Konrad BURCHARDI, Summary Survey

Konrad BURCHARDI

Summary Survey ()
No. of responses = 71

LSE

| Overall indicators

1 2 3 4
Global Index N | \ * av=16
dev.=0.7
_ 1 2 3 4 "
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION C 1T [ [ av=16
dev.=0.7
_ 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION 1 [ [ av=13

dev.=0.5

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole ! . Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram

1 - COURSE INFORMATION

1.1 Which category of student are you?

First year undergraduate I] 1.4% n=71
Second year undergraduate | | 83.1%
Third year undergraduate I 0%
Diploma ] 4.2%
Masters I:l 8.5%
General Course [l 2.8%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%
Other I 0%
1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?
It is compulsory for my degree programme | | 53.5% n=71
| am interested in the subject matter | | 53.5%
It was recommended to me by other students I:l 15.5%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 22.5%
Other [] 1.4%
1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?
Allormostofit[ | 19.4% n=67
Someofit| ] 40.3%
Alittleofit[ ] 29.9%
None of it D 6%
Not applicable, no essential or strongly I:l 4.5%
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2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

37.3% 46.3% 164% 0% 0%
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent : very poor n=67
— Ve av.=1.8
dev.=0.7
ab.=3
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 28.2% 52.1% 18.3% 1.4% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent ; very poor =71
av.=1.9
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: 725% 246% 23% 0% Ok
. . excellent —— very poor n=69
= VP av.=1.3
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 48.6% 34.3% 15.7% 1.4% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ; . : 0: > > > very poor n=70
av.=1.7
dev.=0.8

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 67.6% 23.5% 8.8% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent T | very poor =68

class meeting: e | av.=14
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
. ) 35.9% 39.1% 23.4% 16% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent : very poor =64
av.=1.9
dev.=0.8
ab.=7

1 2 3 4 5
. 55.1% 36.2% 8.7% 0% 0%

2.7 SpOKen Eng“Sh: excellent F L " very poor n=691
av.=15
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
. 63.8% 31.9% 4.3% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdlblllty: excellent I [ very poor n=69
v av.=14
dev.=0.6
1 2 3 4 5
. 77.5% 16.9% 5.6% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent 4 very poor =71
av.=1.3
dev.=0.6

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 66.2% 29.6% 4.2% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ; : ; > > > > very poor n=71
av.=14
dev.=0.6

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting | | 60.9% n=69
Within 2 weeks of being submitted [ | 33.3%
More than 2 weeks [l 1.4%
Not applicable, no written work D 4.3%
18.12.2009 EvaSys evaluation Page 2



Konrad BURCHARDI, Summary Survey

3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

Yes | I 27.1% n=70

No ] 2.9%
I have not sought out my class teacher | | 70%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour I 0% n=71
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 14.1%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | | 63.4%
other [] 4.2%
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | | 85.1% n=67
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 13.4%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I] 1.5%

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION

63.6% 31.8% 4.5% 0%

4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal 1 Not very much n=66
derived from the classes so far in this course? ! av=14
ev.=0.!
1 2 3 4
- . 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied - |° — > Notat all satisfied 166
the class teaching on this course? =13
ev.=0.:
1 2 3 4
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Profile

T Compilation: Summary Survey

l

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent . very poor 23.6:71'8
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent very poor 2:7;1'9
/ =69
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent _‘./ very poor 2;;1'3
. . . . \_ n=70
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent _ very poor av.=1.7
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent 4 very poor 23231 4
. i \_ n=64
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent = very poor av.=1.9
2.7 Spoken English: excellent ./ very poor 2;6:915
—— _[ n=69
2.8 Audibility: excellent very poor av.=14
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent .l very poor 2:7;1 3
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent L very poor 2:7;1 4
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal \. Not very much 23231 4
in this course? /
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied .[ Not at all 2;6:613
course? satisfied
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Konrad BURCHARDI lSE

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1 (EC202-G-G1)
No. of responses = 13

| Overall indicators

1 2 3 4 5
Global Index N | \ | av=15
dev.=0.6
) 1 2 3 4 5 N
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION (1T [ [ | av.=14
dev.=0.5
) 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION N | | av=13

dev.=0.5

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole I 1 Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
1 - COURSE INFORMATION
1.1 Which category of student are you?
First year undergraduate I 0% n=13
Second year undergraduate | |  923%
Third year undergraduate I 0%
Diploma I 0%
Masters I:l 7.7%
General Course I 0%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%
Other I 0%

1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?

