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Suspension M/L & instrumentation:
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Transnasal KTP laser under LA:
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Laser thyro-arytenoid myoneurectomy
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Laser in snoring surgery
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Laser subglottic stenosis & supraglottic lesions
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Laryngotracheal reconstruction in adult & rib Cartilage Harvest
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Laser arytenoidectomy , cordectomy
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Anaesthesia in airway surgery
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Laser diverticulotomy
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Laryngotracheal & cricotracheal reconstruction in children
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Cricotracheal reconstruction in Adult
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Dissection Part 1: ML, Laser set up, cordotomy, cordectomy, laser
laryngomalacia, epiglottopexy
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Dissection Part 2: Laser Thyroarytenoid myoneurectomy, pharyngeal pouch,
partial arytenoidectomy
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Dissection Part 3: Laryngotracheal reconstruction, rib cartilage harvest, CTR
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What | have gained from this course will benefit my patients
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Additional Comments

We had an older CO2 Laser which did not have superpose, therefore we experienced

plenty charing. Overall great lectures and dissection and venue

It will be great if we have more senior observation and hands-on help during dissection. If
possible to try to use other type of laser like KTP for example. It was an honour for me to
be taught under the hands of laryngology pioneers.

Consider to have just one anaesthetist covering the subjects. Our laser was not super
good and gave a lot of charing but | have immensely enjoyed the course. Will definitely

recommend the course to my colleagues.

The subjects of the lectures on the first day should be organised much more because
some information were doubled. There were not so many videos.

Slides & videos on USB

More attention during dissection time. On our table dissection, not so much time

dedicated by tutors.



The course is fantastic. | really enjoyed it and will 100% recommend it!
Excited by these lectures and enthused to continue to modernise and update my practice

Observer to the course. Lectures were informative and recap helped reinforced the
message. Discussion during the lectures raised so many points including alternative ways
to manage complex patients. Mr Watson and Mr Karagam explained especially well,

broke down steps in a logical way.

A good selection of lectures and dissection. Perhaps a lecture on how to manage an
airway would be helpful.

Mr G lectures not up to expectations. Laser need more time

KM was intended to give the world's fastest lecture. She was not bothered if we
understand or not. KG a wrong picture of CTR. CS totally changed the idea about the

CTR. He was the best. Please select the lecturers wisely. Speed does not matter!

Problems we discussed was interesting. | have no experience of laser so that was too
short and with too many information on faculty about laser. Anyway discussion in the

meantime was very helpful and interesting.
We had an older CO2 Laser which did not have superpose, therefore we experienced
plenty charing. Overall great lectures and dissection and venue

It will be great if we have more senior observation and hands-on help during dissection. If
possible to try to use other type of laser like KTP for example. It was an honour for me to
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Consider to have just one anaesthetist covering the subjects. Our laser was not super
good and gave a lot of charing but | have immensely enjoyed the course. Will definitely
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understand or not. KG a wrong picture of CTR. CS totally changed the idea about the
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Problems we discussed was interesting. | have no experience of laser so that was too



short and with too many information on faculty about laser. Anyway discussion in the

meantime was very helpful and interesting.
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