&:4
vcce cmnld e \wiptoved | wavbe \whoducig a sessr
<t o Wmd To \‘C\QW\‘% Popesr weHads b adaese Y
70@(&\%% ws%ns, o datd - Purce j& Yoo sAme

WPOSQ,



IS

Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation
Part II

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.

e S B S -
forcy sy
e

c 4 ) fer L1243 ca— .
\J\ v _2{ 044A_Q W WOOVF d(f% (
jttts Ao cor Courees To e cenfal an

Apd.

 hedime Fraf L\w&i@ Tt Tl o
(QM;J; F e o r{' W « MW
fom A . Ay Hten M#W w/lijw




|3

Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.



2

Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both to help the instructor
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 phases of research & engagement,

and the in-class activities. {
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.

B N el by e cond he \'“wf\@wjm N
b A o ey e bemoecch et e 5 Guan Ul
oo Pow Shodak s TH 4 avery stdgld e comese cob
vo oo \eav pinen ! Mecchoney slootl T ooy hoolber
zvvodw\s DQ \/L’*W\Ai'f'S j/\wVPQVm\W'“-j a,\\ S{V’dﬂf& /%Vul
bk eadiey 4o cobod Hre st AlHoud s
shaslor goou el baue o« gues b oo Doevpuge d
D one oXev Ao O»gerF ANy o Pws@\l%#w.
Dot class some cdrove el ( uvablx s o o show
 donng Sty o € bk rudure { |

B@ WS VST ¢ d““*eug ?e»uémig “ A«JD"“) l/—wwwﬂ
Moy & ol ol vec. oo oL /R v l/uw/\\ﬁ \LA//W'\

M wnd ,vw\* Leewse oy ool woasad - 3:oal BJT (|
o o e appcdke )l ToA L Bty el el
xjr IS \ukf'ﬁz\ not oo Wind v e . T_L Yo cllove < d Aa
o av bmle 4o fd falle ard Ve agprack oy downed-
AVIANES Jﬂ@om@- (w«giud%’w-g T rkal e may e Usebu |
“Mpl@é*’u‘v&oj Ho  Aov i closs or w(u\v 5% P,Lav»'wlour’




Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation
Part |l

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You
might build on/build in your comments from the other side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation
Part Il
Write out neatly a synthetic @a,jc_emeng“ or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this course. (You

might build on/build in your comments from the other side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 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 side.) Please make comments both
to help the instructor 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 phases of research & engagement, and the in-class activities.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course? ‘ «
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2. General evatuation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? Howdicfyoﬂr “é{ttit‘Udé.»tej [
doing the course change through the semester? How do you think the course could be improved? What was
special about this course (+positive & -negative)? 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 goals

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

be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,

advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research

and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for

further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up

well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,

and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
M

students or supervisees in systema{;igally addressing issues that concern them. . ‘ o 1
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation for Part i, 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 rgrned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this? . «/—UP ¢ H- regecsel
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet or not meet your expectations? Hdw 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be

your overall recommendation to prospective students? /g,[:;nm d
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Cdmment on’how well the goals
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these cpuﬁi/c‘/jd
be better met. and Ave anley
In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it, P
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of researcﬁ
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up

well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,

and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide modeis for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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 learnin

more from this course? ' ‘ ,; 0o
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What have you learned about making a workshop ass 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 (+positive & -negative)? 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 goals O+leg
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could

be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engagt €rs on i =1from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course?
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What have you learned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this?

B Wll(@ b share qm/uﬂwxyhb T (ancecns u,ﬁ\ PSS, We tan alt Leadn from
ML anothee . :J:fu@y tonged Fha Checit 1o D WIh pand o Sor prolms o7
Soluhas ﬁ’htlj hatt - Pl w hopre dwlm( boraoc 14 .5 tha Podaho gn whedh fo
Bt ol Your Winbe-

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 (+positive & -negative)? 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 goals
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for

further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part 1 -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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 majar personal obstacles_to Iearniqg

more from this course? ( SN Ol N\ oL = C
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What have you learned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students ahout how to get the most m urse like this?

— Twy %xc)u-&ﬁ ML Olgelon N ooy s\ . No o
1Al € 2 e\ et oo £
— KD@?*A&M\MMW%% S%ng%w

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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be

your overall recommendation to prospective students? : S
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on hMU..th.e\gggli
there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these&%

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,

advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up

well prepared for—or well underway jn—your synthesis project.
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own

students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them. . N
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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

more from this course? T jeerned N b mul 7 :
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What have you learned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this? W'D‘e’-/zfé"z){
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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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be

your overall recommendation to prospective students? g ’\,.\~ N & h
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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.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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 learning (
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2. General evaluation: How did the course meet of 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be
your overall recommendation to prospective students?
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3. Re-read the cﬁ%im%m 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.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

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

n

, L
1. Start with a self—evaluation:gﬁ)id you achieve your personal goals? How would you have proceeded differently if you
were doing this cou{ricf again’ What have been yoﬁr mgjor pirs,onal opstffles to learning more fr\om this cqurse’? .
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Q/Vhat have you learned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? 8 hat 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be your overall recommendation to

prospective students? \ P ) ‘ ) ,
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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.