It is compulsory for my degree programme | | 61.5% n=13
| am interested in the subject matter | | 84.6%
It was recommended to me by other students I:l 7.7%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 7.7%
Other | 0%

1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?

All or most of it |:| 23.1% n=13
Someofit[ | 23.1%
Alittle of it |:| 38.5%

None of it I 0%

Not applicable, no essential or strongly I:l 15.4%
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2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

. . . . 58.3% 41.7% 0% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent - °= T very poor 12
av.=14
dev.=0.5
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 53.8% 38.5% 7.7% 0% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent 5 very poor n=13
av.=15
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
Lo . . 83.3% 16.7% 0% 0% 0%

2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent n very poor n=12
av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 61.5% 30.8% 7.7% 0% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ; 0= : > > > > very poor n=13
av.=1.5
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 76.9% 23.1% 0% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent Ty — > > very poor =13

class meeting: H— av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
. 41.7% 33.3% 16.7% 8.3% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent ; > : > ; > > - very poor n=12
av.=1.9
dev.=1
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. 69.2% 23.1% 7.7% 0% 0%
2.7 SpOKen EngllSh: excellent F 1 very poor n=13
'] av.=1.4
dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
76.9% 231% 0% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdibiIity: excellent 44— very poor n=13
H Ve av.=1.2
dev.=0.4
1 2 3 4 5
. 92.3% 7.7% 0% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent I-I—: > > > > very poor n=13
av.=1.1
dev.=0.3

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 84.6% 154% 0% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent |__Ii| > > > > very poor n=13
av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting | | 58.3% n=12
Within 2 weeks of being submitted : 41.7%
More than 2 weeks I 0%
Not applicable, no written work I 0%
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3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

Yes |:| 7.7% n=13

No | 0%
I have not sought out my class teacher | |  923%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour I 0% n=13
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 7.7%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | | 69.2%
Other | 0%
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | | 923% n=13
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 7.7%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I 0%

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0%

4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal i Not very much n=12
derived from the classes so far in this course? av=13_
ev.=0..
1 2 3 4
- . 75%  25% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied - °| > > > Notat all satisfied 112
the class teaching on this course? =13
ev.=0.
1 2 3 4

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1

4.4 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have displeased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have displeased
you.
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent : very poor 25:31‘2‘
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent L very poor 25;3;3
- . . _/ av.=1.2
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent | o very poor av.=2.1
) . . . \_ av.=1.5
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent very poor av.=2.3
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent -/_\ very poor 2&2(1,‘2
N : =1.9
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent \,_ = very poor 2&;213
2.7 Spoken English: excellent V4 very poor 2&21;3
TR _[ av.=1.2
2.8 Audibility: excellent : very poor av.=17
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent .l : very poor 2&2];}
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent L very poor 2§;§]j§
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal \. .'~_ Not very much 2&;2];3
in this course? l :
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied -l ; Not at all 23;2];3
course? satisfied
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 1
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L] []
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent 41_* very poor
|t
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent TP very poor
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent H very poor
\ i
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent K’ very poor
;o
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent very poor
AN
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent )f\- very poor
/'/'. 3
2.7 Spoken English: excellent 7.’ ¥ very poor
it
2.8 Audibility: excellent 5 very poor
T
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent h—$ very poor
| f
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ! very poor 23::1%
( KN av.=15
“ )
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal \ ’ Not very much 23;1:3
classes so far in this course? , ]— av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied =l . Not at all 23::1:3
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10

Konrad BURCHARDI

No. of responses = 10

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10 (EC202-G-G10)

LSE

| Overall indicators

1 2
Global Index B * av=16
dev.=0.6
1 2
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION T * av=16
dev.=0.6
1 2

