
Universität Wien
Qualitätssicherung
Maria-Theresienstraße 3/15a
A-1090 Wien

Dear Ms Univ.-Ass. Mag. Dr. Adelina Gschwandtner (as private and confidential)

Course Evaluation Report for Teaching Staff

Dear Ms Univ.-Ass. Mag. Dr. Gschwandtner,

Please find attached the results of the automated course evaluation analysis for the course AK: Einf.
in die Wirtschaftswissenschaft

conducted with the questionnaire type 004-3-V2:

The first section provides a detailed analysis of the students’ response behaviour.
The second section of the analysis report lists the individual mean values for all questions.
The third part contains answers to open questions.

You may also access the results at http://evasys.euc.univie.ac.at/evasys/. The user name and
password for the system have been submitted in a separate email. We ask you to enter your
comments on the results into the comment field behind the course title.

Comparative figures for the winter semester and the summer semester will be published on the
homepage of the Special Department for Quality Assurance http://www.qs.univie.ac.at/ in April and
September, respectively.

We hope the results provide a helpful and constructive feedback for the continuous development of
your courses.

For any further enquiries, please contact the Special Department for Quality Assurance
(Tel.: 4277-18001 email: evaluation@univie.ac.at).

Sincerely,

Lukas Mitterauer
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Univ.-Ass. Mag. Dr. Adelina Gschwandtner
 

AK: Einf. in die Wirtschaftswissenschaft (10W-04-040146-03)
No. of responses = 16

Survey Results
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1. University wide section

Gender1.1)

n=16Female 12.5%

Male 87.5%

Reason for attending the course (multiple answers possible):1.2)

n=16Compulsory 81.3%

Content/Interest 56.3%

Lecturer 25%

Time 25%

Other 0%

Overall, I found the course1.3)
Very badVery good n=15
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dev.=0.9
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Compared to other courses in this subject, I found
the course to be 

1.4)
Much worseMuch better n=16

av.=2
dev.=0.9
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2. Questions for the director of studies

I have attended the course regularly2.1)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=1.8
dev.=1.4
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Number of semesters in this studies2.2)

n=151-2 semesters 93.3%

3-4 semesters 0%

5-8 semesters 0%

9-14 semesters 0%

>14 semesters 6.7%
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Workload in addition to study (hours per week)2.3)

n=130 38.5%

1-10 30.8%

11-20 15.4%

21-30 7.7%

31-40 0%

>40 7.7%

The lecturer is well prepared for the course 2.4)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=1.3
dev.=0.5
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The lecturer explains content clearly and
comprehensibly 

2.5)
DisagreeAgree n=16

av.=1.4
dev.=0.8
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The lecturer provides proper support outside of
classroom

2.6)
DisagreeAgree n=15
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dev.=0.4
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I can recommend the Lecturer to others2.7)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=1.3
dev.=0.8
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Appropriate information was given about the aims,
contents, methods and assessment criteria

2.8)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=1.5
dev.=0.7
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The course is well organised2.9)
DisagreeAgree n=16

av.=1.9
dev.=1.1
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My pre-existing knowledge, in order to be able to
follow the course, was

2.10)
InadequateExcessive n=15

av.=2.9
dev.=1.2
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In comparison to other courses, my workload is2.11)
Much lower Much higher n=16

av.=2.9
dev.=0.7
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The continuous participation of the students was2.12)
LowHigh n=15

av.=1.8
dev.=0.8
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The content of the course was well-prepared from a
didactic perspective 

2.13)
DisagreeAgree n=16

av.=1.6
dev.=0.8
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The course encouraged a deeper engagement with
the subject

2.14)
DisagreeAgree n=16
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dev.=1
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Various theoretical and methodological approaches
are presented and discussed

2.15)
DisagreeAgree n=14

av.=2.4
dev.=1
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Students’ questions and contributions are paid
adequate attention to

