Tea hing Statement
Matias Brum
I had the opportunity to tea h a large variety of ourses in very diverse environments
at dierent levels. I started as a tea hing assistant even before my Ph.D, when I was
an undergraduate student at Universidad de la Republi a (Uruguay). Tea hing at
the undergraduate level in Uruguay implies handling large lassrooms with students
from very dierent so io-e onomi ba kgrounds, a hallenge that ontributed to my
development as a tea her. During my Ph.D. training I was a tea hing assistant for
ourses in Ma roe onomi s, Game Theory, E onometri s, and E onomi s of So ial
Issues. I re eived an Award for Ex ellen e in Tea hing for my performan e in 2015,
and was hosen as le turer for the ourse of E onomi s of So ial Issues for the following
a ademi year. Classrooms at Queen Mary were smaller, but also mu h more international and ulturally diverse, and this required me to adapt and further develop my
methods. As a le turer at Universidad de la Repúbli a, I have re ently taught part of
an undergraduate ourse in Mi roe onomi s and designed an Applied Mi roe onomi s
ourse for the M.S . in E onomi s programme. This allowed me to raft a ourse from
s rat h and to intera t with students in a dierent stage of their edu ational paths and
areers, with new needs and goals.
Throughout this traje tory, I have found tea hing fullling and stimulating. On one
hand, tea hing ontributes not only with students' learning pro ess on a spe i theme
but also with the way they think and view the world in general. On the other, it is an
opportunity to revisit and deepen my knowledge of a topi . Fulllment and stimulation
are what drove me to tea hing as an undergrad, and are why I onsider tea hing one
of the best parts of a ademi life. Moreover, my experien e has helped me develop an
approa h to tea hing based on three main pillars. First, being an ee tive le turer.
This implies arefully preparing ea h lass in advan e, providing students with a plan
of the ourse and frequently reminding them of our exa t position there. Also, I aim
to explain ea h on ept in the simplest possible way without ompromising pre ision,
rea hing all students through the ombination of resour es (graphs, examples, et .)
that works best for them. I have found that this approa h helps to keep students
engaged and eases on erns of those with dierent learning approa hes.
The se ond pillar is to be lose and supportive. I have found that an environment
where students feel omfortable and motivated, and an ask questions and respe tfully
express their own opinions leads to better learning experien es. Moreover, I make
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myself available to students and I am always willing to a ommodate those who need
to make spe ial appointments. The third pillar is to hallenge students. On one hand,
this implies making students work, both in and out of the lassroom, and leaving room
for students to dis over some things by themselves. On the other hand, it means
inspiring students to onsider dierent perspe tives, so they an grasp the omplexity
of many of the issues that e onomists study.
In summary, my experien e a ross a large variety of ourses in very diverse environments at dierent levels has allowed me to develop the right tools to address students
with dierent needs, desires and interests, in an ee tive and engaging manner. It is
lear to me that students appre iate my eorts, sin e the evaluations I have re eived
are very positive. In my appli ation pa kage I have atta hed evaluations for the ourses
in whi h I was a le turer.
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MAESTRÍA en ECONOMÍA