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION ) 1 * av=13

dev.=0.5

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0%

Question text Left pole ! . n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4
Scale Histogram

1 - COURSE INFORMATION

1.1 Which category of student are you?

First year undergraduate I 0% n=10
Second year undergraduate | 90%
Third year undergraduate I 0%
Diploma I 0%
Masters I:l 10%
General Course I 0%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%
Other I 0%
1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?
It is compulsory for my degree programme I:l 40% n=10
| am interested in the subject matter I:l 40%
It was recommended to me by other students I:l 30%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 40%
Other [ ] 10%
If other, please specify:
It)u-:ik&‘ e MOR mtdhemah (g
PhoNn aukof EC202, & EC2 0|
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1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?

Allormostof it [ | 11.1% n=9
Some of it I:l 33.3%
Alitleofit ] 44.4%
None of it [__] 11.1%
Not applicable, no essential or strongly I 0%
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION
. . . . 30% 50% 20% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent ; very poor n=t0

dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
I . 10% 70% 20% 0% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent — very poor n=10

dev.=0.6
1 2 3 4 5
- . . 70% 20% 10% 0% 0%

2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent P rE— very poor =10 |
av.=1.
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 40% 20% 30% 10% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent > =° . — very poor =10
av.=2.1
dev.=1.1

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 80% 20% 20% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent T T T T very poor =10

class meeting: ! av.=1.6
dev.=0.8

1 2 3 4 5
. 11.1% 66.7% 22.2% 0% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent > — > — > very poor =0
av.=2.1
dev.=0.6
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
60% 40% 0% 0% 0%
2.7 SpOKen EngllSh excellent —— very poor n=10
H VP av.=14
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
60% 40% 0% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdIbIIIty excellent —— very poor n=10
H VP av.=14
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
. 70% 30% 0% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent uan very poor n=10
av.=1.3
dev.=0.5

1 2 3 4 5
- . ) 80% 20% 0% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ] |° — > > very poor o
av.=1.
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10

3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?

By the next week's class meeting | | 50% n=10
Within 2 weeks of being submitted | | 50%
More than 2 weeks I 0%
Not applicable, no written work I 0%

3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

No | 0%
I have not sought out my class teacher | | 80%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour I 0% n=10
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 10%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | | 90%
Other | 0%
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | | 60% n=10
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 40%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I 0%

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0%

4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal T Not very much n=9
derived from the classes so far in this course? av=13
1 2 3 4
- . 77.8% 22.2% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied - |° > > > Not at all satisfied ~ n=9
the class teaching on this course? 3;71024

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
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4.4 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have displeased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have displeased
you.
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent - very poor 2&;2};2
. . . . \_ av.=2.1
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent e very poor av.=23
q]:
an =14
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent < : very poor 2&;;231
NG e
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent /\Lr_ » very poor 2§;;2j3
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent _\./ very poor 2&;22,‘6
. . *_ av.=2.1
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent }r_ = very poor av.=23
7z =14
2.7 Spoken English: excellent| o very poor s
2.8 Audibility: excellent 1 very poor 25;2] :‘;
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent .l _: very poor 2&21:3
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent -l ; very poor 2&2112
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal \. ‘m Not very much 2&21:3
in this course? / :
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied .l Not at all 23;2];3
course? satisfied
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 10
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L] []
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent + very poor
i
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent /? very poor
/
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent AH very poor
A
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ﬁ very poor
i
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent very poor
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent very poor
L s 4
2.7 Spoken English: excellent ¥ very poor 9
T e 7
| i 4
2.8 Audibility: excellent s very poor 7
B °
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent I k very poor ,3
, EI' 6
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent I ! very poor :g
w ‘.\ 2
“ )
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal \ ’ Not very much 23;1:3
classes so far in this course? ; ]— av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied =/ . Not at all 23::1%
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6
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Konrad BURCHARDI

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 2 (EC202-G-G2)
No. of responses = 13

LSE

| Overall indicators

1 2 3 4
Global Index N | \ * av=16
dev.=0.7
_ 1 2 3 4 "
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION C T [ [ av=15
dev.=0.6
_ 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION 1 [ [ av=13

dev.=0.5

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole ! . Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram

