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Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz Vizerektorat Qualitat
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Neubriickstr. 10 Fachstelle Lehrevaluation
3012 Bern

Report of evaluation: FS16 Programming 2 (2417)

Dear Prof. Dr. Nierstrasz

Please find here the results of the evaluation of your course Programming 2. Following the scanning of the
questionnaires, this report was automatically generated and mailed to you.

The questionnaire used was PN-P2.V1. In the report, you first see the mean values of the following dimensions:

Planning and Presentation (Skalenbreite: 4)
Manners with Students (Skalenbreite: 4)
Interest and Relevance (Skalenbreite: 4)
Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5)
Overall Assessment (Skalenbreite: 6)

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 4 or more the highest grade (unless a question is
reversed). 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



Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz ub

Programming 2 (2417)
No. of responses = 25

Overall indicators

b
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1 2 3 .4 _
Planning and Presentation (Skalenbreite: 4) - —— - P
1 2 3 .4 387
. L av.=3,
Manners with Students (Skalenbreite: 4) - | [ |—|-|—| + dov.=0.34
] 1 2 3, 4 s
Interest and Relevance (Skalenbreite: 4) - | H——+ Jov.o0.63
. . 2 3 . 4 5 =326
Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5) - \ 14— | |+ Jovot.57
. 2 3 4 5 6 54
Overall Assessment (Skalenbreite: 6) - [ [ [ == Sovob.47
Leg e n d Absolute Frequencies of answers  Std. Dev. Mean Median Quantile
Relative Frequencies of answers 225/ OO/ 5%0/ OO/ ’)25/
. 5% % % % 25% n=No. of responses
Question text Left pole — — Right pole av.=Mean P
' . md=Median
' ' dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
1 2 3 4 5
Scale Histogram
Planning and Presentation
0% 4% 2% i
1 The course follows a coherent structure. not true . . = . true n=25
av.=3,
— md=4
dev.=0,58
1 2 3 4
e
. . . . 0% 42%  292% 66,7%
2 The wider context of the subject matter is sufficiently not true true =24
elucidated. — av=3,
——
dev.=0,58
1 2 3 4
**************************************** SR A A A
3 The lecturer expresses him-/herself clearly and not true . . . > true n=2s
comprehensibly. s
dev.=0,28
1 2 3 4
””””””””””””””’”””””’6/”’2/’”5/”’1{ ””””””””
. . 0% 8% 36% 56%
4 The course provides an adequate overview of the not true true n=2_% "
subject matter treated. H——H vy
dev.=0,65
1 2 3 4
Y Y e e s
. ) 0% 0% 36% 64%
5 The design of the course contributes to an not true 4 . true n=2_% o
understanding of the subject matter. — A
dev.=0,49
1 2 3 4
e Y S S
. . . . 0% 0% 50% 50%
6 There is overall enough material provided to assist the not true s s L T . true n=24
learning process (slides, course material, hand-outs, } 35
etc.). dev.=0,51
1 2 3 4
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0 0 7 18
0% 0% 28% 72%