Course Evaluation: Microeconometrics
Academic year: 2019 (2nd term)
Lecturer: Matias Brum
This document contains evaluation results for the Microeconometrics course
corresponding to the 2nd term of the 2019 academic year. The evaluation comprises 13
questions on the course and 7 questions on the lecturer. The scale for responses is as
follows:
1 – Definitely disagree
2 – Mostly disagree
3 – Mostly agree
4 – Definitely agree
For each statement, this document reports the average, rank, responses, median, standard
deviation, minimum and maximum. The rank results from comparing the average for a
given question against all the average scores for the same question obtained by all other
courses or lecturers of the same academic year. Summary measures of the quality of the
course and the lecturer are provided, based on averaging all responses (with equal
weights) and computing the rank when compared to all other courses or lecturers.
1. Lecturer: Average=3.96, Rank= 1/25
1.1 Knows the subject well
Average=4.00; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.00; Min=4; Max.=4.
1.2 Promotes student participation in class
Average=3.90; Rank=4/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.31; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.3 Utilizes useful examples to explain concepts
Average=3.95; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.22; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.4 Communicates in a clear and easy to understand way
Average=3.90; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.31; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.5 Shows enthusiasm for the course
Average=4.00; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.00; Min=4; Max.=4.
2.6 Attends regularly
Average=4.00; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.00; Min=4; Max.=4.
2.7 Starts the lessons in time
Average=4.00; Rank=1/25; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.00; Min=4; Max.=4.
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2. Course evaluation: Average=3.38, Rank= 2/11
2.1 Course contents are interesting
Average=3.95; Rank=1/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.22; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.2 Course contents include topics not discussed in other courses
Average=3.85; Rank=2/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.37; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.3 Course contents make me see other points of view
Average=3.65; Rank=3/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.49; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.4 Course contents are complicated but worthwile
Average=3.55; Rank=1/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.60; Min=2; Max.=4.
2.5 Course contents are boring
Average=1.65; Rank=9/11; N=20; Median=1; Std. Dev.=0.88; Min=1; Max.=4.
2.6 Course contents overlap with contents of other courses
Average=1.75; Rank=4/11; N=20; Median=2; Std. Dev.=0.85; Min=1; Max.=4.
2.7 This course has increased my interest in subject
Average=3.65; Rank=2/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.49; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.8 This course has increased my knowledge of the subject
Average=3.70; Rank=2/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.47; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.9 This course has helped increase my training
Average=3.80; Rank=1/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.41; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.10 This course is well structured (clear objectives and rules)
Average=3.65; Rank=4/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.67; Min=2; Max.=4.
2.11 The syllabus is adequate to the course objectives
Average=3.70; Rank=2/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.47; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.12 The course reasonably balances theory and applications
Average=3.50; Rank=2/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.76; Min=1; Max.=4.
2.13 Course materials are adequate for the contents
Average=3.60; Rank=3/11; N=20; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.50; Min=3; Max.=4.

Prof Marcelo Bérgolo
Head of Programme
Master in Economics-FCEA
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Course Evaluation: Microeconometrics
Academic year: 2018 (2nd term)
Lecturer: Matias Brum
This document contains evaluation results for the Microeconometrics course
corresponding to the 2nd term of the 2018 academic year. The evaluation comprises 13
questions on the course and 7 questions on the lecturer. The scale for responses is as
follows:
1 – Definitely disagree
2 – Mostly disagree
3 – Mostly agree
4 – Definitely agree
For each statement, this document reports the average, a reference, responses, median,
standard deviation, minimum and maximum. The reference corresponds to the average
value for that question for all other lecturers or courses. Summary measures of the quality
of the course and the lecturer are provided, based on averaging all responses (with equal
weights).
1. Lecturer: Average=3.74, Reference=3.62
1.1 Knows the subject well
Average=3.57; Reference=3.82; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.60; Min=2; Max.=4.
1.2 Promotes student participation in class
Average=3.71; Reference=3.56; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.46; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.3 Utilizes useful examples to explain concepts
Average=3.71; Reference=3.50; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.56; Min=2; Max.=4.
1.4 Communicates in a clear and easy to understand way
Average=3.57; Reference=3.48; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.68; Min=2; Max.=4.
1.5 Shows enthusiasm for the course
Average=3.86; Reference=3.60; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.36; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.6 Attends regularly
Average=4.00; Reference=3.90; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.30; Min=3; Max.=4.
1.7 Starts the lessons on time
Average=4.00; Reference=3.86; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.00; Min=3; Max.=4.
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2. Course evaluation: Average=3.62, Reference=3.30
2.1 Course contents are interesting
Average=3.76; Reference=3.50; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.44; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.2 Course contents include topics not discussed in other courses
Average=3.76; Reference=3.51; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.44; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.3 Course contents make me see other points of view
Average=3.71; Reference=3.36; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.46; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.4 Course contents are complicated but worthwile
Average=3.48; Reference=2.97; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.60; Min=2; Max.=4.
2.5 Course contents are boring
Average=1.29; Reference=1.79; N=21; Median=1; Std. Dev.=0.46; Min=1; Max.=2.
2.6 Course contents overlap with contents of other courses
Average=2.05; Reference=1.90; N=21; Median=2; Std. Dev.=0.86; Min=1; Max.=4.
2.7 This course has increased my interest in subject
Average=3.52; Reference=3.14; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.60; Min=2; Max.=4.
2.8 This course has increased my knowledge of the subject
Average=3.67; Reference=3.35; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.48; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.9 This course has helped increase my training
Average=3.67; Reference=3.34; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.48; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.10 This course is well structured (clear objectives and rules)
Average=3.52; Reference=3.17; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.68; Min=2; Max.=4.
2.11 The syllabus is adequate to the course objectives
Average=3.67; Reference=3.29; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.48; Min=3; Max.=4.
2.12 The course reasonably balances theory and applications
Average=3.38; Reference=3.08; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.86; Min=1; Max.=4.
2.13 Course materials are adequate for the contents
Average=3.62; Reference=3.30; N=21; Median=4; Std. Dev.=0.59; Min=3; Max.=4.