1 - COURSE INFORMATION

1.1 Which category of student are you?

First year undergraduate I 0% n=13
Second year undergraduate | 92.3%
Third year undergraduate I 0%
Diploma I 0%
Masters I 0%
General Course I:l 7.7%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%
Other I 0%
1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?
It is compulsory for my degree programme I:l 30.8% n=13
| am interested in the subject matter | | 84.6%
It was recommended to me by other students I:l 23.1%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 30.8%
Other | 0%
1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?
Allor mostof it [ | 15.4% n=13
Someofit| ] 38.5%
Alittleofit[ ] 38.5%
None of it I:l 7.7%
Not applicable, no essential or strongly I 0%
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2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

. . . . 30.8% 46.2% 23.1% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellont i very poor =t

dev.=0.8
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 30.8% 38.5% 30.8% 0% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent very poor =13

dev.=0.8
1 2 3 4 5
Lo . . 76.9% 23.1% 0% 0% 0%

2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent i very poor n=13
av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 53.8% 46.2% 0% 0% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ; 0= —T > : very poor n=13
av.=1.5
dev.=0.5

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 76.9% 23.1% 0% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent - IO —T - - very poor =13

class meeting: av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
. 50% 16.7% 33.3% 0% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent ; : : . ; —T - very poor n=12
av.=1.8
dev.=0.9
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. 61.5% 30.8% 7.7% 0% 0%
27 SpOKen EngIISh: excellent F 1 " very poor n=13
v av.=15
dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
. 76.9% 154% 7.7% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdIbIIIty: excellent I 1 very poor n=13
s av.=1.3
dev.=0.6
1 2 3 4 5
. 923% 0% 7.7% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent o] |° > —T > very poor 13
av.=1.2
dev.=0.6

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 69.2% 23.1% 7.7% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ; °= > > > > very poor n=13
av.=14
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting | | 66.7% n=12
Within 2 weeks of being submitted [ | 33.3%
More than 2 weeks I 0%
Not applicable, no written work I 0%
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3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

No | 0%
I have not sought out my class teacher | | 58.3%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour I 0% n=13
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 15.4%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | 69.2%
Other | 0%
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | 83.3% n=12
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 8.3%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I:l 8.3%
4 - OVERALL EVALUATION
. . 66.7%  25% 8.3% 0%
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal S : : Not very much n=12
derived from the classes so far in this course? ' av=14,
ev.=0.
1 2 3 4
. . 83.3% 16.7% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied - |° —T > Notatal satisfied  n=12
the class teaching on this course? av=t2,
ev.=0.:
1 2 3 4

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
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4.4 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have displeased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have displeased
you.
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Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 2
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent : very poor 25:312
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent /1 ; very poor 2&33
/o _
o . . . av.=1.2
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent| o very poor av.=2.1
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent \. » very poor 2&3;3
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent { very poor 2&2(1,‘2
\ =1.8
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent \.,_ = very poor 2§;;2j3
2.7 Spoken English: excellent ./ very poor 2&21;2
TR _[ av.=1.3
2.8 Audibility: excellent : very poor av.=17
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent .l _: very poor 23;2];3
- . . . \_ av.=14
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent very poor av.=1.6
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal L ‘. Not very much 2&21:3
in this course? / :
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied ./ ; Not at all 23;2];3
course? satisfied
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Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 2
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L] []
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent + very poor
i
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent % very poor
7/
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent H very poor
\ .
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent 7 ‘, very poor
;o
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent very poor
N
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent } \p very poor
_ /7y 5
2.7 Spoken English: excellent oy very poor 9
T Vs 7
| i 3
2.8 Audibility: excellent s very poor 7
I °
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent / k very poor ,é
K EI' 6
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent \ ! very poor :g
T.\ 2
®, =
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal \ ’ Not very much 23;1:3
classes so far in this course? ]— av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied A Not at all 23::1%
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6
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Konrad BURCHARDI lSE

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 3 (EC202-G-G3)
No. of responses = 11

| Overall indicators |

1 2 3 4 5
Global Index T T | \ | av=17
dev.=0.7
) 1 2 3 4 5 N
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION C 1T [ [ | av=16
dev.=0.6
) 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION T ] | | av.=1.4

dev.=0.6

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole I 1 Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
1 - COURSE INFORMATION

1.1 Which category of student are you?

First year undergraduate I 0% n=11
Second year undergraduate | | 63.6%
Third year undergraduate I 0%

Diploma [__] 18.2%
Masters I:l 9.1%

General Course I:l 9.1%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%

Other I 0%

1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?

