Workshop evaluation     New England Workshop on Science and Social Change 2007

Part I -- The primary goal of here is to make notes as prep. for Part II (=a synthetic statement). 

1. Start with a self-evaluation: In what ways did you achieve your personal goals? How could you have proceeded differently if you were participating in this workshop again?  What have been your major personal obstacles to taking more from this workshop?

1b. What have you learned about making an experimental, “interaction-intensive workshop stimulating and productive?  What would your advice be to prospective workshop participants about how to get the most from a workshop like this?

1c. What are some things you have you learned about "Collaborative generation of environmental knowledge and inquiry "
2. General evaluation: How did the workshop meet or not meet your expectations?  How did your attitude to doing the workshop change through the four days?  How do you think the workshop could be improved?   What was special about this workshop (negative & positive)?  How does it compare with other workshops?  What would be your overall recommendation to prospective participants?

3. Re-read the workshop description/goals (below, from the prospectus).  Comment on how well the goals expressed there were met and make general and specific suggestions about how these could be better met:

NewSSC organizes innovative, interaction-intensive workshops designed to facilitate discussion, teaching innovation, and longer-term collaboration among faculty and graduate students who teach and write about interactions between scientific developments and social change.

Specific objectives of NewSSC

1. To promote the social contextualization of science in education and other activities beyond the participants' current disciplinary and academic boundaries. 

2. To facilitate participants connecting theoretical, pedagogical, practical, political, and personal aspects of the issue at hand in constructive ways.

3. To train novice and experienced scholars in process / participation skills valuable in activity-centered teaching, workshops, and collaboration.

4. To provide a workshop model that can be repeated, evolve in response to evaluations, and adapted by participants.

[The issue at hand in ‘07=} “How do we make sense of the growing attention to the collaborative generation of environmental knowledge and inquiry?”
Part II

Write out neatly a synthetic statement (1 or 2 paragraphs) evaluating this workshop.  (You might build on/build in your comments from Part I.)  Please make comments both to help us develop the workshop in the future and to enable some third party appreciate the workshop’s strengths and weaknesses.  (Imagine a reader who may not be willing to wade through all the notes on the other side, but who wants to see more than averages from a "1-5" numerical evaluation.)

