Evasys Admin SOC 101151

Ethnography Il wg 2 (Docent A = F.C.A.Bonnet@uva.nl) (10111-72G108-2)
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[ About the course
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[ Time spent

2.1)

| spent an average of ... hours per week on this course (incl. self-study and lectures)
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[ About lecturer A

You have the opportunity to give your opinion about two lecturers; if the course was only given by one lecturer you do not have to
answer the questions about lecturer B.

a1) . 0% 3%  32% 48% 16%
The lecturer was Compe”mg Strongly disagree ! 4 Strongly agree 5 n=31
le} av.=3.8
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*3 The lecturer presented the course in a well- Strongly disagree > > T T | stongly agree .
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le} av.=4.1
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03.01.2011 EvaSys evaluation Page 2



. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 10%20%47%20%3%

%9 | give the lecturer the rate of 1 T T LAl T 10 _

T ° n=30
le} av.=7.9
= dev.=1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
[ About lecturer B (If applicable)
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The lecturer was Compe”mg Strongly disagree I ! 4 Strongly agree 5 n=
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4.4
' The lecturer appeared to be well prepared Strongly disagree - ; - Strongly agree s
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0% 0% 67% 0%  33%
% The lecturer appeared knowledgeable about Strongly disagree > T T T stonglyagee ,
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the subject v Hi av.=3.7
= dev.=1.2
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16) . . 0% 0% 67% 0%  33%
There was ample opportunity to communicate Strongly disagree - . - Strongly agree s
with the lecturer (directly, by e-mail or ! H av.=37
Blackboard) i dev.=1.2
1 2 3 4 5
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“ The lecturer offered useful feedback on Strongly disagree > T T T stonglyagee ~
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52) 0% 0%  26% 45% 29%

The course manual indicates clearly what is Strongly di
A . gly disagree ,_|_| Strongly agree -
expected of me in the context of this course H s
= dev.=0.8
1 2 3 4 5

[ Skill Development

Take note! If this evaluation concerns a lecture, the following questions probably do not apply (box n/a).

To what extent were you able to develop the following skills?

6.1) . . " 0% 4%  39% 46% 11%
' To engage in a constructive and critical Not at all T 1 . Good 28
. . F T 1 n=.
discussion H av=36
=t dev.=0.7
ab.=1
1 2 3 4 5
0% 0%  33% 54% 13%
6.2) . :
Effective reading Not at all — Good . veoa
e} av.=3.8
et dev.=0.7
ab.=3
1 2 3 4 5
63) . " 5%  14% 14% 48% 19%
<) Grammatically correct writing Not at all - . - Good ”1
' | n=
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et dev.=1.1
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6.4 H
) Research design Not at all ——0 Good _ -
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et dev.=0.8
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65) . . 0% 4% 8%  63% 25%
*) Succinct and clear argumentation Not at all Good o
—_ n=
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et dev.=0.7
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%9 Presentation skills Not at all — T 1T Good 13
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") Provide and receive adequate feedback Not at all > —T T "B Good i
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0 ;‘ av.=3.6
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[ Remarks and Suggestions [

Please write within the frame. Words outside the frame are not legible to the lecturer. Please leave the frame completely empty if you
do not have any remarks.
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Profile

Subunit: FMG CSW
Name of the instructor: Evasys Admin SOC 101181
Name of the course: Ethnography Il wg 2 (Docent A = F.C.A.Bonnet@uva.nl)

u (Name of the survey)

1.1) | found the intellectual challenge of the course to be

12) | found the workload of the course to be

1.3)  The course stimulated me to think in a critically-scientific way

14) My judgement about the course materials is positive

15) | learned a lot in this course

16)  The course was a useful component of the curriculum

17) | give the course the rate of

3.1)  The lecturer was compelling

3.2) The lecturer had a good language proficiency

3.3) The lecturer presented the course in a well-organised fashion

34) The lecturer appeared to be well prepared

3.5)  The lecturer appeared knowledgeable about the subject

3.6) There was ample opportunity to communicate with the lecturer

(directly, by e-mail or Blackboard)

3.7)  The lecturer offered useful feedback on students' input

(contributions to discussions, assignments, presentations)

3.8) The lecturer offered feedback in timely fashion

3.9) | give the lecturer the rate of

4.1)  The lecturer was compelling

42) The lecturer had a good language proficiency

43) The lecturer presented the course in a well-organised fashion

4.4)  The lecturer appeared to be well prepared

45) The lecturer appeared knowledgeable about the subject

4.6) There was ample opportunity to communicate with the lecturer

(directly, by e-mail or Blackboard)

47)  The lecturer offered useful feedback on students' input
(contributions to discussions, assignments, presentations)