It is compulsory for my degree programme | | 54.5% n=11
| am interested in the subject matter | | 63.6%
It was recommended to me by other students I:l 9.1%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 18.2%
Other | 0%

1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?

All or most of it |:| 33.3% n=9
Alittle of it |:| 22.2%

None of it I 0%

Not applicable, no essential or strongly I 0%
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2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

. . . . 36.4% 45.5% 18.2% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent — ; — T~ very poor 11
av.=1.8
dev.=0.8

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 18.2% 81.8% 0% 0% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent > ; P > > very poor et
av.=1.8
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
I . . 81.8% 182% 0% 0% 0%

2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent ur very poor n=11
av.=1.2
dev.=0.4

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 50% 20% 30% 0% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ; > : . : > > > very poor n=10
av.=1.8
dev.=0.9

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 55.6% 11.1% 33.3% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent S I . R > very poor n=0

class meeting: ' av.=1.8
dev.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. 40% 50% 10% 0% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent . . — > very poor =10
av.=1.7
dev.=0.7
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
40% 60% 0% 0% 0%
27 SpOKen EninSh: excellent —— very poor n=10
B Ve av.=1.6
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
63.6% 36.4% 0% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdibiIity: excellent —— very poor n=11
H Ve av.=14
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
. 727% 27.3% 0% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent . |° —T > > very poor n=11
av.=1.3
dev.=0.5

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 54.5% 455% 0% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ; 0= > > > > very poor n=11
av.=1.5
dev.=0.5

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting I:l 45.5% n=11
Within 2 weeks of being submited [ ] 45.5%
More than 2 weeks I 0%
Not applicable, no written work I:l 9.1%
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3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

No |:| 9.1%

I have not sought out my class teacher | | 54.5%

3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?

Teacher had provided no office hour | 0% n=11
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 27.3%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%

Notapplicable | 36.4%
other[ ] 18.2%

If other, please specify:

T haee 3 tonday ofxe hours Fo atteed,
o before e closs for hal weet

3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...

Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | | 90% n=10
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 10%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I 0%

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION

50% 40% 10% 0%

4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal 1 Not very much n=10
derived from the classes so far in this course? ! av=16_
ev.=0.
1 2 3 4
- . 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied - |° — > Notat all satisfied  n=11
the class teaching on this course? =13
ev.=

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
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4.4 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have displeased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have displeased
you.
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Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 3
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent : very poor 25:312
. . . . 1 av.=1.8
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent Va very poor av.=23
/ : =1.2
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent { . very poor 2&;211
. . . . \_ av.=1.8
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent very poor av.=2.3
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent .I. very poor 2&2(1,‘8
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent .l __ very poor 2&2;:;
o l N av.=1.6
2.7 Spoken English: excellent . very poor av.=18
TR _/ av.=1.4
2.8 Audibility: excellent : very poor av.=17
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent 1 _: very poor 23;2];3
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent L" very poor 2&21:2
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal \.'_ .'~_ Not very much 2&;2];8
in this course? /
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied VAR, Not at all 23;2];3
course? satisfied
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Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 3
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L | n
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent 4T+ very poor
I i
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent ﬁ-b very poor
/
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent -( { very poor
3
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent very poor
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent very poor
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent very poor
. 6
2.7 Spoken English: excellent very poor 9
7
A 4
2.8 Audibility: excellent very poor 7
6
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent very poor ,3
6
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent very poor :g
5
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal Not very much 23::1:3
classes so far in this course? av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied Not at all 23::1:3
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6
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Konrad BURCHARDI lSE

