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Dr. Eva Thomann Vizerektorat Qualitat
Institut flr Marketing und Unternehmensfiihrung (IMU) )
Engehaldenstrasse 4 Fachstelle Lehrevaluation
3012 Bern

Report of evaluation: FS16 Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis, Set Theoretic Methods'

Dear Dr. Thomann

Please find here the results of the evaluation of your course Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis,
Set Theoretic Methods'. Following the scanning of the questionnaires, this report was automatically generated and
mailed to you.

The questionnaire used was WIS02.V3. In the report, you first see the mean values of the following dimensions:

Presentation of the course content (Skalenbreite: 5)
Commitment of the lecturer (Skalenbreite: 5)
Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5)

Seminars and similar courses (Skalenbreite: 5)

In the second part of the report, you see the answers to all the questions. The number of answers, the mean value
and the values differing from it are also given.

Grade 1 equals the lowest grade given by the students, grade 5 the highest grade. In 'complexity and scope' grade 3
corresponds to 'exactly right' and is therefore the best grade. In the overall assessment of the Course, grade 6
means the best result.

We hope that this report helps you to analyse your course. Please briefly discuss the results with your students
before the end of the semester.

In case you wish to learn more about how to improve your teaching, you might want to discuss the results with the
staff of the 'Hochschuldidaktik' (mail address: hd@zuw.unibe.ch). Please bring a copy of the report with you, since
the staff of Hochschuldidaktik do not have access to evaluation results.

You might find guidelines, regulations and information about the process under
www.lehrveranstaltungsevaluation.unibe.ch (documents in German).

Should you need more information, you may also contact us by e-mail.
Kind regards

Daniela Wuillemin
Vice-rectorate of quality

Daniela Wuillemin Tel. +41 31 631 51 07
Vizerektorat Qualitat daniela.wuillemin@qualitaet.unibe.ch
Evaluationsstelle www.lehrveranstaltungsevaluation.unibe.ch

Hochschulstrasse 6
3012 Bern



Overall indicators

2 3 4 5
Presentation of the course content (Skalenbreite: 5) - \ \ [
2 3 4 5
Commitment of the lecturer (Skalenbreite: 5) - \ \ \ *
2 3, 4 5
Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5) - [ —— |
2 3 4 .5
Seminars and similar courses (Skalenbreite: 5) - [ [ [ —h
Leg e n d Absolute Frequencies of answers  Std. Dev. Mean Median Quantile
Relative Frequencies of answers 25 0 50 0 25
. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
QUGStIOﬂ text Left pole — — Right pole
1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
Presentation of the course content

G G G el sl

1 The main objectives of the course are made clear. not true O O D 680 93.3% true
HH

1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 T
2 The course follows a coherent structure. not true O 0% O 63% 93.5% true

HH

1 2 3 4 5
”””””””””””””””””””””” oo 12 14
3 The lecturer expresses him-/herself clearly and not true Qe 0o S59% 1.5% B24% true
comprehensibly. ——

1 2 3 4 5
”””””””””””””””””””””” o1 o 1 5
4 The course provides an adequate overview of the not true O S3% O S3% 88.2% true
subject matter indicated. H—

1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 T
5 There is enough material provided to assist the not true G Dk 0% 0% _103% true
learning process (slides, course material, hand-outs,
etc.).

1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 o 0o 1 15
6 The course material (slides, course material, hand- not true O D% 0% 63% 93.8% true
outs, etc.) is of good quality. HH

1 2 3 4 5

Dr. Eva Thomann
FS16 Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis, Set Theoretic Methods' (418634)

No. of responses = 19
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av.=4,89
dev.=0,35

av.=4,95
dev.=0,15

av.=3,09
dev.=0,54

av.=4,82
dev.=0,28

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

n=15
av.=4,93
md=5
dev.=0,26

n=17
av.=4,76
md=5
dev.=0,75

n=18
av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

n=16
av.=4,94
md=5
dev.=0,25
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Commitment of the lecturer

