Course Evaluation Report SMG 2009-2010
Course:
The multi-level policy process of the European Un. (176411)

Phase:
Master
Study:
ES
Quartile:
1
Lecturers:
Hoppe, Halffman
	Number of respondents
	12

	Study hours spent on the course (%)
	75

	
	
	
	

	General evaluation
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion*

	1.1
	Prior knowledge was adequate (%)
	67
	+

	1.2
	Course was valuable for my studies
	6,8
	+

	1.3
	Level of course was adequate (%)
	27
	-

	1.4
	Objectives were clear
	5,5
	+/-

	1.5
	Objectives were achieved
	6,4
	+/-

	1.6
	Objectives were examined
	6,9
	+

	
	
	
	

	Organization of the course
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	2.1
	Availability of information
	8,8
	+

	2.2
	Structure of the course
	6,6
	+

	2.3
	Quality of teaching materials
	7,7
	+

	2.4
	Consistency within the course
	5,9
	+/-

	2.5
	Coherence with the study programme
	7,0
	+

	2.6
	Blackboard
	8,7
	+

	
	
	
	

	Performance Hoppe
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	3.1
	General teaching skills
	6,2
	+/-

	3.2
	Communication and social skills
	5,0
	-

	3.3
	Subject matter explanation
	6,6
	+

	3.4
	Giving feedback
	6,1
	+/-

	3.5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	9,0
	+

	
	
	
	

	Performance Halffman
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	4.1
	General teaching skills
	9,5
	+

	4.2
	Communication and social skills
	9,5
	+

	4.3
	Subject matter explanation
	8,9
	+

	4.4
	Giving feedback
	9,5
	+

	4.5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	9,5
	+

	
	
	
	

	Lecture
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	6.1
	Attendance (%)
	79
	+

	6.2
	Usefulness
	6,2
	+/-

	6.3
	Evaluation
	6,2
	+/-

	
	
	
	

	Tutorial
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	7.1
	Participation (%)
	89
	+

	7.2
	Usefulness
	9,1
	+

	7.3
	Lecturer’s assistance
	9,1
	+

	7.4
	Evaluation
	9,4
	+

	
	
	
	

	Assignments
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	9.1
	Participation (%)
	79
	+

	9.2
	Valuable learning experience
	7,5
	+

	9.3
	Lecturer’s assistance
	6,0
	+/-

	9.4
	Equal distribution of workload within team
	7,5
	+

	9.5
	Evaluation
	7,0
	+

	
	
	
	

	Examination
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	10.1
	Participants taking exam for the first time (%)
	78
	+

	10.2
	The form of examination was appropriate 
	6,0
	+/-

	10.3
	Level of test was adequate (%)
	18
	-

	
	
	
	

	Final assessment
	
	

	Nr.
	Aspects
	Value
	Conclusion

	11.1
	Assessment of the course
	6,9
	+


*Conclusion is based on a 10-point scale or percentage (see the table below).
	Classification 
	Conclusion
	Action steps

	X < 5,5
	X < 55%
	Below the norm
	Needs improvement

	    5,5 ≤ X < 6,5
	55% ≤ X < 65%
	Within the norm
	A point of attention

	X ≥ 6,5
	X ≥ 65%
	Above the norm
	A strong point


	 
	Absolutely Disagree
	Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Absolutely Agree

	The course expanded my insight in academic research
	10%
	10%
	20%
	20%
	40%

	Theory and practice were well balanced
	11%
	0%
	44%
	44%
	0%

	I learned a lot from this course
	10%
	10%
	20%
	50%
	10%


Open questions

Following is a summary of the answers to the open questions. Between parentheses is the number of respondents mentioned. When this is not mentioned, the number of respondents is one.

Strong points:

· The lecture (2)
· The content

· Tutorials (4)

· The teacher

· framework
Suggestions for improvement:

· more coherence between lecture and tutorial (2)
· test to complex

· more structure

· more connection with the EU

· no red line

· power points

· concepts overlapped

Open question 1: Did you find the course challenging?
· Yes, a lot of information but very useful and because of the interest of the course less demanding
· Yes, insofar to find out what i should actually learn
Open question 2: Should we change the way the materials for this course are provided?
· No (2)
Lecturer’s responce
So far, there has been no response by the lecturer(s) about this report.
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For further questions contact Onderwijs Kwaliteit Commissie okc-sa@stress.utwente.nl 

