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	Response 1
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	Number of respondents
	25
	n/a
	n/a

	
	
	
	
	

	Assessment of overall aspects
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q1_1
	Foreknowledge adequate 2
	65%
	55 – 65%
	+

	q1_2
	Time spent in comparison to EC given
	84%
	n/a
	n/a

	q1_3
	Course is valuable for study
	7,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q1_4
	Level of course 3
	54%
	55 – 65%
	-

	q1_5
	Objectives clear
	7,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q1_6
	Objectives met
	7,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

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

	
	
	
	
	

	Organization
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

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

	q2_2
	Construction of the course
	8,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

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

	q2_4
	Coherence within the course
	7,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q2_5
	Coherence with the total study programme
	7,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q2_6
	TeleTOP
	8,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Performance of lecturer Hoppe
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q3_1
	Teaching in general
	7,5
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q3_2
	Communication and social skills
	7,1
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q3_3
	Explanation of course specific subject material
	7,6
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q3_4
	Giving feedback
	7,3
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q3_5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	8,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Performance of lecturer Halffman
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

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

	q4_2
	Communication and social skills
	8,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q4_3
	Explanation of course specific subject material
	8,6
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

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

	q4_5
	Level of English (if applicable)
	9,1
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Lecture
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q6_1
	Percentage attended
	88%
	55 – 65%
	+

	q6_2
	Useful
	7,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q6_3
	Judgement
	7,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Tutorial
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q7_1
	Percentage participated
	89%
	55 – 65%
	+

	q7_2
	Useful
	8,9
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q7_3
	Guidance
	8,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q7_4
	Judgement
	8,6
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Assignments
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q9_1
	Percentage made
	86%
	55 – 65%
	+

	q9_2
	Learned a lot
	7,2
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q9_3
	Guidance
	6,8
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q9_4
	All members of group had equal share
	7,0
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q9_5
	Judgement
	7,1
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Examination
	
	
	

	
	 
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q10_1
	First attempts
	95%
	n/a
	n/a

	q10_2
	Type is appropriate 
	7,4
	5,5 – 6,5
	+

	q10_3
	Level of test 3
	75%
	55 – 65%
	+

	
	
	
	
	

	Overall judgement
	
	
	

	
	
	value
	norm
	conclusion

	q11_1
	Overall judgement
	7,7
	5,5 – 6,5
	+


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:

· Concerning the question “level of the course”: 13% of the students found the level way too high, 33% too high and 54% exactly right.

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:

· Lots of theory

· Different views were presented

· Lectures
· Tutorials (3)

· The tutorials were beneficial and made the contents clear

· That it ahs both lectures and tutorials. Because in a tutorial you can discuss articles.

· If it’s really difficult to list any strong aspects at all. The course was far too abstract and therefore completely useless.

· I liked the tutorials. It gave me a good insight in the public policy field

· Different approaches and views toward the subject of class make improvement in my knowledge as well as expanding considerably in this field.

· Good theoretical basis

· Well examined issues at tutorials.

· Challenging

· Solid background knowledge provided, tracing historical and present development of a variety of concepts, theories, ways of rationalization.

· It gives basic knowledge about public policy

· The overview of public policy analysis aspects

· Less reading materials.

· Broad basis on the area of policy studies

· A lot of information (maybe too much)

· Proficiency of lectures, adequacy to the program of study, tolerance of lecturers towards students

· The course make you think, deliberate your own opinion about different aspects. Gives good picture of the literature and approaches on the subject. Makes you understand some hidden things in PA.

· Tutorials, became clear were it was all about. Good organization

· The tutorials are active and students have an incentive to participate in the debates.
Suggestions for improvement:

· The essay should have more weight, because it takes a lot more work then learning / preparing the exam

· Less reading material and I prefer a syllabus < 50 euro I will buy one.

· I should suggest to devote a longer period of time for studying the course

· The concepts are confusing as there are a number of them introduced. Keep an eye on that.

· To use the same articles in lecture and tutorial, not every time many different articles.

· Basically, such a course should be much more practice-oriented. I would prefer to have a course in Public Management instead.

· Integration could be improved between lecture and tutorial, by referring back a bit.

· Less abstract texts

· Week assignments in stead of exam

· Sometimes it was difficult to understand because the lack of elementary (like terms) in this domain.

· More assignments

· Less articles

· Good lectures: talk about texts which you have to read

· During lectures stick to the obligatory reading. Many names + theories are mentioned, but no article to review them.

· Keep optional texts optional! Or do not call it optional.

· Too much focus in favour of frame / communicative / narrative approaches?

· Less abstract things, more practical implementations / examples of the theory, knowing what / when worthy in real life and what is different in reality when applying any theory.

· To lessen the information overload, to make more logic and comprehensible presentations for lectures, to make the course practice-oriented

· Maybe 2 groups during tutorials.