7 The course materials (slides, course manuals, hand- not true true =25
outs, etc.) are overall of sufficient quality. — 4
dev.=0,46
1 2 3 4
Manners with Students
0 0 2 1
. 0% 0% 8.7% 91.3% n=23
8 The lecturer takes students seriously. not true ‘ true av.=3.91
md=4
dev.=0,29
ab.=1
1 2 3 4
e e
. . 0% 0% 4,3% 95,7%
9 The lecturer is friendly and respectful towards not true > > . = true n=23
av.=3,
students. HH md=4
dev.=0,21
1 2 3 4
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 ST -
10 The lecturer addresses questions and suggestions not true : ” - . true n=22 &8
av.=3,
from students adequately. —— md=4
dev.=0,33
1 2 3 4
T T
. 0% 4,3% 17.4% 78,3% =
11 The lecturer seems to care about his/her students' not true : . . ° e Ay
rogress. md=4
prog H— dev.=0,54
ab.=2
1 2 3 4
Interest and Relevance
0 0 12 13
; ; 09 09 48% 52%
12 The lecturer succeeds in making the course not true > > = > true n=25
H : av.=3,52
interesting. } md=4
dev.=0,51
1 2 3 4
e et e
. 0% 4,2% 33,3% 62,5% =
13 The course is probably very useful for my future not true > - = > true s
professional life. T md=4
L) b dev.=0,58
ab.=1
1 2 3 4
2 s s
. . . 4.3% 8,7% 21,7% 65,2% =
14 The applicability and relevance of the subject matter not true . . - . true e
is sufficiently clarified by the lecturer. . 1 . md=4
' L) b dev.=0,85
ab.=1
1 2 3 4
e ...,
. . . 0% 45%  50% __ 455% -
15 The lecturer fosters my interest in the subject. ot true ° ° 2 ° e e ¥
i [ md=3
' ] dev.=0,59
ab.=1
1 2 3 4
Complexity and Scope
0 1 14 8 0
. . 0% 43% 609% 34.8% 0% _
16 The degree of complexity of the course is: far too low/narrow far too high/wide =23
}——'—i md=3
dev.=0,56
1 2 3 4 5
S e e 90
17 Th f th P 4.2% 0% 58,3% 37.5% 0% _
€ SCope O the course is: far too low/narrow far too high/wide 2;2;%,’ 29
—1 md=3
dev.=0,69
1 2 3 4 5
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 L o
18 Th f th . 0%  43% 609% 348% 0% .
€ pace o € course IS: far too low/narrow far too high/wide 2;':3 3
}——|—| md=3
dev.=0,56
1 2 3 4 5
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0 1 18 4 0
0% 43% 783% 174% 0%

19 The _amount of knOWIedge presupposed by the far too low/narrow far too high/wide 232;?,’ 13
course is: —— S
dev.=0,46
1 2 3 4 5
Overall Assessment
O S D B
20 How would you grade the course as a whole? 1 O OO 4o 8Gh 16% 6 =25
»—I‘— md=5
dev.=0,44
1 2 3 4 5 6
777777777777777777777777777777777777777 0 S % & e
21 How would you grade the lecturer with regard to 1 Qe 0% O O 32% 68% 6 n=2s
subject expertise? -+ s
dev.=0,48
1 2 3 4 5 6
777777777777777777777777777777777777777 O % % % s
22 How would you grade the lecturer with regard to 1 Qe 0% O O 6Q% Q% 6 n=25
teaching methods? — v
Ejnev.=0 5
1 2 3 4 5 6
23 The course has taught me
very little O 1 2:.233,88
dev.=0,83
little 0
this or that :] 4
alot [ ) 16
an awful lot D 4
Socio-demographic Data and Background Variables
24 How many hours per week did you invest in preparation and revision for the course (on average)?
oh 0 n=23
less than 2h [ | 1
more than 6h :] 7
25 Was the topic of interest to you?
not at all 0 n=25
slightly (| 1
iy () 10
quite a lot [ ] 14

26 How many lectures did you miss?
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27 If you missed more than 2 lectures, please give one reason:

lack of interest 0 n=9
course overlap 0
iliness etc. 3
course manual/required reading suffices for exam preparation 2
other reasons 4
28 Allocation of the course in your study programme:?
mono subject/Major/Hauptfach 18 n=24
Minor/Nebenfach 5
complemetary or specialization course 1
29 Your current number of semesters?
1 1 n=25
2 19
3 0
4 3
5 0
6 1
7 0
8 0
9 1
10 0
higher than 10 0
30 Sex
female 4 n=23
male 19
n/a 0

Open Questions

What did you like about the course?
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What did you not like about the course?