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 5 (EC202-G-G5)
No. of responses = 12

| Overall indicators |

1 2 3 4 5
Global Index I | \ | av=17
dev.=0.8
) 1 2 3 4 5 .
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION | [ [ [ | av.=17
dev.=0.8
) 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION 1] | | av.=1.4

dev.=0.6

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole I 1 Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
1 - COURSE INFORMATION

1.1 Which category of student are you?

First year undergraduate I:l 8.3% n=12
Second year undergraduate | | 75%
Third year undergraduate I 0%

Diploma D 8.3%

Masters I:l 8.3%

General Course I 0%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%

Other I 0%

1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?

It is compulsory for my degree programme I:l 41.7% n=12
| am interested in the subject matter I:l 33.3%

It was recommended to me by other students I:l 25%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I:l 41.7%
Other | 0%

1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?

All or most of it I:l 25% n=12

Some of it | | 50%
Adittie of it [ ] 16.7%
None of it I:l 8.3%
Not applicable, no essential or strongly I 0%
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2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

. . . . 45.5% 36.4% 18.2% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent n- ; S D very poor 11
av.=1.7
dev.=0.8
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 25% 33.3% 33.3% 8.3% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent > =° T T very poor et
av.=2.3
dev.=1

1 2 3 4 5
Lo . . 58.3% 33.3% 8.3% 0% 0%

2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent - very poor n=12
av.=15
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 41.7% 33.3% 25% 0% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent . : . ; > > > very poor n=12
av.=1.8
dev.=0.8

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 58.3% 33.3% 8.3% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent T LT > very poor 1o

class meeting: ' av.=15
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
. 41.7% 25% 33.3% 0% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent > : > : > > - very poor n=12
av.=1.9
dev.=0.9

1 2 3 4 5
. 58.3% 25% 16.7% 0% 0%
2.7 SpOKen EngllSh: excellent F 1 " very poor n=12
| av.=1.6
dev.=0.8
1 2 3 4 5
. 50% 41.7% 83% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdlblllty: excellent I [ 4 very poor n=12
LI av.=1.6
dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
. 66.7% 16.7% 16.7% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent —— ; very poor n=12
av.=15
dev.=0.8

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 41.7% 50% 83% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent . : 0: > > > very poor n=12
av.=1.7
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting | | 75% n=12
Within 2 weeks of being submitted [ | 25%
More than 2 weeks I 0%
Not applicable, no written work I 0%
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3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

No [] 8.3%
I have not sought out my class teacher | | 50%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour | 0% n=12
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 8.3%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | | 50%
other [ ] 8.3%
If other, please specify:
7 —— ]
w‘\ W% "VM) (JZ‘?:LAA -
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | 81.8% n=11
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I:l 18.2%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I 0%
4 - OVERALL EVALUATION
. . 63.6% 27.3% 9.1% 0%
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal R : : Not very much n=11
derived from the classes so far in this course? ! av=15
ev.=0.
1 2 3 4
_— . 66.7% 33.3% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied . °| — > Not at all satisfied =12
the class teaching on this course? =13
ev.=
1 2 3 4

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
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4.4 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have displeased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have displeased
you.
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 5

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 5
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent - very poor 25:313
\
. . . . \_ av.=2.3
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent va very poor av.=2.3
A _
o . . _/ . av.=1.5
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent . very poor av.=2.1
) . . . \_ av.=1.8
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent = - very poor av.=23
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent _‘./ very poor 2&2(1,‘5
. . \_ av.=1.9
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent = very poor av.=23
o _/ N av.=1.6
2.7 Spoken English: excellent . very poor av.=18
TR l av.=1.6
2.8 Audibility: excellent . g very poor av.=17
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent 1 _: very poor 2&21;?
- . . . i av.=1.7
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent very poor av.=1.6
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal 1 ‘. Not very much 2&;2];8
in this course? / :
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied .l ; Not at all 23;2];3
course? satisfied