· More structure

· Because the course is very broad, the consistency is not always clear.

· Less amount of texts to read

· Sometimes it was too much reading. Prof. Hoppe article on different problems and solutions was given.

· Lectures are sometimes too abstract and have too much information. So less theory / articles would be better. And the lectures always run out of time (15-20 min) and even then not all the sheets were discussed.

· More focus on practical issues in policy.

· Maybe instead of an assay a policy paper / brief would be more appropriate.

· Too much theory in the lectures, and no opportunity to debate -> perhaps one of the reasons is the 8 week quarter -> have a longer quarter 10/12 weeks.
Open questions and statements added by the lecturer(s)

	 
	Absolutely Disagree
	Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Absolutely Agree

	The course expanded my insight in the field of study
	4%
	0%
	16%
	40%
	40%

	The assignments and projects were useful for understanding the subject better
	4%
	8%
	17%
	38%
	33%

	I learned a lot from this course
	4%
	0%
	8%
	44%
	44%


Open question 1: Do you think the optional texts were useful?
· Sometimes yes, yet on the overall texts were too long and one may lose track; some texts were almost a waste of time and paper. Too many abstract texts, to less practical cases & solutions. Readings are to be more to the point.

· Some of them were more useful and comprehensible than obligatory

· Yes (3)

· Yes, for some

· Yes, all texts should be obligatory

· Most texts were very useful. Others like the text about the forest and the text from Leothhazi were not useful but distractions

· Sometimes they were more useful and friendly-written than obligatory one.

· I find all the texts useful, however some of them were really hard to read through.

· Some were (Lukes). But optional should be optional
· I do not read many of them, but they were used for the exam. The one I read makes the overview more vague.

· Yes, but has to be more structured and good oriented

· Yes, it was useful but it was a lot of pages to read.

· Yes, I’ve never had a course in this area.

· I could barely cope with reading the obligatory texts, let alone the optional ones.

· Yes, most of the texts were clear but the coherence of the texts in one study-week can be improved. 

· Some of them yes, still as there was already a lot to read. Optional texts were skipped frequently

· They have some useful info, but it took too much time to read them.

· I read approximately 70% of these – most of them were useful (70% – 80%) but not all of these. I remember one mandatory text which I don’t know whether it was useful or not (British colonies & civil cerrouts & public debib.)

· No, they are optional, so I don’t read them because there were too many articles.

· Not always, though professor sometimes based a lecture on optional text. To prepare for exam more concrete texts were needed.
Open question 2: Did you find the course challenging?
· Yes since the amount of information was quite a lot for people with other than Public Admin / Politicology background. Yet I see little usefulness in reality of many of the theories. The course stimulates thinking, but worthy in a “public like” environment. Challenging sometimes to relate lecture to tutorial material and point of talk.

· If it is less abstract, not so heavy in theoretical sense, it is less challenging.

· Yes

· Absolutely

· I liked it

· Yes, the amount of text was large, which was challenging

· Yes, course was interesting and challenging but it was a lot compared to our other courses.

· Yes, sometimes it was difficult for to read and review thoroughly all articles (more because of English). Also way of teaching it a little bit unusual for me. But I tried to adjust myself. But general impression is really good.

· Yes, the course was challenging! For me as a person who had no experience in policy science, it was not easy to keep a pace with all the material we had to learn. However now I realise that I’ve learned a lot.

· In relative terms: yes. In abstract terms: no

· Yes, but I do not like it. When the course started I had no idea what is is about. But after studying for the exam I see the overview. So I think the course was a challenge.

· Yes, it put you to think in abstract was which is very important. I consider: for a policy resource/analyst/designer. It made me to see more questions or unopened doors and to find the opportunity to reorganize the knowledge I have. Very useful!

· Definitely, it will stress we were to implicate in this domain.

· Yes, because of the little prior knowledge and I had a lot to read.

· It was very challenging indeed because it was not interesting at all to me. Therefore I was not really motivated to learn. Besides, the amount of texts we had to read was way too big, it is simply not realistic to read all that, within the given timeframe and having other challenging courses too.

· Yes, but that’s mainly because it was also in English. But on the other hand more assignments not only discussion.

· Yes, I would like to continue studying Public Policy Analysis or related subject in order to get deeper insight into the field.

· Yes, especially because it was completely in English and it presented new theories on how to make policy.

· Yeah! The tutorials were really great! Buy maybe if the quarter would have more weeks more practical stuff would be able to be learned.

· Yes, high and abstract level. For me sometimes too high. That leads to frustration.

· Yes, but it was nice to think about it all, though extremely hard to get prepared for exam.
Response of lectuter(s)

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

Summary

The answers on the closed questions are almost all positive. The only negative aspect is the level of the course. 13% of the students found the level way too high, 33% too high and 54% exactly right. It seems that students had to read a lot of texts, which made it difficult to keep up.
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