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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 3
5: 0
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 2
No opinion: 0



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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 3
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 3
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 1
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 5,0 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 0
5: 5



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 0
4: 0
5: 2
No opinion: 2

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 1
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 3
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: 5 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 0
5: 3
No opinion: 1

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 3
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 5 
Medel: 20,5 
Median: 16-25 

≤5: 1
6-15: 1
16-25: 1
26-35: 1
36-45: 1
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
The response frequency of the evaluation could have been higher. The evaluation report says 5 of 10 (50 %)
students answered, however, there were only 9 students active in the course, thus the true frequency was 56 %. The
evaluation grading will here be reported with average first and the median in parenthesis.

This course was carried through entirely in a digital way with lectures and seminars on Zoom. Some of the lectures
were given by a teacher in a classroom together with students from another master course and the students in the
present course were participating via Zoom.

The overall impression of the course was graded 3,6 (4). One person commented that the schedule could have been
better, however, not stated in what way. In the end of the evaluation, when the students were given the opportunity to
give comments about what could be improved in the course, two students brought up the schedule as one thing that

 



could be improved. These students had had difficulties combining the course with clinical work and would have
wanted the schedule to be more condensed and more consistent in what weekdays that were scheduled with
mandatory teaching. There had been some confusing advertising about this course, saying that it would be possible
to work at the same time. Next time this will not be advertised as it runs at 100 % pace, but we will try to make the
schedule a bit more flexible by extending deadlines and thinking of keeping some days “free” of lectures to give the
students more flexibility in when to study as we are aware that most students will want to be able to work parttime
during studies.

Most students found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course – 4,4 (4) and most
students felt that their prior knowledge was sufficient for them to benefit from the course – 4,6 (5). They also found
that the information about the course was easily accessible – 4,6 (5). No one had any additional comments there.

The various course components were supporting for their learning 4 (4). However, one person commented that
lectures would have been preferred rather than seminars. This is a course aiming to make the students reflect on
and discuss the scientific methods and grounds for conclusions, thus, seminars is the most important way to achieve
this. We will be clearer about this aim next year. One comment brought up the difficulties of having hybrid classes
with some students in the classroom while these students participated on Zoom. This was also a comment in the
question about the physical learning environment – 4,0 (5). It is difficult to manage hybrid lectures technically and to
have discussions this way is not optimal. We knew that this could be a problem and tried to solve it the best way we
could. Next year we will try to minimize the number of hybrid lectures.

All students found the learning environment to be inclusive and respectful – 5 (5).

The examinations gave the students opportunity to demonstrate what they had learnt – 4,2 (4). No comments there.

Sustainable aspects were covered by the course – 4,6 (5). Most found that the gender and equality aspect was
included - 4,5 (5). International perspectives were covered 4,6 (5). No comments were made on these questions.

The question of hours spent gave a very scattered response, one person each on every time interval except the one
above 46 hours. This indicates that the schedule was not that heavy on lectures but most of the work had to be
done individually and that some were more ambitious than others.

There were lectures given by the library that were both more general about science and more specific about how to
search and use references, the writing process, to be an opponent and to present orally. The question if this had
been helpful for the understanding of scientific communication averaged 3,5 (3). The lower grading probably reflected
that the students in the course were all old SLU-students who most of them all had heard similar lectures before.
These lectures were also all in hybrid form. We will avoid hybrid next time. We will also try to adjust the lectures to be
more relevant and place them in the schedule where they are more relevant in time with the students' writing
process. Next time the student group could be more diverse and then these lectures will make sure that the group is
level in their knowledge of academic communication.

The seminar on academic integrity and AI averaged 4,2 (4). One student commented that focus was very much on
what students shouldn't do and that it could have been better to focus more on how to evaluate if a source is reliable.

The layout for the scientific seminars averaged 3,6 (4). Comments were made that it would have been better to have
access to the articles earlier. We will try to do that the next time. One student wanted more discussions and again
pointed out the problems of having hybrid lectures.

The specific seminars averaged between 3,8-4,7 in grading, someone wanted a lecture on anaesthesia and
someone thought that the introductory seminar could have been more condensed.

The seminar where ethics and animal welfare was discussed in relation to veterinary nursing was appreciated by all
– 4,8 (5).