in this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it, advocate a

change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research and engaging others

on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for further work. If you are a CCT

student, you shouid integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up well prepared for—or well underway in—

your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to an
v in ive_practiti ities and course as a whole provide

supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them. 7
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part [ -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation for Part Il, a synthetic
statement. Nevertheless, try to be legible because some reviewers mlght 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 iﬁam? What have been your major personal obstacles to learning

more from this course? T Ué’\\-\/& JU(X O-CJ/L&QVQ AL YQQFSMJVQ C7oa/Q

, A VM W - A x| \Mx/
}My% ‘ ; A g 7‘24 Correril g

ng 7 1 [ Aa A Yl ek T 5%4@2/»{/4

J Mt & F L Al
s MZ% 3 w‘/ﬂé T L4 %/ﬁﬂ/c’/%é{?/

,é/t/)«/
What have you Iearned a ut maklng a workshop for at class st»mulatmg and productlve7 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 evaluatfog 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses7 What would be

your overall recommendatlon to prospective students? \72‘{
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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.
In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervnsees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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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' ?“tfa—% thet L St 8T 74 a0 . J/J Lt
%J/f%%wm Ziy. |, <L LIorced_ - MW’?“V

e oy guponn datialinnit s Fotay's etegiee Seriin (s

LJ//‘M> = g dppte ol War el ’é?[b/;gm
~ W/Mm.

What e you learned about making a workshop 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 (+positive & -negative)? 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 descripzon (from the syllaft)us). ‘Comment on how well the goals
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these couid
be better met.
In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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

more from this course? , ) . .
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What have you learned about'making a workshop format class s{mulating and productive? What w&fé@gur
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 (+positive & -negative)? 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 goals
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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 learned about making a workshop 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 cour§e 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be
your overall recommendation to prospective students? Coir pw 1[ W o Xﬂ("/d St — e
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goaqls
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.
In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioneﬂ The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course? . 4
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What have you learned about making a workshop format class stimulating and productive? What would your
advice be to prospective students about how to get the most from a course like this?

 Feel celieve ob Hhao end of Muas AR MEBevET | anbess N Taut

e e\ gvaiuu?(“* €« &"Y\ub@,\‘if: Ko e ‘M\%\\ A O, \‘Acﬁ’? e Buen \HKL
s cﬂ(\ = cma\«o&‘g‘) T doenwk Lepl oo @«Qe o Al T feed ke
FRN H s " . .

i 4 s 5 - [ e Y e
N S U il Lee T T ot Nt about g
Yhe wever onding STEC = = __—
5 — ) . - - - e oo f“* — ok ) ‘iq* (; —1(;_- ./
fepos” Yoand soocal o, T recdln, koo DO & devee. Fr s =

i e | - 4 g o £ = - } e e & -, } )
b e oS j—, &,Q\f\ ;k‘}‘ L\Lﬁg\fé [@ 5 AN i_‘ QU CEL /g‘ a mij) L'>€'i v i \/\‘(J IS A j-: e (1\;\"‘1 .
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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be
our overall recommendation to prospective students? \ / — ‘ ; -
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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.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide modeis for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course?
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goals Lo |
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees'in systematically addressing issues that concern them.
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course?
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What have you learned about making a workshop 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be
your overall recommendation to prospective students7
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3. Re-read the course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how well the goais P
expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could
be better met.  loggle e ke R ET Vi o g e,
In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more abdut it, -
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project. .
The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding-your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them. 7
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Processes of Research & Engagement, CCT692 Course evaluation

Part | -- The primary goal here is to make notes as preparation 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
more from this course?
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What have you learned about making a workshop 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 (+positive & -negative)? How does it compare with other courses? What would be
your overall recommendation to prospective students?
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3. Re-?:;dﬁe course description (from the syllabus). Comment on how wmm%;als ’iﬁ“é

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

be better met.

In this course you identify a current social or educational issue that concerns you—you want to know more about it,
advocate a change, design a curriculum unit or a workshop, and so on. You work through the different phases of research
and engaging others on that issue—from envisioning a manageable project to communicating your findings and plans for
further work. If you are a CCT student, you should integrate perspectives from your previous CCT courses and will end up
well prepared for—or well underway in—your synthesis project.

The classes run as workshops, in which you are introduced to and then practice using tools for research, communicating,
and developing as a reflective practitioner. The class activities and course as a whole provide models for guiding your own
students or supervisees in systematically addressing issues that concern them.

\ see Wi M cousse Wb web i gpade of W(’D{vﬁ ﬂ@«w&l%w}z
R e educaiinal 1ssne . What e wt sy lay o we s

g cm‘@*ﬂ* - has been covered. . be. Hie Slaonld Yo « c@gpoe
Yo ounpnecdl appacls Ml ol s

A
.\f : l (, X
o0 wettada &y Wﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁm@%‘z b o e S ke oL



