G. Interactions Outside Classroom/Field trips
The course offered opportunities to engage with classmates in academic discussion:

	
	2011 (Q4)

	Strongly Agree
	50.1%
	74

	Agree
	41.2%
	60

	
	91.3%
	

	Neutral
	5.0%
	7

	Disagree
	3.0%
	4

	Strongly Disagree
	0.0%
	0

	Did not indicate
	0.7%
	1

	TOTAL
	 100%
	146




						(2011)
The course offered opportunities to engage with my instructor(s) and tutors:

	
	2011 (Q5)
	2010 (Q11)
	2009 (Q12)

	Strongly Agree
	41.8%
	61
	42.6%
	51
	44.0%
	40

	Agree
	45.2%
	66
	38.3%
	46
	37.4%
	34

	
	87.0%
	
	80.9%
	
	81.4%
	

	Neutral
	8.2%
	12
	13.3%
	16
	17.6%
	16

	Disagree
	3.4%
	5
	5.0%
	6
	1.1%
	1

	Strongly Disagree
	0.0%
	0
	0.8%
	1
	0.0%
	0

	Did not indicate
	1.4%
	2
	-
	-
	-
	-

	TOTAL
	 100%
	146
	100%
	120
	100%
	91




							(2011)
Peer discussions:

· There was time after the lecture to ask questions and chat about the topics. (TOK2)
· The topics discussed allowed the class to have highly engaging class discussions (YALE1)
· Most student-student interactions consisted of a response to a previous student's answer that was asked by the professor; and usually in an attempt to better understand the professor's question and the concepts being presented.  (PKU1)
· Whether it was in class or over lunch, we always discussed the readings or general goings-on in the course (YALE1)
· The one month long course allowed students to talk a lot during class. However, outside of class time, we were also able to meet up and talk about the course and other academic-related topics. (COP1)
· The majority of classes were lecture-based learning with little or no room for discussion. However, a few of the lectures enabled good discussion through workshop-style presentation. These were much more engaging. (TOK4)
· We did have some pretty good academic discussion among the students in the class in absence of the professor. It probably would have been better if we were all more comfortable with the professor, but that is up to the students. (TOK2)
· Not so much in terms of academic discussion as we're all from different academic backgrounds. Nonetheless, it's quite interesting to hear the different views.(NUS2)
· Due to the intensity of the course we did not get a lot of time to have general discussion of other academic subjects - we were mostly focused on our work at hand (which was a shame but how else do you have an intensive course!?) (ANU1)
· Discussion within the class was few if any. (TOK2)
· During the two group discussion classes, we had the opportunity to exchange ideas with the other students in our group and ask the professors any questions we had about the material. However, during the regular lectures, there was not much classmate academic discussion. (TOK4)
· There were many opportunities to have academic discussions but I am not sure whether some of them were fruitful. (CAM1)
· Unfortunately, discussion with other class mates was not encouraged very much in class and in the tutorials there was also no real time for in-depth discussion. It is a pity since I hoped to benefit a lot from other students from various disciplines and from all over the world. (ANU1)
· There were over 50 hours of lectures, which favor passive learning. There should be more discussion sections and small group activities. (CAM1)
· The program is disciplinary (international economics) and attracted mainly economics majors. I believe the challenges of the 21 Century to be of interdisciplinary nature and would have appreciated opportunities for a more open debate on topics that relate to the core of the course as I experienced it in last years' GSP at Oxford.(YALE1)
· While many of us grappled, in our essays, with solutions and/or conceptual frameworks for tackling major challenges of the 21st Century, I think some sort of forum for targeting this more directly would be helpful. It would have been great to draw upon things we heard in the lectures and things we researched in our essays, and from that come together as a group to consider specific challenges. (CAM1)


Self directed tutorials and group work

· Particularly through having to facilitate our own tutorials and through the Conference of Parties simulation (ANU1)
· A lot of tutorial needed us to discuss a lot (ANU1)
· There were intensive tutorials, sessions, and seminars. (OXF1)
· Self-directed tutorial groups worked much better than I had expected. (UCB2)
· There was a good portion of the course assessment dedicated to group work which certainly encouraged interactions, both intellectually and socially with fellow classmates. (NUS1)
· Group projects and group assignments helped us to get a chance to interact with each other, a lot. (NUS1)
· We engaged readily in informal discussions before and after lectures, and at meals. The fact that meals are served at set times, and include table service is a fantastic way to facilitate informal discussion, collaboration and relationship building. If academic discussion among classmates is a priority of the program, then it might also be helpful to conduct facilitated discussions restricted to just the students - targeted at specific lecture subjects. This suggestion is in no way meant to detract from the value of the other discussions that are already part of the program. This idea is that perhaps once a week there would be an hour of brainstorming where students focus on specific problems/topics. (CAM1)