The lectures held in statistics averaged 3,8 (4). One commented that this should have been mandatory as this area
is lacking in the bachelor programme. One student commented that the lectures were to short and that they did not
get enough training for the statistics of their own project. With the short amount of time that we have we can not
cover all which is important in statistics. But we will discuss among the teachers how this module can be optimized.
The sessions where students could ask questions to the statisticians and to the course organizers regarding the
statistics in relation to their project was appreciated by most (average 3,8 (3,5) and 4,3 (4)). Not all students asked
questions to the statisticians when that was possible which may be a reason for the lower grade. If we work on how
to improve the lectures perhaps the students will feel more comfortable asking questions.

The seminar in laboratory animal science was appreciated – 4,3(4).

Most students found the supervisor meetings to be valuable – 4,6 (5). One student commented that the supervisor
had not seem to have time to read the text and one student expressed that more meetings in the beginning would
have been preferable. We will try to make sure that only those who will be able to make enough time to read
students' projects properly will take on the task of being supervisor.

Students did also help each other by reading and giving constructive feedback, this system worked well and was
graded 4,4 (5). One commented that they wanted more time for reading and giving feedback. This was probably
because some of the students were working clinically on the side and therefore might have had difficulties to finish
the task in the stipulated time. The course runs at 100% pace, and we expect students to plan according to this.



the task in the stipulated time. The course runs at 100% pace, and we expect students to plan according to this.
Because we didn't want to encourage students to do course work during evenings and weekends deadlines were set
at 17.00, but next time we might set them at 24.00 instead in order to give students more flexibility.

The project work was considered to be valuable to increase the understanding of the scientific process and to train
different skills in preparation of a master thesis – 4,8 (5).

Reading articles, discussions, the project work and the scientific seminars were brought up in comments as
especially valuable for the learning process. One student however wanted fewer seminars.

Two students commented about the language. This course is given in English, but as all students were Swedish
speaking it was somewhat confusing. The idea was to train the students in scientific English, thus we tried to speak
English most of the time during discussions. One student commented that it would have been better to speak
Swedish all the time while another student wanted to only speak English. In the future we will probably have English
speaking students admitted and then that will not be an issue.

Student representatives comments
The most commented thing was that the course was advertised as being possible to do while working part time.
This, however, was not really well executed. The suggestions to make this work better was compromising the online
attending classes, making them either full days and keep others "free". Also the seminars could be better prepared,
that the students would tell if they were joining or not in head of time, and thus creating gropus beforehand. The
group could then find a suitable time for the group and thus making more time available. Now, there was several
times where there were "dead time" that could have been better used.

Seminars were a bit divided, some wanted more lectures, this would probably reflect the individual students prefered
choice of learning, and it would be important to keep several routes to learn.

The seminars with another course were also a bit divided. It was noted that it was of less use when the lecture were
more for new students, as much time was spent on instrucions regarding things not applied to our course or for new
students that hadn't studied either at SLU or at uni at all? These seminars should be more structured in what is for
whom, to avoid wasting time. 

Also commented with the joined seminars; there were a lot of discussions going on at site, which us as online
participants, did'nt get any beholding of.

There were comments about the "handledare" in the project plan; some thought they didn't get enough help with
there plan and that the other students gave more feedback than the handledare. The handledare should provide the
same support and help and this might need to be discussed so that all the handledare are on the same page.

There were also some comments that the first and second handledar meeting should be closer together, if you got
stuck, it was to much time until the next time.

In comments "live" the most commented thing has been that the course wasn't advertised correctly (as I was
informed, student at SLU had gotten information live about this course, thus not reflecting on the course info when
applying). It has also been commented on that it didn't have as much anaesthesia lectures but this I think is mostly
due to a missconception as the next course in the package is Anasthesia. 

The language was commented, as we could speak swedish sometimes but had to speak english others. The feelings
were a bit mixed, some thought it would be better to be forced to speak english at all times, but it also could be hard
to follow as not all students are as comfortable in speaking english. 

Statisics was the topic that most would have liked more lectures on. Most were not really familiar with this from the
base programe and this is a hard topic that could have gotten a bit more time. 

The course were not full and I know that there were drop outs due to the fact that the schedule was so scattered,
combining with a job was to hard for some. As the targeted group is usually working (as in the lack of nurses and
some of us have waited 10 years for a Master programe) it will be hard for many to take the time of to study full time.
The uni (and the veterinary nursing branch) would be more beneficial if this (and the other) courses would be able to
be done combined with working. 

Over all, the course was regarded a good course, with clear learning objectives and most student seem to enjoy it.
There are room for impovement but the course is suitable for the veterinary nursing master programe.
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