I rr?rl ?ﬂr‘g o }_J{ 4 ‘}Oo }L;zr; e EGHpr, g 45—9

Vf“’) S\/\()ri LA — -ru,ec\fc-\f‘“\-h.(:’h,

Corkions e ausigrls S lveny b Yoo, ety € fig cdo ok (s el v |
dok A0 hons %‘wM A s e MMN/ sehfiyin bedny A val Loy for e carabins o
G&w{ Tomady W ailels thayh, they hd s grel odr, bb ounde HR assiqemis wel ia by

Jometines e 74'",-'/; Lere Jobwwhat overfled | in iy eprnaen
}uav.y 7&7:' make  fhe lectime rafher Adull boring.

and  these dext —

¢

-I—L){ L'H. ’T:‘(;LU“{’, Wiy ]l(_‘.r d‘m‘—brL h) “")‘l&“‘.\]"i./);f

Tos much gxercis€s, lF wios not poikle += do them  all odre felly,

10.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 7



The cmvse bedd wel boghh e M, Bcawnsz | bkoeu
O ta - o-(a'b“-\"' [)d'-c%u‘u—-ﬁ-/‘- ' U~3

I—F/U?— CY@‘C;}'&F A gty vl 2D C‘{fe?r{f/ e A ol Je //,e é:Zr: ﬂr-«{//

Lg,_ Ex<E 1581 —@r@ (-_gow‘—?uﬁ A b‘* ‘“Do \axf‘\“a- OﬁA (‘Qctu_';v-cd

T
C{uﬁl& =N !o4~ 0{: Q,U(mb wL\ILL\ tﬂ{oed no{- a(uu'l& um‘.l‘ ‘H—o\- GV\ADW?L oL
gCT_g & G~ 3{2,‘)‘ (f OMfcﬂl—C’A o HU- ’2(, - atbw{‘ ﬁ'PQ‘L"El“—\L'L.C, (:d‘ ;“SL“'CQJ.

Dxe€reises wef covveded well (V\anah-

Heckr ¥

10.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 8



oo bin NI Clke

CG"’“-C-E“Q""} of the excroiac) were  ICfurncd ok

Suggestions for improvements?

N i L L N
e A é’-?‘iﬁ“\’[" J I RN s el -

Sl assiquaks | Vadtuzin KO DXV inded of - Gl hlachecse
g/? WM \(\S\h ‘\ﬂo-m

fal W*'Mv), #J; Cmd/” Pahldl mree Juformation c»r«-aﬁ}’ coctber  Hus on//v cn

feal.

(UNUSIRTITINN
Mot Exangles &

10.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 9



[ese excieites s¢ we conbd Ao fhem  mgie caralntty,

Jush wne Leghare QL/ o iy ok e,no:,.a'iﬂ. Mg )/j,{ an exercide shoald b
cded o b bu]&fu"-f{ﬁﬂ#"('?il}‘;

| oo b e Vs Mo o e o zvelio Mo

M&SLQ, o oc to arsirbab coce woulh ceduce_ “’(LL NP

f(ﬂﬂ\‘ Wa‘\_},\\b €9\' (Ocracl\.ef\JJ RQ&LAU\TA FC'L _fgor:_a_ :.9C 1‘(/& O >xQi(itey

coaldd Ll f oo

10.06.2016 EvaSys evaluation

Page 10



WX

Assessment of Individual Lectures

8.1 Introduction

strongly disagree

strongly agree

strongly disagree

0 10 12 0
0%  455%  545% 0%
L
——
1 2 3 4
0 2 17 4
0% 87% _73.9% 174%
1 2 3 4
0 3 1110
0% 125%  458%  41.7%
\ 1
! 1
1 2 3 4
0 3 10 10
0% 13%  435%  435%
\ 1
y T
1 2 3 4
0 4 12 9
0% 16% 48% 36%
——
1 2 3 4
0 4 17 4
0% 16% 68% 16%
——
1 2 3 4
0 4 11 8
0% 174%  47.8%  34.8%
——
1 2 3 4
0 6 13 4
0% 261%  565%  17.4%
1 2 3 4

strongly agree

n=23
av.=3,09
md=3
dev.=0,51

n=24
av.=3,29
md=3
dev.=0,69

n=23
av.=3,3

dev.=0,7

n=25
av.=3,2
md=3
dev.=0,71

n=25
av.=3
md=3
dev.=0,58

n=23
av.=3,17
md=3
dev.=0,72

n=23
av.=2,91
md=3
dev.=0,67
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1 10 8 2