0 0 0 0 16
. . 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%
7 The lecturer completely commits himself/herself to not true true n=16
teaching this course. b
dev.=0
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 0 o 17
. 0% 0% 0% 0% _100% _
8 The lecturer takes students seriously and treats them not true true Mé
H av.=
with due respect. md=5
dev.=0
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 o1 15
. . 0% 0% 0% 6.3% 93,8%
9 The lecturer addresses questions and suggestions not true . . . > > true =16
from students adequately. e v
dev.=0,25
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 0 2 15
. 0% 0% 0% 118% 88,2%
10 The lecturer seems to care about his/her student's not true : 3 . - . true e e
av.=:
progress. " md=5.
'_l- dev.=0,33
1 2 3 4 5
Complexity and Scope
% 0% 824% 118% 0%
. . 0% 59% 824% 11.8% 0% _
11 The degree of complexity of the course is: far too low / narrow fartoohigh /wide =17 o
— md=3
|_| dev.=0,43
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o o 12 3 o
P 0% 0% 80% 20% 0% _
12 The scope of the course is: far too low / narrow far too high / wide 2;1:53 2
i md=3
dev.=0,41
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 8 4 o
o 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% _
13 The pace of the course is: far too low / narrow H—— T H far too high / wide 2;1%
—— md=3
dev.=0,73
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 o 2 1 4 0
. 0% _ 11,8% 64,7% 235% 0%
14 The amount of previous knowledge expected forthe ;00 low / narrow > - - : . fartoo high / wide 7> 17
[ av.=3,12
course is: S 3
dev.=0,6
1 2 3 4 5
Overall assessment of the Course
09/ 09/ 09/ DO°/ 09/ 09/ DO°/ 09/ 1121"/ 275"/ 6111°/
15 Overall assessment of the course: How would you 1 T —=3 s n=18
2 av.=5,75
grade the course as a whole? W md=6
dev.=0,35
15 25 35 4 4,5 55
************************************** B %A S & Ak sk
16 Overall assessment of the lecturer: How would you 1 T 1 I § - 6 n=18 .
grade the lecturer with regard to subject expertise? i st
dev.=0,39
1 15 25 35 4 4,5 55
************************************** B 8 A S S A &k
17 Overall assessment of teaching competence: How 1 - T — 6 =17
would you grade the lecturer with regard to teaching —H v
competence? dev.=0,36
15 25 35 4,5 55
Commitment of the students
15.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 2



18 On average, | invested the following amount of time per week in preparing and revising for the course:

0 min

1-30 min

31-60 min

61-90 min

91-120 min

121-150 min

151-180 min

more than 180 min

19 | have consulted the recommended papers and material (Reader, Seminarapparat, llias-platform etc.).

never
seldom
often

very often

20 | have looked for further information about the subject matter / topic of the course.

no, never
yes, out of interest

yes, to follow the course

0 0 1 4 13
. . . 0% 0% 56% 222% 72,2%
21 | was interested in the course's subject matter. not at all ? ) . - :
|_|__{

1 2 3 4 5
77777777777777777777777777777777777777739/ 39/7 59/7721410/ 8.9%
. o o o b7 o

22 | have learnt a lot in the course. not true

'_l_—i

1 2 3 4 5

Sociodemographic Data and Background Variables

23 What is your main subject (Major study programme)?
Business Admin.
Economics
BA Social Sc.
Political Sc.
Sociology
Subject in Phil.-Hist.
Subject in Phil.-Hum.

Subject in Phil.-Nat.

n=15

1 av.=5,53
dev.=2,5

0

4

1

1

1

1

6
n=15

0 av.=2,87
dev.=0,52

3

1

1
n=16

2 av.=2
dev.=0,52

12

2
n=18

alot av.=4,67
md=5
dev.=0,59
n=19

true av.=4,79
md=5
dev.=0,42

5 n=16

1

0

4

1

0

0

0

5

0 n=14

13

Others
24 |s this a compulsory course?
Yes
No
Don't know
15.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation



25 In case this is a compulsory course: do you agree with this classification?

Yes 2 n=3
No 1
26 What is your current number of semesters since you started your studies at the university?
1 0 n=15
2 2
3 1
4 3
5 1
6 0
7 0
8 0
9 0
10 1
more than 10 7
27 Your sex?
female 9 n=17
male 8
no answer 0
Your comments
What did you particularly like about the course?
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What did you not like about the course?
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Do you have any suggestions for improvements?
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Seminars and similar courses

0 0 0 2 9
0% 0% 0% 18.2% 81.8%

28 | consider the combination of conveying knowledge not true true n=1_14 8
and discussion as successful. 4 v
dev.=0,4
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 01 I
. . . . 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% =
29 Considering presentations/written papers of students: not true . > > ;:I ) true Qv_i‘,g
The lecturer assists the students well in preparing a — (rjnd=_50 45
presentation or, where applicable, a written paper. A
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 0 ) T
. . 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% =
30 Considering guest speakers (where applicable) not true > > > > ° true s
Guest speakers were well integrated into the course of md=5,
the seminar. g
1 2 3 4 5
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Profile

Subunit: WISO-Fakultat

'|' Name of the instructor: Dr. Eva Thomann

1 Name of the course: Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis, Set Theoretic Methods'
(Name of the survey)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