10.12.2009 EvaSys evaluation Page 5



Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 5

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 5
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L] []
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent —ﬁ* very poor
q
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent 3 very poor
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent AH very poor
\ i
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent 4/*\-‘, very poor
/¥
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent ﬂ very poor
NG
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent ,f\- very poor
2.7 Spoken English llent // i 5
. : excellen = very poor 9
T !
|i: 6
2.8 Audibility: excellent ¥’ very poor 7
E °
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent 4% very poor ,2
6
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent —!':,-.\ very poor :g
5
: ) ) | av.=15
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal Not very much av.=1.8
classes so far in this course? ]— av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied =/ . Not at all 23::1:3
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6

Konrad BURCHARDI lSE

Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6 (EC202-G-G6)
No. of responses = 12

| Overall indicators

1 2 3 4 5
Global Index T T | \ | av=17
dev.=0.6
) 1 2 3 4 5 .
2 - TEACHING EVALUATION 1 [ [ | av.=16
dev.=0.6
) 1 2 3 4 N

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION T | | av=14

dev.=0.5

Legend Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean

. 25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

Question text Left pole I 1 Right pole n=Amount
av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
1 - COURSE INFORMATION
1.1 Which category of student are you?
First year undergraduate I 0% n=12

Second year undergraduate | | 83.3%
Third year undergraduate I 0%
Diploma I 0%

Masters || 16.7%
General Course I 0%
Socrates I 0%
Erasmus I 0%
Other I 0%

1.2 Which of the reasons given below describe why you are taking the course?

It is compulsory for my degree programme | | 91.7% n=12
| am interested in the subject matter I:l 8.3%
It was recommended to me by other students I 0%
It was recommended to me by a tutor I 0%
Other | 0%

1.3 How much of the essential or strongly recommended reading have you been able to do so far?

All or most of it I:l 9.1% n=11

Some of it | | 54.5%

Alittle of it |:| 18.2%
None of it I:l 9.1%

Not applicable, no essential or strongly I:l 9.1%
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6

2 - TEACHING EVALUATION

. . . . 20% 60% 20% 0% 0%

2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent — T 71 very poor =10
av.=2
dev.=0.7
ab.=1

1 2 3 4 5
. . . 25% 58.3% 16.7% 0% 0%

2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent : very poor n=12
av.=1.9
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: 936% 36.4% D% 0% Ok
. . excellent —— very poor n=11
H VP av.=14
dev.=0.5
1 2 3 4 5
. . . 41.7% 50% 83% 0% 0%

2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent . : 0: > > > very poor n=12
av.=1.7
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
o . . 72.7% 27.3% 0% 0% 0%

2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each excellent T — > > very poor 11

class meeting: H— av.=13
dev.=0.5

1 2 3 4 5
. 22.2% 55.6% 22.2% 0% 0%

2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent . > —T > very poor .
av.=2
dev.=0.7
ab.=3

1 2 3 4 5
. 36.4% 45.5% 182% 0% 0%
2.7 SpOKen EngllSh: excellent M 1 " very poor n=11
| av.=1.8
dev.=0.8
1 2 3 4 5
. 50% 40% 10% 0% 0%
2.8 AUdlblllty: excellent I [ 4 very poor n=10
¥ av.=1.6
dev.=0.7
1 2 3 4 5
. 66.7% 25% 8.3% 0% 0%

2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent P ra— very poor n=12
av.=14
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
- . . 66.7% 25% 8.3% 0% 0%

2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ; 0= :0 > > > very poor n=12
av.=14
dev.=0.7

1 2 3 4 5
3 - TEACHER CONTACT
3.1 How quickly was any written work submitted for marking usually returned to you by your class teacher?
By the next week's class meeting | | 66.7% n=12
Within 2 weeks of being submitted [__] 8.3%
More than 2 weeks I:l 8.3%
Not applicable, no written work I:l 16.7%
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6

3.2 Were you able to visit your class teacher for consultations during office hours?

Yes |:| 16.7% n=12

No | 0%
I have not sought out my class teacher | | 83.3%
3.3 Why were you not able to visit your class teacher?
Teacher had provided no office hour | 0% n=12
Teacher had no publicised office hour I 0%
| was often or always busy during teacher's office hour I:l 16.7%
Teacher did not keep to publicised office hour I 0%
Not applicable | | 66.7%
Other | 0%
3.4 In presenting course material in class, has your class teacher ...
Accurately assessed your level of prior knowledge | | 100% n=11
Assumed you knew more than you actually did I 0%
Assumed you knew less than you actually did I 0%