. 4.8% 476%  381% 9.5% _
8.9 Advanced DeS'Qn Lab strongly disagree strongly agree 2;2;2 50
b / i md=2
dev.=0,75
1 2 3 4
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 S A
g . b b 565% 4% _
8.10 Guidelines, Idioms and Patterns strongly disagree strongly agree =23
|__|_| md=3
dev.=0,65
1 2 3 4
7777777777777777777777777777777777777777707774;77?3;774:/ 777777777777777
. 4.5% 18.2% 59,1% 18.2% _
8.11 A bit of C++ strongly disagree strongly agree 2;232 91
I—|-—| md=3
dev.=0,75
1 2 3 4
: 4.8% 19% 42.9% 33.3% _
8.12 A bit of Smalltalk strongly disagree { strongly agree 2;2;; 05
—— md=3
dev.=0,86
1 2 3 4
0 s 13 s
. . . . . 0% 25% 54,2% 20,8% _
8.13 Einblicke in die Praxis strongly disagree 1 strongly agree =24
—— md=3
dev.=0,69
1 2 3 4
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Profile

Subunit: Phil.-nat. Fakultat
'|' Name of the instructor: Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz
1 Name of the course: Programming 2

(Name of the survey)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

[Planning and Presentation }
1 The course follows a coherent structure. not true T true =25 avi=3,60 md=4,00 dev.=0.58
2 The wider context of the subject matter is not true .|. true
sufficiently elucidated. "\ n=24  av.=3,63 md=4,00dev.=0,58
gomsrleeﬁen;;eizgl;xpresses him-/herself clearly and not true //_ true =25 avi=3.92 md=4,00 dev.=0.28
4 The course provides an adequate overview of the not true ._/ true 5 _ _ _
subject matter treated. \ n=25  av.=3,48 md=4,00 dev.=0,65
5 The design of the course contributes to an not true & true 5 _ _ _
understanding of the subject matter. / n=25  av.=3,64 md=4,00dev.=0,49
6 There is overall enough material provided to not true J true 5 _ » _
assist the learning process (slides, course material, \ n=24  av.=3,50 md=3,50dev.=0,51
hand-outs, etc.).
7 The course materials (slides, course manuals, not true \._ true 5 _ _ _
hand-outs, etc.) are overall of sufficient quality. n=25  av.=3,72md=4,00dev.=0,46
Manners with Students
8 The lecturer takes students seriously. not true .\ true =23 av=3.91 md=4,00 dev=0.29
9 The lecturer is friendly and respectful towards not true true =23 av=3.96 md=4,00 dev=0.21
students. I
10 The lecturer addresses questions and not true .l true
suggestions from students adequately. / n=25  av.=3,88 md=4,00dev.=0,33
; :u'(lj'gﬁtlse'cglygg:ezese'ms to care about his/her not true .I true =23 av=3.74 md=4,00 dev=0,54
Interest and Relevance
12 The lecturer succeeds in making the course not true - true 5 _ _ _
interesting. \ n=25  av.=3,52md=4,00dev.=0,51
13 The course is probably very useful for my future not true L true y ~ _ N
professional life. / n=24 av.=3,58 md=4,00 dev.=0,58
14 The applicability and relevance of the subject not true l true 5 _ _ _
matter is sufficiently clarified by the lecturer. | n=23  av.=3,48 md=4,00dev.=0,85
15 The lecturer fosters my interest in the subject. not true l true
n=22  av.=3,41md=3,00dev.=0,59
Complexity and Scope
