Sommersemester 2018 (Philosophie und Geisteswissenschaften), PS-Historical Linguistics (Martin Konvicka)

Results for the course PS-Historical Linguistics

Dear Lecturer,
this documents contains the results for your course.

This course has 23 votes (out of 36 participants). This corresponds to a response rate of 64%.
You will find more information to the meaning of the diagrams at the end of this document.

Information on your studies

N=23 N=21
(9%) (17%)
A B ¢ D E F 9 13 18
The teaching unit attended is part of your: Your semester in the module/program named (not overall university
A BA core subject (17) semester!):
B BA module selection (60CP) (2)
C BA-Modulangebot (30 LP) (0)
D Related area (BA) (0)
E MA program (0)
F Other (doctoral studies, voluntary attendance etc.) (4)
1. Statements on the lecturer's teaching quality
N=23 N=23
(9%) (96%) (4%)
2 22 1
yes no yes no
—F—is =029 ——is =021
1,09 1,04
1.1 The lecturer appears to be well prepared. 1.2 The lecturer takes teaching seriously.
N=23 N=23
(87%) (13%) (9%)
20 2
yes no yes no
—t—is=034 —f—is=029
1,13 1,09
1.3 The lecturer encourages the students to cooperate and participate 1.4 The lecturer deals with questions clearly and comprehensibly.
actively.
N=23 Nz=0 N=23
(96%) (4%) (4%)
22 1 22 1
yes no yes no
——is =021 ——is=021
1,04 1,04
1.5 | feel the lecturer treats me fairly. 1.6 The lecturer makes sensible use of teaching aids (e.g. Blackboard,
PowerPoint etc.).
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Nz=0 N=23 Nz=2 N=23
(9%) (100%)
2 21
yes no yes no
—f—is=029 |s=00
1,09 1,0
1.7 The lecturer gives appropriate support to students in the preparation of 1.8 The lecturer reacts flexibly to students' suggestions.
students' contributions (papers, assignments etc.).
2. Usefulness of individual aspects and overall assessment of the teaching unit
Nz=4 N=23 Nz=0 N=23
(63%) (17%)
12
very useful not useful very useful not useful
F——t—is=05 ——F—s=0,39
1,37 1,17
2.1 Papers/minutes/reading cards etc. 2.2 Hand-outs (incl. PowerPoint presentations) by the lecturer
Nz=1 N=23 Nz=0 N=23
(68%) (5%) (22%)
15
very useful not useful very useful not useful
I—|—Is =0,58 I—|—Is =0,42
1,36 1,22
2.3 Text work during the teaching unit 2.4 Discussion in the teaching unit
Nz=0 N=23 Nz=1 N=23
(9%)
2
very useful not useful very useful not useful
—F—is =029 ! ' —
1,09 168 S=0
2.5 Talk by the lecturer 2.6 Group work in the teaching unit (not in student presentations!)
Nz=13 N=23 Nz=2 N=23
(80%)
very useful not useful very useful not useful
1!3 s=0,6; 1,52 s=0,68
2.7 Support in lecturers' consultation periods 2.8 E-learning (Web 2.0, Blackboard, Iversity etc.)
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N=23 N=23
(74%) (13%)
17
yes no yes no
——f——is-045 —t—is=034
1,26 1,13
2.9 The structure and design of the teaching unit were good. 2.10 The learning speed was appropriate.
N=23
(9%)
2
yes no
—f}—is=029
1,09
2.11 | am satisfied with the teaching unit as a whole.
3. Personal assessment
N=23 N=23

3.1 The teaching unit awakened or increased my interest in the topic.

(17%) (13%)

no

yes

s:0,9l

3.2 The teaching unit was beneficial for my studies.

N=23

N=23

3.3 | prepared thoroughly for each teaching unit.

3.4 1 have utilised the opportunities for discussion, participation and co-
organising the teaching units.

N=23

(17%)

19

appropriate excessive relatively small

3.5 The amount of preparation and follow-up for the teaching unit in terms of
time was

(4%) (96%)

1

22

too demanding

not demanding enough appropriate

3.6 The teaching unit in terms of subject matter was
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Interest in the topic/subject Compulsory unit
Lecturer Unit fits into my study plan

3.7 | attended the teaching unit for the following reasons:

Unit fits into my study plan

Answers to text questions

Unit fits into my study plan

Which aspects of the unit were particularly successful and should definitely be retained, in your opinion?

discussion

discussion of reading tasks; overall very interesting in class discussions

everything

examples of different writings/spelling

Group work.

| really apreciate the frequent discussions we are having!

| really like the organisation: part time lecture / group work / discussion and presentations. The time is very well used!
Methods of teaching amount of information given

only short presentations + lecturer talking in combination, instead of only presentations
- presentations and discussions lead by lecturer

- arsnova.click testing

- | like that we have already talked about the term paper

- short presentations with co-presentations for discussion

The input presentations

The materials used are very helpful, as well as the quiz

the quiz at the beginning of the seminar group discussions

Which aspects of the unit were not particularly successful and should definitely not be retained, in your opinion?

group work could sometimes use more focus

| would think about the usefullness of a co-presentation.

- Quizzes via smartphone

- Group work on linguistic exercises

The idea of presentations & co-presentations is strange - one person must give an entire presentation while the other just needs to ask them a follow up question?
The workload is not fairly distributed and it doesn't increase class discussion. Would make none sense to just have two presenters on the main topic.

the online quiz

whilst the quizzes via smartphone are a great idea, one should maybe check beforehand whether they will work

Further suggestions, hints, comments etc.:

Lovely teacher, very friendly and informed.

Seminar would be better if we hadn't too many school - like exercises
The lecturer seems to have a very good grasp of the teaching material.
Use of a different arsnova for example pingo ...

Legend

relative frequency absolute frequency Nz=number of refuse answers
N=overall number of answers

Nz=7 N=42

left scale mark right scale mark

scale/answer mean value median answer standard deviation




