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Evaluation report
Evaluation period: 2019-01-13 - 2019-02-03
Answers
14
Number of students 32
Answer frequency 43 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,4
Median: 5
1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 4
5: 8
No opinion: 0

2. I found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,0
Median: 4
1: 0
2: 2
3: 2
4: 3
5: 6
No opinion: 1

3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,6
Median: 5
1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 9
No opinion: 0

4. The information about the course was easily accessible.

Answers: 14
Medel: 3,9
Median: 4
1: 0
2: 3
3: 0
4: 5
5: 5
No opinion: 1

5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,5
Median: 5
1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 5
5: 8
No opinion: 0

6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,7
Median: 5
1: 0
2: 1
3: 0
4: 1
5: 12

No opinion: 0

7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,4
Median: 5
1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 2
5: 9
No opinion: 0

8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what I had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,4
Median: 5
1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 9
No opinion: 0

9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).

Answers: 14
Medel: 4,1
Median: 4
1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 6
5: 5
No opinion: 0

10. I believe the course has included a gender and equality aspect, regarding content as well as teaching
practices (e.g. perspective on the subject, reading list, allocation of speaking time and the use of master
suppression techniques).

Answers: 14
Medel: 3,8
Median: 4
1: 1
2: 0
3: 4
4: 4
5: 4
No opinion: 1

11. The course covered international perspectives.

Answers: 14
Medel: 2,4
Median: 2
1: 5
2: 2
3: 4
4: 0
5: 2
No opinion: 1

12. On average, I have spent … hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).

Answers: 14
Medel: 36,4
Median: 36-45
≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 0
26-35: 5
36-45: 9
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
Next year there will be a new course leader, so the comments in the evaluation are most appreciated. The new
course leader, Tomas Eriksson has taken part in the course this year.
The Kiruna field trip is valuable, not only for this course, but also to get a chance to meet a landscape unknown for
many students. The program and the connection to the course can be further developed.
There where more focus on reading literature this year. The format seems to funcion quite well, but the literature
need to be updated. All compulsory literature were in English, but reports from the municipal and the Road
Administration are often in Swedish. Previous years this has not been an issue, but this year it was. Also map
legends were in Swedish and they should be translated to next year. All lectures has been in English. But on one
excursion to the project area outside Uppsala, the local guide could not speak English. For next year this

circumstance need to be taken into concideration.
The Fronter page contained a lot of information. Next year it will be a new platform, Canvas, and it is a good
opportunity to re-structure the information on the page.

Student representatives comments
The overall impression of this course seems very good. The students think that the structure is good, they have
learnt a lot and it have been fun. The trip to Kiruna seems to be the highlight of the course even though it wasn't
connected to any of the other assignments. The literature seems to be the part in this course that the student thought
were least good. Some students think that it was difficult to understand some of the literature and they were not
directly connected to the assignments. There were almost no female writers only male writers which have been seen
as something negative. Some students think it would have been interesting to read about international projects, both
good and bad, to see how they deal with it in other countries.
The students seem to agree about a messy structure on the fronter page, they think it was to many links and difficult
to find the right information. The assignment briefs could be more informative, a lot of requirements that wasn't in the
brief came up as a completion and thinks it is better with distinct briefs from the beginning.
It has been rewarding seminars and dedicated teachers that gave great feedback. It would have been great to have
a final seminar to assignment 1. It has also been brought up that the group assignments should be graded with only
grade 3, though it is difficult to show which person made what. One student thought that assignment 2 lack feedback
and that it was a negative to get the feedback when assignment 3 almost were done.
It has been brought up that the international students have had a hard time following in all the lectures though not all
have been in English.
'We went to Kiruna, which is at best relevant because it's a unique project seen as a whole internationally, but there
has been no focus on something international. Add to that, the handful of international students that struggled to
follow the course since a lot of the presentations were held in swedish and not with english speakers in mind. If the
course is aimed at international masterstudents, it needs to support that, it felt as if the target student audience was
only swedish landscape architectstudents at SLU.'
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