Ice breaking

· The BBQ dinner was an excellent opportunity to get to know your group mates and the supervisor better before the actual start of the project. (COP3)
· Yes, and liked very much the initiative of having a common barbecue prior to the start of the project. (COP3)
· An ice-breaking activity might be helpful. (COP3)
· Students should be maybe more motivated to interact in the discussions. (COP3)

Field trip

· Being able to go on a fieldtrip and experience for myself the things that had been taught in class was really invaluable. (NUS1)
· The fieldtrip is significant for providing the opportunity for us to observe freely and the framework of summer school encourages us to share and exchange ideas in academic terms more than we would normally have. (NUS1)
· Kioloa was GREAT! (ANU1)
· The talk at the UN was inspiring (YALE1)
· Working out in the field made me realize that what I study isn't in libraries, but living and breathing still. (NUS1)


Additional interaction time with course conductors

· Always open to questions, and always tried their best to answer us. (NUS1)
· We had plenty of opportunities to ask the instructors questions and when we did, they responded clearly and thoroughly. They were always very helpful and friendly. (TOK2)
· I think the fieldtrip provided a good opportunity to engage in informal discussions with the lecturers. (NUS1)
· The field trip was particularly useful for engaging with tutors outside a classroom context, since our lecturer was obviously very experienced and had lots of interesting stories (relevant to the course) which may not have come across in a purely academic setting (ANU1)
· There were many opportunities to ask questions with the instructor(s) both during the lecture and the lab tour. I have also been encouraged to contact them via e-mail if I have questions related to their field in the future. (TOK2) 
· Especially at the parties and lunches, they were so friendly that we can enjoy casual conversations. (OXF1)
· Both formally during course delivery and informally at dinner/lunch/weekend functions. (COP3)
· Great to have such good access to the lecturers and tutor. (UCB2)
· I wish he could have spent more time with us. (YALE1)
· I would have loved to have had some one-on-one time with my tutor, and possibly also with Rob Wallach in addition to the supervisions. Perhaps something like this could be set up where students sign up for 15 or 20 minute 'office hour' sessions. (CAM1)
· As the course is very short, and there is a different instruction every section, it's quite difficult to have in depth engagements with the instructors. (TOK3)

Compliments for course instructors

· Quite possibly the best teacher of philosophy I ever met. (COP1)
· All three instructors of the course were incredibly talented, enthusiastic and inspiring teachers and I found working with them to be extremely rewarding. (NUS1)
· Very competent instructors (NUS1)
· The instructors were competent and had significant background in their fields. 
· The lecturer was well informed and was an expert in his field. (PKU1)
· Ian Fry was Great! (ANU1)
· Ian is very attractive and actually his classes were so nice. All the contents was very interesting (ANU1)
· Professor Ramirez is an incredible educator. He is inspiring, knowledgeable, engaging, articulate, and he encourages participation by all students. (YALE1)
· Prof Ramirez is a great professor, who is extremely knowledgeable about the subjects discussed, and if I had questions I was always comfortable asking him. (YALE1)
· Dr Pattana and Prof Miksic was extremely knowledgeable, patient and thorough. They facilitated discussions and the class appreciated that very much. Also, the field trips organized were very useful and life-changing. (NUS1)
· Prof. Cynthia Chao was amazing, and I am very thankful that I could meet her and take her classes in this occasion. (NUS1)
· Brian was a great professor. He facilitated class discussions and made sure that everyone's opinions were heard. He was helpful throughout the course and simply great! (COP1)
· Brian is an enthusiastic, inspiring, social, always up-beat, empathetic and insightful teacher. (COP1)
· Professor Ames is one of the best teachers I have had. He was able to clearly and eloquently present material and help the students further their understanding of both Western and Chinese philosophy. (PKU1)
· [My lecturer] is very passionate about teaching and encourages class interaction. (YALE1)
· The lecturers are good, and the supervisor is very nice.  (COP3)
· Rob and Sarah are very nice and kind enough to provide any useful information to us. (CAM1)
· Instructors were very enthusiastic and happy to answer questions. (TOK2)
· All of the lectures were interesting. (CAM1)
· They provided us with good, sound advice. (NUS2)
· Everyone did a good job! (NUS1)
· Nice tutors and good communication (COP3)
· The UPEACE lecturers were overall very good. (UCB2)
· I really enjoy every discussion time and Paul is really a good tutor (OXF1)



