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Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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2. |found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
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3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.
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4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
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5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.
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6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.
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7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
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8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what | had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).
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9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).
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10. | 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).
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11. The course covered international perspectives.
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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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Course leaders comments

This was the second year for the course where we had improved issues raised in the first year. Following this year's
evaluation, we will continue to improve the course content and set-up following the points raised.

Improvements from last year

A challenge in last year's course was a low number of students applying for the course. To attract more students,
this year's course was double classed (both biology and forestry science) with adjusted requirements. While we
attracted indeed more students, the student group was also more diverse, including students coming from outside
SLU. As a consequence, students educated within silviculture found the lack of baseline knowledge in silviculture
among some other students as a challenge. From a course leader point of view, we regard the diversity of students
rather as a strength because everyone can contribute with different background and special knowledge to the topic



of forest disturbances. In next year's course, we aim to highlight this strength even more at course start. We also
encourage students less educated in silviculture to read some background material that we consider as relevant.

Persisting challenges

Last year's evaluation pinpointed that the topic experts (experts on disturbance agents) should be more connected to
the course, i.e. taking a broader responsibility for the content and quality in the given thematic modules. For this
year's course, we have therefore included the topic experts to participate in the Synergies and Trade-offs workshop
and to formulate exam questions. Despite of improvement, comments in this year's course evaluation make it
apparent that even more interaction with the topic experts would be appreciated by the students (in particular more
and earlier feedback on the group work). For next year, we will therefore clarify more strongly from the course start
the idea/possibility of booking a meeting with the topic expert early in the group work phase. We will also discuss the
option to organize a seminar to discuss the quiz questions with the topic experts, but we have also to acknowledge
the challenge of having a tight course budget and experts' others duties that may not allow any increase in teacher
involvement, unfortunately.

We addressed criticism from last year's course evaluation by clarifying exercises' instructions (e.g., quiz)and we
assume that the points raised have been solved satisfactory as this year's course evaluation did not highlight these
any longer. However, some students pointed out that the quality of the quiz questions was still variable. We therefore
will improve and clarify the instructions on how to phrase quiz questions for next year's course.

Last year, some students were unhappy with lectures online. This year, we were clearer about the need for online
lectures, since it allows us to have the best experts available for the course without having a major impact on the
climate and the course budget. Generally, online lectures were more accepted this year as well as students utilized
the online-option themselves under some circumstances. While the IT for video conferences worked better than last
year, still some problems occurred occasionally. We will continue to work on improvements on this front,
acknowledging that part of this work is dependent on the institute rather than the individual.

Learning from last year's course evaluation, we revised the course schedule with an earlier deadline for the group
report and the opportunity for feedback from the topic expert and revision before final submission. While we believe
these changes improved the quality of the report, this year's evaluation suggests that more time is wished by the
students for revising the report. We consider this in the schedule for the next year's course. We will also consider to
introduce peer-feedback on the reports among project groups in order to address this year's criticism on too little
opportunities to learn about the topics that the other project groups worked on.

While we could address the previous criticism on that exam questions should be written by teachers, rather than
students, some exam questions appeared to be phrased ambiguously. We will therefore put more weight on next
year's exam questions to be phrased clearly.

New challenges

A major point raised in the evaluation is the relatively low workload throughout the course and the lack of
opportunities to learn from each other's group topics. To address this issue in next year's course, we will introduce
more cross-project group interactions (e.g. discussion seminar on quiz questions, peer review of group reports).

Several students appeared to have wished more focus on silvicultural issues and more space to discuss Synergies
and Trade-offs in climate change adaptation of forest management. For next year, we will discuss options to extend
the Synergy- and trade-offs workshop to provide more space for discussions on silviculture measures to counteract
or mitigate the impact of different disturbance agents in the light of climate change. One obvious way forward is to
involve more teachers with silviculture background, but also ask the stakeholders (forest companies) to include
clearer their way of applying silviculture measures under different damage risk. If this is not possible (e.g. due to
limited course budget), we may need to discuss to tone down silviculture in the course title, while acknowledging that
the intended learning outcomes highlight silviculture as only one of five equally important course topics.

Several students found a number of lectures on critical reading, source critique, terminology and critical questions
redundant with lectures in previous courses. In spite of this valid point, we still see room for improvement in some
group reports with respect to the application of references and critical reflection. In the future, we will discuss options
to either provide this information in different format (e.g. written) for those who need, or ask teachers to deepen their
lectures and skip basic information that should have been covered in previous courses. We will also be more clear at
course start about the importance of the own initiative of students where the learning outcome may depend to a
higher extent than in many other courses on how much one puts in. As course leaders, we noticed some difficulties
in some groups to get a good workflow at place where group members contribute similarly to the final product. To
mitigate such moments of irritation within groups, we will clarify the expectations and demand that come along with
group work on a common product (e.g., the report). As such, we may exchange the lectures critical reading, source
critique, terminology and critical questions with experiences of scientists when collaborating on a piece of work
involving several parties, such as a manuscript.



Student representatives comments

| deem the students as split in their opinions regarding the course which | believe stems from a difference of
expectiations. Those who did expect a high degree of forest management were rather disappointed and those who
didn't weren't. Some students were also disappointed regarding that you only learned a lot about a certain subject
rather than all of the subjects broached in the course. The reversed class room experiment seem to be alright with
the students, however there has been a feeling that more feedback from lecturers would have been appriciated.
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