2.16)
DisagreeAgree n=16

av.=1.1
dev.=0.3
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The applicability of the course to later careers is
discernible 

2.17)
DisagreeAgree n=16
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dev.=0.9
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The provided material and the given literature was
helpful

2.18)
DisagreeAgree n=16
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dev.=1.3
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Communicative teaching methods (e.g. group work)
are used

2.19)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=2.7
dev.=1.4
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The course has enhanced my understanding of my
study

2.20)
DisagreeAgree n=14
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dev.=1.1
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The offered e-learning content supports the course
well 

2.21)
DisagreeAgree n=14
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How many examinations (papers, written exams,
projects) must be taken? 

2.22)
Five or moreOne n=16

av.=2.4
dev.=0.9
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What proportion of the total grade is accounted for
by the most heavily weighted examination? 

2.23)
80% or overup to 40% n=14

av.=2.5
dev.=1.4
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The arrangement (blocked / regular course hours),
day and time of the course is convenient

2.24)
DisagreeAgree n=15

av.=1.9
dev.=0.7
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Lectures have been cancelled2.25)

n=16Never 81.3%

1x 6.3%

2x 12.5%

3x 0%

4x or more often 0%
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If lectures have been cancelled, replacements have been held 2.26)

n=6Never 66.7%

1x 16.7%

2x 16.7%

3x 0%

4x or more often 0%
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Profile
Subunit: SPL004 - WiWi
Name of the instructor: Univ.-Ass. Mag. Dr. Adelina Gschwandtner
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

AK: Einf. in die Wirtschaftswissenschaft (10W-04-040146-03)

1.3) Overall, I found the course Very good Very bad n=15
av.=1.5

1.4) Compared to other courses in this subject, I found the course to be Much better Much worse n=16
av.=2

2.1) I have attended the course regularly Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.8

2.4) The lecturer is well prepared for the course Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.3

2.5) The lecturer explains content clearly and comprehensibly Agree Disagree n=16
av.=1.4

2.6) The lecturer provides proper support outside of classroom Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.2

2.7) I can recommend the Lecturer to others Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.3

2.8) Appropriate information was given about the aims, contents, methods and
assessment criteria

Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.5

2.9) The course is well organised Agree Disagree n=16
av.=1.9

2.10) My pre-existing knowledge, in order to be able to follow the course, was Excessive Inadequate n=15
av.=2.9

2.11) In comparison to other courses, my workload is Much higher Much lower n=16
av.=2.9

2.12) The continuous participation of the students was High Low n=15
av.=1.8

2.13) The content of the course was well-prepared from a didactic perspective Agree Disagree n=16
av.=1.6

2.14) The course encouraged a deeper engagement with the subject Agree Disagree n=16
av.=2.2

2.15) Various theoretical and methodological approaches are presented and
discussed

Agree Disagree n=14
av.=2.4

2.16) Students’ questions and contributions are paid adequate attention to Agree Disagree n=16
av.=1.1

2.17) The applicability of the course to later careers is discernible Agree Disagree n=16
av.=1.8

2.18) The provided material and the given literature was helpful Agree Disagree n=16
av.=2.6

2.19) Communicative teaching methods (e.g. group work) are used Agree Disagree n=15
av.=2.7

2.20) The course has enhanced my understanding of my study Agree Disagree n=14
av.=1.8

2.21) The offered e-learning content supports the course well Agree Disagree n=14
av.=3.1

2.22) How many examinations (papers, written exams, projects) must be taken? One Five or more n=16
av.=2.4

2.23) What proportion of the total grade is accounted for by the most heavily
weighted examination? 

up to 40% 80% or over n=14
av.=2.5

2.24) The arrangement (blocked / regular course hours), day and time of the course
is convenient

Agree Disagree n=15
av.=1.9
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Comments Report

3. Open questions 

I would also like to add (merits, criticism, suggestions for improvements):3.1)
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