16 The degree of complexity of the course is: far too low/ - far too high/ _ _ » _
narrow I wide n=23 av.=3,30 md=3,00 dev.=0,56
17 The scope of the course is: far t?]gl!%va .I. \fsirdtgo high/ 24 av=3.20 md=3,00 dev.=0,69
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18 The pace of the course is: far tﬂgrlw /= \f’sirdteoo high/ =23 av=3.30 md=3,00dev=0.56
gguTrgg iasr:nount of knowledge presupposed by the far tﬂgrlw J \f’sirdteoo high/ =23 av=3.13md=3,00dev=046
Overall Assessment
20 How would you grade the course as a whole? 1 x 6 1225 85,12 md=5,00 dev=0,44
\
g&b?;:vtv :)I(%ngi g/g;l grade the lecturer with regard to 1 >. 6 1225 av=5.68 md=6.00dev=048
tZeZaléIrﬁ\r/]vgwrgg{goygsu?grade the lecturer with regard to 1 .[ 6 he25  av.=540 md=5.00 dev0 50
Assessment of Individual Lectures
&1 Infroduction dsiggggg BN strongly agree n=22  av.=2,55md=3,00dev.=0,51
. . \*
8.2 OO Design Principles dsi;rgg%lg ‘_\ strongly agree =23 avi=3,00 md=3,00dev=0.51
8.3 Design by Contract dsi;rgggg \.I- strongly agree n=24  av.=3,29 md=3,00 dev.=0.69
8.4 ATesting Framework dsi;rgg%lg /l strongly agree =23 av.=3,30 md=3,00 dev.s0 70
8.5 Debugging and Tools dsi;rgg%lg /J strongly agree =25 av.=3,20 md=3,00dev.s0 74
8.6 lieraiive Development dsé?ggl { strongly agree n=25  av.=3,00 md=3,00dev.=0,58
8.7 Inheritance and Refactoring dsi;rgg%lg /\._ strongly agree =23 av.=317 md=3,00dev.s0 72
8.8 GUI Construction dsi;rgg%lg /’._A strongly agree 23 av.=2.91 md=3.00dev=067
8.9 Advanced Design Lab trongly { strongly agree n=21  av.=2,52md=2,00dev=0,75
- _ N
8.10 Guidelines, Idioms and Patterns dsi;rgg%lg ) strongly agree =23 av.=317 md=3,00 dev.0 65
8.11 A bit of C++ dsi;rgggg { strongly agree =22 av.=2,01md=3,00dev.s0 75
8.12 A bit of Smalltalk dsi;rgg%lg % strongly agree n=21  av.=3,05md=3,00dev.=0,86
819 Einblicke In dle Praxis dsiggggg { strongly agree n=24  av.=2,96 md=3,00 dev.=0,69
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Profile

Subunit: Phil.-nat. Fakultat
'|' Name of the instructor:

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

Programming 2

Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz

Planning and Presentation (Skalenbreite: 4)

Manners with Students (Skalenbreite: 4)

Interest and Relevance (Skalenbreite: 4)

Complexity and Scope (Skalenbreite: 5)

Overall Assessment (Skalenbreite: 6)

av.=3,64

av.=3,87

av.=3,50

av.=3,26

av.=5,40

dev.=0,51

dev.=0,34

dev.=0,63

dev.=0,57

dev.=0,47

10.06.2016

EvaSys evaluation

Page 15



Presentation template

Programming 2
Prof. Dr. Oscar Marius Nierstrasz
No. of responses = 25

Planning and Presentation
(Skalenbreite: 4)

Manners with Students
(Skalenbreite: 4)

Interest and Relevance
(Skalenbreite: 4)

Complexity and Scope
(Skalenbreite: 5)

Overall Assessment (Skalenbreite:

6)

10.06.2016

oy

av.=3,64
1 2 3 l_i_‘i_|

av.=3,87
1 2 3 : 4

av.=3,5
1 ‘2 3: A‘t 5

av.=3,26
s s e =

av.=54
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