Prof Marcelo Bérgolo
Head of Programme
Master in Economics-FCEA
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ENCUESTA DE PERCEPCIÓN DE LOS ESTUDIANTES SOBRE DOCENTES Y UNIDADES CURRICULARES 2017-2
CURSO
DOCENTE

MICROECONOMÍA_I
Matías Brum

63180

NIVELES DE LA PERCEPCIÓN SOBRE EL DOCENTE
a) ¿Domina la asignatura?
b) ¿Explica con claridad?
c) ¿Utiliza recursos didácticos adecuados?
d) ¿Promueve la participación del estudiante?
e) ¿Tiene buena disposición para atender al estudiante?
f) ¿Cumple el horario?
g) ¿El docente le ha ayudado a la mejor comprensión de la asignatura?
h) ¿Cuál es su valoración global sobre el docente?
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QMUL Module Evaluation Scheme: 2015-16 SEM 1
Dear Mr Matias Brum,
This email contains evaluation results for Economics of Social Issues / ECN231
The results for the eight QMUL core statements are listed first, followed by those for any school
specific questions.
To provide a visual aid to help differentiate between more and less positive results, traffic light 'quality
indicators' have been incorporated into the report. These are marked according to the mean score for
the eight core statements, scores of less than 3.00 will be marked red, scores of 3.00-3.99 amber,
scores of 4.00 and above green. The median score is also included for each statment in the report.
The scale on which students scored their views is as follows:
5 = Definitely Agree
4 = Mostly Agree
3 = Neutral
2 = Mostly Disagree
1 = Definitely Disagree
In the report header, an overall quality index score has been provided based on the eight core QMUL
statements. Each of the eight statements is weighted at 12% for calculating the overall quality index,
except statement 7 'Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the module', which is weighted at 16%.
The scoring of the overall quality index is explained below:
100% = the module meets the quality guideline i.e. all the answers for the 8 core college questions
are 4.00 and above.
0% = the module is below the quality guideline i.e. all the answers for the 8 core College questions
are 3.00 and below.
Scores between 0 and 100% = the module falls within the range of tolerance for the quality guideline.
The percentage indicates how far the module falls within that range. For an example, a score of 25%
means the module is at the lower end of the range of tolerance but 90% is at the upper end and close
to the University's quality guideline.
The data relating to Associate students has been collected to enable further understanding of the
experience of this particular group of students.
Also included in the report are the free text comments. Please note, if the students have completed
these comments in pencil rather than pen (against instructions), they may not be as clear as they
could be. This is not a fault with the scanning.
You will see that in the second part of the report, a profile line has been provided.
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Economics and Finance
Economics of Social Issues (ECN231)
Seminar Leader: Mr Matias Brum
No. of responses = 61 (70.11%)

Overall quality index (based on 7 core College questions) = 98.8%

Survey Results
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Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.
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1.7)

1.8)

The module is well taught

The criteria used in marking on the module have
been made clear in advance

I have been given adequate feedback during the
module

I have received sufficient advice and support with
my studies on the module

The module is well organised and runs smoothly

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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2. Associate students: Study Abroad and Erasmus
2.1)

Are you an Associate student spending one or two
semesters with us?
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The evaluation will not be displayed due to low response rate.
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Profile
Subunit:
Name of the instructor:
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Economics and Finance
Economics and Finance
Economics of Social Issues

Values used in the profile line: Mean

1. Rate this module

1.1)

1.2)

1.3)

1.4)

1.5)

1.6)

1.7)

1.8)

The module is well taught

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=4.59 md=5.00 dev.=0.56

The criteria used in marking on the module
have been made clear in advance

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=3.90 md=4.00 dev.=0.98

I have been given adequate feedback during
the module

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=60

av.=4.37 md=4.50 dev.=0.78

I have received sufficient advice and support
with my studies on the module

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=4.28 md=4.00 dev.=0.69

The module is well organised and runs
smoothly

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=4.57 md=5.00 dev.=0.56

I had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree
module

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=4.41 md=4.00 dev.=0.59

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module
Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=58

av.=4.86 md=5.00 dev.=0.35

Definitely agree

Definitely
disagree

n=61

av.=4.46 md=5.00 dev.=0.65
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