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	Response 1
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	Number of respondents
	57
	n/a
	n/a
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Assessment of overall aspects
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q1_1
	Foreknowledge adequate 2
	75%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	q1_2
	Time spent in comparison to EC given
	86%
	n/a
	n/a
	
	

	q1_3
	Course is valuable for study
	8,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q1_4
	Level of course 3
	93%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	q1_5
	Objectives clear
	8,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q1_6
	Objectives met
	8,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q1_7
	Objectives examined
	7,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Organization
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q2_1
	Availability of information
	8,1
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q2_2
	Construction of the course
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q2_3
	Teaching materials (i.e.: book, reader)
	7,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q2_4
	Coherence within the course
	8,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q2_5
	Coherence with the total study programme
	8,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q2_6
	TeleTOP
	8,6
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Performance of lecturer Halffman
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q3_1
	Teaching in general
	8,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q3_2
	Communication and social skills
	8,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q3_3
	Explanation of course specific subject material
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q3_4
	Giving feedback
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q3_5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	9,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Performance of lecturer Neven
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q4_1
	Teaching in general
	8,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q4_2
	Communication and social skills
	8,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q4_3
	Explanation of course specific subject material
	7,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q4_4
	Giving feedback
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q4_5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	8,7
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Performance of lecturer Tekulve
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q5_1
	Teaching in general
	8,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q5_2
	Communication and social skills
	8,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q5_3
	Explanation of course specific subject material
	7,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q5_4
	Giving feedback
	7,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q5_5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	8,6
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lecture
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q6_1
	Percentage attended
	82%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	q6_2
	Useful
	7,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q6_3
	Judgement
	7,7
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tutorial
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q7_1
	Percentage participated
	88%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	q7_2
	Useful
	8,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q7_3
	Guidance
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q7_4
	Judgement
	8,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Project
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q8_1
	Percentage participated
	89%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	q8_2
	Learned a lot
	8,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q8_3
	Guidance
	7,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q8_4
	Sufficient space and means
	7,9
	5,5 – 6,6
	+
	
	

	q8_5
	All members of group had equal share
	7,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q8_6
	Judgement
	8,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Examination
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q10_1
	First attempts
	97%
	n/a
	n/a
	
	

	q10_2
	Type is appropriate 
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	q10_3
	Level of test 3
	100%
	55 – 65%
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall judgement
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion
	
	

	q11_1
	Overall judgement
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Open questions and statements added by the lecturer
	
	
	
	
	

	
	 
	% Absolutely Disagree
	% Disagree
	% Neutral
	% Agree
	% Absolutely Agree

	q12_1
	Theory and practice were well balanced
	0%
	4%
	15%
	52%
	29%

	q12_2
	The assignments and projects were useful for understanding the subject better
	0%
	0%
	6%
	52%
	42%

	q12_3
	I learned a lot from this course
	0%
	0%
	10%
	52%
	38%


1 The questionnaires are given to all the students that have made the exam.

2 Percentage respondents that have chosen the option “adequate”.

3 Percentage respondents that have chosen the option “exactly right”.

Remarks:

·  The course scores good on all the evaluated aspects

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:

· Group working, cooperation between members and organization of a team (6);

· Lecturer, very skilled and motivated (5);

· Tutorials were very helpful (4);

· Lectures (3);

· Conference, to see how other groups tackled the project (2);

· Practice, that the guest lectures helped us a lot (2);

· Good contact to students;

· Independent study of students which allows for groups / individual work and choices;

· The intensive work on the project;

· Getting an insight and having to do actions, which are normally not very well known, mp tom the centre of public interest, albeit very important;

· Learning by doing. Lectures theory and tutorial discussions and presentations;

· Starting from a zero point and developing skills along the way;

· Practicing and enhancing presentations skills (e.g. video taping);

· I enjoyed this course very much. It was for me rather a stimulation and not as “boring” as a lecture. That increased the learn effect;

· I liked having a practical course fore a change;

· Learning how to present;

· Learning good group working skills;

· The feedback from the first draft chapter;

· The personals aspects of this course. The lecturer wants to involve everybody, knows our names and talks a lot to us in person. Everybody has an equal chance of passing. He gives tips that to improve. You really learn what politic is like, not only theory;

· Research work, find a structure to develop a coherent text;

· Interactive character;

· Implementing what has been learned;

· Nice atmosphere;

· Methodology;

· Organization of the course;

· In fact, I think this has been the best course in the entire year because it actually links theory and practice in an excellent way. We really got into our topic and learned a lot about how to work together in a team;

· Clear guidelines on writing the report;

· The 8 fold path;

· Combination of skills (although not so much on the writing part). Good presentation feedback. Very good as to how to do politic analysis. Adequately: problem definition, goals, criteria and alternatives.

Suggestions for improvement:

· The book “Essays & assignments” shouldn’t be on the Sirius book list cause not everyone needs it. It would be better to only suggest buying it (7);

· More guidance in what the report should look like (4);

· Assistants should be familiar with EU politics (2);

· Less dependence on group’s performance;

· The lectures could have been a bit shorter (too detailed / repetitions);

· Weight the project past a bit less;

· More individual performance (like 40 – 60);

· Group work is difficult to achieve sometimes (internationality);

· I think that the lecturer should assign students to groups in order to assure that the groups will be not be too small or not tool full;

· Evaluating more the book of Bardach;

· Perhaps less people in the groups;

· Regarding to mr. Te Kulve; I would like to get more feedback;

· Weekly lectures;

· Assignment of feedback should be more clear;

· Make sure that topics are equally distributed (five teams eco-labelling but one team co-management);

· Please choose another subject and not FISH next time (i.e. drugspolicy, youth policy, economic);

· Please stick to the deadlines, means not accept feedback or drafts later;

· More tips on writing through tutorials;

· More critical assessment of policy alternatives (each alternative has drawback; one should be able to recognize and assess these).

Open questions and statements added by the lecturer(s)

There were no open questions added by the lecturer.

Response of lectuter(s)

So far, there has been no response by the lecturer(s) about this report.
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