4.8) The lecturer offered feedback in timely fashion
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disagree .‘
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1 | | \J | | 10 av.=6.9

| 1\ |
Strongly ] Strongly agree av.=3.8
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Strongly #% Strongly agree av.=3.9
disagree .\
Strongly ¥ Strongly agree av.=4.1
disagree .‘
Strongly \- Strongly agree av.=4.2
disagree T
Strongly -I Strongly agree av.=4.2
disagree f
Strongly * Strongly agree av.=3.9
disagree T
Strongly -I Strongly agree av.=3.9
disagree .\

1 I I I A I 10 av.=7.9
Strongly ' Strongly agree av.=3.8
disagree T
Strongly -I Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree -\\

Strongly J' Strongly agree av.=4
disagree //[

Strongly * Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree T

Strongly Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree

Strongly Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree

Strongly Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree

Strongly = Strongly agree av.=3.7
disagree
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4.9) | give the lecturer the rate of 1 I I 7 I 10 av.=7.7
5.1)  The information on this course contained in the (electronic) course Strongly -/ Strongly agree av.=3.7
catalogue accurately reflects the actual course content disagree -\
52) The course manual indicates clearly what is expected of me in the Strongly \L Strongly agree av.=4
context of this course disagree A-
6.1) To engage in a constructive and critical discussion Not at all i Good av.=3.6
6.2) Effective reading Not at all \f Good av.=3.8
6.3)  Grammatically correct writing Not at all { Good av.=3.6
\\
6.4) Research design Not at all \]. Good av.=4.3
6.5)  Succinct and clear argumentation Not at all +/ Good av.=4.1
e
7~
6.6) Presentation skills Not at all Good av.=2.8
AN
6.7)  Provide and receive adequate feedback Not at all \= Good av.=3.6
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| Comments Report |

[ 7.1) What do you consider the strengths of this course? [
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[ 7.2) What do you consider the weaknesses of this course?

’fnﬂ WLL{[,M pﬂwwpoiﬂrf a_hd ﬂﬂi {MDMﬁL\ dIJIMSQDn
T wodd have Liled wmove dmj«; Mg o ciscuss owe
PreIeEss questrims

%ﬂ Wi Yere  (OULsC Adidit wmcdlude o Loy
ZIRTY Uﬂ«g@WM\Dm, %

03.01.2011 EvaSys evaluation

Page 10



|} T Ml tha  cowrse s foo much fmnsa.ol -
on’m(«wtaa\(, Other rescarch  tmow (el be niee hoo.

'z) ma!&, M ghras bare showld 4 arposJ-c,' t:}‘hodrqfltj ! th scemmol

P-wl' ka. M.'f'k. Hfu_ m.«émm”s O Hoo SA-HM-— f-r(‘u,(_ ercles oy
b5 how.

| u.:'tti“\/\ T O O 2 R P s Vg w.‘{\‘h\ﬁ\j
| Fresaht 4 woen (WJ’”"”""*Ua}ff’k via b Cevnedre A§C
shpmr Frowa Trnae (_DOI!V{S c‘s-mﬂL@A o vr
pepocs

L,Ef%hi 5 mfpafwvmfcm is A to you, 4ou Showld rot- _bg N
acaolomic mMasker [ g This ourse & waste of #hg

- L@% Oﬁuﬁd Carv i aundd ASSGAVerds /5 not h;‘ja
ak . Agedn, ot masiee- M}F%hﬁ’

e s i 3
o —— Y 7 D

0

03.01.2011 EvaSys evaluation Page 11



[n e &yg:mi 2 o gk gf Fie ¢ lass Fhere  caw foo sl
Semie f‘frs}g,@wmﬁ@ﬁ“ Aot § leip [ he preate Ehe class

]

Sy fife b atlfondin,

e Lird OF (ePehthon of elhpogl- T [Pietnous cowiged = "‘“Sj‘”- ouverfaf [a
amgnmmﬁ

“foedbe ol '](1':1“ Q%‘Jgf,(t__t_fgub ot éﬁ,ﬂeu i @L‘L(g

GR\QQ.C& do 3{\\/{/1,,0(.(,@“6, Visre SQQ\J(,LQL\J( d’&“\féﬁrfg QQCM

s o A= ol no biGge Sehsan asc§amed

2 Ldwey
A PSION GWY gradss whL e

03.01.2011 EvaSys evaluation Page 12



Heeferset inalid Lissing (e sl of grtsfessivy. Ho gugagument of
bl Adasii goidl ;—z&fwt{yu A A M 4 /4,“2& %i,u 2nd ,Qx.»;// &

waymé s Wﬂi ,{,}(gmf wndl pmdvtr i fir otetdd crTiens

Somefimes  btae veading  WAS poo vl
qnd Wl Wl wiable t—zcﬁ‘swﬁs fiem n

Cluss

[ 7.3) Do you have suggestions for improvement?
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