4 - OVERALL EVALUATION

66.7% 33.3% 0% 0%

4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you A great deal i Not very much n=12
derived from the classes so far in this course? av=13_
ev.=0..
1 2 3 4
- . 60%  40% 0% 0%
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with Very satisfied T . > > > Notat all satisfied 110
the class teaching on this course? av=14
ev.=0.
1 2 3 4

4.3 Please write below aspects of the teaching that have pleased you most and describe briefly why these aspects have pleased you.
Teacher & vy gl aik C/L‘V‘M'@ C\%U_ff& borred o o lcture s ord
3(:,[}\7 Agar, dwiive w’o{a;wvﬁ@«s

Teasdor wk very well propareed apd o rosenbd the malipel v, o . ks
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fcumble o (NGise Solakions o WAHS worke

Sul!‘oé—mj Hee ZMAM Cd ar&o[/p;é:kéffze lowrse .

[d,m/-/\ulnv'ca'/ft/{ C/JUJ ‘7L‘ZCL L/’J:/} 5 ]LWLL/\AV“((J( /‘Z{’C&.(_ 4 f"'\j/
1‘?/:;/‘\,;{’\}-‘

breoentt the  malensd cleanly 8 Al wo f wilestand how P Pl d wse teay
bamt w  lcbures b ﬁmé[enm—
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
l Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6
(Name of the survey)
'!' Comparative line: LSE GTA Survey 2008
m
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent . very poor 25132
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent /-_l ; very poor 25;3;3
o . . _/ av.=1.4
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent| very poor av.=2.1
) . . . \_ av.=1.7
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent = - very poor av.=2.3
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent { very poor g&zgﬁ
AN .
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent \l/l = very poor 2&;23
2.7 Spoken English: excellent J very poor gﬁ]:g
TR j av.=1.6
2.8 Audibility: excellent : very poor av.=17
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent .l _: very poor 23;2];‘7‘
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent ] : very poor 2&;2]3‘
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the classes so far A great deal .|. ‘. Not very much 2&2];3
in this course? \ :
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class teaching on this Very satisfied L Not at all 23;2];‘7‘
course? satisfied
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Konrad BURCHARDI, Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6

Profile

Subunit: EC Economics
T Name of the instructor: Konrad BURCHARDI
I Name of the course: Microeconomic Principles Il - Group 6
u (Name of the survey)
* Comparative line: Economics GTA Survey MT09/10 ¥ Comparative line: Schoolwide GTA Survey MT09/10
: I
: i
L] []
2.1 Skill at leading discussions: excellent * very poor
It
2.2 Skill at involving members of the class: excellent ,P very poor
2.3 Clarity in presenting course material: excellent H very poor
\ i
2.4 Success at getting you interested in the course: excellent ﬂ—\-‘, very poor
/o
2.5 Ability to communicate a structure to the topic of each class meeting: excellent H very poor
AN
2.6 Helpfulness of comments on your written work: excellent ﬂ_‘- very poor
A 8
2.7 Spoken English: excellent - very poor 9
i !
- : 6
2.8 Audibility: excellent / very poor 7
F 3
2.9 Extent to which teacher was prepared for each class: excellent /': very poor ,é
| r 6
2.10 Willingness to accept questions during class: excellent I' very poor :g
r.\ 2
®, =
4.1 Overall, how much intellectual benefit have you derived from the A great deal | ’ Not very much 23;1:3
classes so far in this course? t ]— av.=1.8
4.2 In general, how satisfied have you been so far with the class Very satisfied \= . Not at all 23::1:2
teaching on this course? satisfied av.=1.6

23.12.2009 Page 1



	MT_09_10-Summary_Survey.pdf
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_1
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_1
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_10
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_10
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_2
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_2
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_3
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_3
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_5
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_5
	MT_09_10-Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_6
	Profile Line - Microeconomic_Principles_II_-_Group_6