General comments for course instructors

Flagged Comments:
· Some excellent, others a little disappointing (OXF1)
· The instructors that we have had on the global challenge strand have all been excellent. But I have had a very bad experience with my globalization class, where I felt there was no structure or guidance from the teacher. (OXF1)
· The 2 instructors were so different in their expectations that the student is confused about what was required. Besides, the instructors do not seem to be clear about the focus of the course. We have learnt nothing from them. (NUS2)

· The instructors are brilliant, but they are significantly better in the field than in class. Perhaps we should go to the field more? (NUS1)
· They are very famous experts in respective fields, which made the course really challenging but at the same time interesting. (OXF1)
· Our lecturers were clearly very well versed in their respective fields and we had very interesting lectures in my opinion. (TOK4)
· His speech is easy to understand and his guidance for the policy brief and tutorial is helpful (ANU1)
· Since our lecturer actually attends (and represents a country at) environmental conferences regularly, he had a lot more experience to offer us than a pure academic would, and knew a lot more about the real life difficulties faced rather than just academic theories (ANU1)
· They were fluent in English and were eager to teach us. I like their enthusiasm for the lectures they taught. (TOK1)
· Most of the professors spoke good English and I was able to comprehend. They taught with enthusiasm and passion which made the classes more interesting. (TOK4)
· Given the fact that English is not the native language of many of the professors, the instructors are actually very good. And I liked how they are actually very willing to talk to us and listen to our opinions. (TOK3)
· All of the professors were well prepared, knowledgeable, and friendly. There were only a couple of instances when it was challenging to understand the professors' English. (TOK4)
· Perfect considering it was only one month program. (PKU2)
· Very dedicated. We had detailed comments on each of our review papers and problem sets, this was much appreciated. (YALE1)
· Almost every single one of the lecturers were engaging and interesting. There were one or two that gave lectures too technical for the course level and this was a little less interesting (difficult/more technical topics are interesting and relevant if they are presented well, however one or two lectures were conveyed in a way that was difficult to follow). (TOK4)
· The instructors had expectations that were not correctly laid out and conveyed. Though the nature of the course is supposed to be expository, there should be more groundwork laid from the beginning. The instructors were present but feedback regarding work was not given. (NUS2)
· Some of them were very friendly and thorough about going over the basic material before indulging in the difficult topics. However, others just went straight into the complicated information, leaving many of us confused. However, they were all very helpful when answering questions and they could communicate with us much better than I had expected them to. (TOK2)
· The tutors for the course could have been more organized and should have been more critical of our ideas/essays during our tutorials. (OXF1)
· The professor was able to effectively facilitate discussion among the students. (YALE1)
· Our professor's passion for his subject was infectious! (YALE1)
· Always contactable by email and was able to interact and ask questions. (PKU1)
· Interaction with tutors were much more direct and a rewarding experience. (NUS2)
· Before every tutorial, we will discuss with our instructor about our understanding of the topic, during which he will give us a lot of advice that help us prepare the tutorial (ANU1)
· Most professors stayed after class to answer any student questions. (TOK4)
· The course description was rudimentary and there were conflicting expectations laid out by each and every lecturer. It is very confusing. (NUS2)
· The instructors were all willing to answer questions and gave their input to our presentations freely. (TOK1)
· Yes. I learn much from the supervisor of the project. We discussed issues together and tried to solve the problem we met in the project research.  (COP3)
· Our professors were very helpful in our projects. (NUS1)
· This professor was quite active in including his students in discussion. He would ask students questions and guide them along to deeper understanding. This was a large part of the professors teaching format. (PKU1)
· They were always available, so it depended on the individual student if they contacted or engaged with the instructors or tutors. (NUS1)
· The discussions were amongst students and there are insufficient tutors to be able to sit in our discussions to clarify doubts. (UCB2)
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