{ Presentation of the course content }
1 The main objectives of the course are made clear. not true I true =15 avi=4.93 md=5,00 dev.=0.26
2 The course follows a coherent structure. not true true
/ n=16  av.=4,94 md=5,00 dev.=0,25
3 The lecturer expresses him-/herself clearly and not true ! true _ _ _ _
comprehensibly. I n=17  av.=4,76 md=5,00 dev.=0,56
4 The course provides an adequate overview of the not true l true _ _ _ _
subject matter indicated. \ n=17  av.=4,76 md=5,00dev.=0,75
5 There is enough material provided to assist the not true true _ _ _ _
learning process (slides, course material, hand- n=18  av.=5,00 md=5,00dev.=0,00
outs, etc.).
6 The course material (slides, course material, not true .” true _ _ _ _
hand-outs, etc.) is of good quality. -| n=16  av.=4,94 md=5,00dev.=0,25
Commitment of the lecturer
Zeggﬁirl]egc:ﬁir:g cc)g;r;gl'etely commits himself/herself to not true true =16 avi=5,00 md=5,00 dev:=0,00
?hl-rr:]ev!/?tﬂl:irﬁer tzl;%'sé (s:tt'udents seriously and treats not true true =17 avi=5,00 md=5,00 dev:=0,00
9 The lecturer addresses questions and not true .” true
suggestions from students adequately. ” n=16  av.=4,94md=5,00dev.=0,25
; t?.l ggr?tllsgtl%rge:esse:ms to care about his/her not true .,. true =17 avi=4,88 md=5,00 dev.=0.33
Complexity and Scope
11 The degree of complexity of the course is: far too low / far too high / _ ~ » N
narrow \ wide n=17  av.=3,06 md=3,00 dev.=0,43
12 The scope of the course is: far too low / L far too high / _ ~ » N
narrow / wide n=15  av.=3,20 md=3,00 dev.=0,41
13 The pace of the course is: far too low / far too high /
narrow wide n=16  av.=3,00 md=3,00dev.=0,73
14 The amount of previous knowledge expected for far too low / L far too high / _ ~ » N
the course is: narrow wide n=17  av.=3,12 md=3,00 dev.=0,60
Overall assessment of the Course
15 Overall assessment of the course: How would 1 | 6
you grade the course as a whole? | n=18  av.=5,75md=6,00 dev.~0,35
16 Overall assessment of the lecturer: How would 1 .‘. 6
you grade the lecturer with regard to subject I n=18  av.=5_81md=6,00dev.=0,39
expertise?
17 Overall assessment of teaching competence: 1 .I. 6
How would you grade the lecturer with regard to n=17  av.=5,79 md=6,00 dev.=0,36

teaching competence?

15.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 10



[ Commitment of the students

21 | was interested in the course's subject matter. not at all . alot

\ n=18  av.=4,67 md=5,00 dev.=0,59
22 | have learnt a lot in the course. not true & | true =19 avi=4.79 md=5,00 dev=0.42

Seminars and similar courses

28 | consider the combination of conveying not true u | true
knowledge and discussion as successful. I n=11 av.=4,82md=5,00dev.=0,40
29 Considering presentations/written papers of not true J. true 5 _ _ _
students: The lecturer assists the students well in \ n=5  av.=4,80 md=500dev.~045
preparing a presentation or, where applicable, a
30 Considering guest speakers (where applicable) not true true =t av.=5,00 md=5,00 dev.=0,00

Guest speakers were well integrated into the course
of the seminar.
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Profile

Subunit: WISO-Fakultat
'|' Name of the instructor: Dr. Eva Thomann

1 Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis, Set Theoretic Methods'

Presentation of the course content (Skalenbreite: 5)

Commitment of the lecturer (Skalenbreite: 5)

Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5)

Seminars and similar courses (Skalenbreite: 5)

A

/\

av.=4,89

av.=4,95

av.=3,09

av.=4,82

dev.=0,35

dev.=0,15

dev.=0,54

dev.=0,28

15.06.2016

EvaSys evaluation

Page 12



Presentation template

Doktorandenseminar 'Qualitative Comparative Analysis, Set Theoretic
Methods'
Dr. Eva Thomann

Presentation of the course content
(Skalenbreite: 5)

-
av.=4,89
Commitment of the lecturer
(Skalenbreite: 5) {2 s 4 s
[
av.=4,95
Complexity and Scope
(Skalenbreite: 5) 2 s a4 s
[
av.=3,09
Seminars and similar courses
(Skalenbreite: 5) 1 2 3 4 5
= S
av.=4,82
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