R

SLU

GIS in forest and landscape
SV0014, 20073.2425

7.5 Hp

Pace of study = 100%
Education cycle = Basic
Course leader = Emily Delin

Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2024-11-26 - 2024-12-17
Answers 13

Number of students 25

Answer frequency 52 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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| 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

We are thankful for comments and insights from the students in this evaluation. We want to do the best course
possible for the students and will work on the progress for the future.

The workload and assignment instructions, which had previous positive responses, proved to be challenging for
students this year. Last year the students also stated that they spent time corresponding to 100 % studies, but they
expressed this as a positive thing about the course; that the course was demanding and utilized the full time for
learning. As this course is a full-time course, the workload itself will not change but we see possibility for
improvement by simplifying assignment instructions. Module 2 especially seemed to be a challenge; this part of the
course will therefore either (1) be moved to a later point when the students are more familiar with the topic and
software or (2) simplified and shortened. We will engage in conversations with other course leaders in the program
regarding the content of preceding courses to ensure students are prepared for the pace of a full-time course. When



comparing with other forestry bachelor students at the same level, it seems as the F&L students are not as much
trained in quantitative statistics and understanding prior to the course. We hope that this will be improved in the
future so that the students are better prepared for working with databases and statistical/mathematical concepts.

From the comments in the evaluation some students expressed feelings of being without tutoring from teachers.
However, class attendance was very low and teachers were often not utilized when present. There was only one
occasion when absence of teacher could have been an issue, because some students had missed an update to the
preliminary schedule within the official schedule presented at course start. Here was one occasion when teacher
presence was registered in the old but not in the new schedule. Otherwise we have, during the three years of the
course provided more teacher time per student than most other courses in GIS available at universities. Most
importantly, when students expressed a need for more assistance, the schedule was modified to maximize time with
teachers in the computer lab. When students work outside of available teacher hours they must be prepared to
spend more time and effort working independently or make note of questions for the following opportunity. The aim
of this course is to equip students to work independently with GIS and spatial data, which sometimes means
spending extended time discovering solutions and methods independently or with fellow students. This learning
process is encouraged and acknowledged by all teachers and we value learning and skill development over polished
final products.

Student representatives comments

1. My overall impression of the course is:

The overall impression of the students was that the workload was too big and uneven. But the biggest issue was the
lack of proper instructions. The ones provided were very vague, omitting key parts of how the program works and
lacked pictures in order to help students make sure they're on the right track. Some assignments became available
very close to the date they were supposed to be turned in and students felt overwhelmed. Most students expressed
that they were very interested in the program and wanted to learn but it was very hard. Some said they would have
dropped the course if they took it as a distance course because of the bad instructions quality and a specific
comment mentioned that once students expressed this to the teachers, they were told it is a “language barrier”.
Another comment mentioned that ChatGPT was more useful than the instructions. Several students mentioned that
there were times where the teachers were not present in the lab during allocated times.

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

Students mentioned that the book was not very helpful on the course other than studying for the literature quiz.
3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.

Students mentioned that even with previous GIS knowledge, the instructions were too unclear to benefit from it.
4. The information about the course was easily accessible.

Students expressed that it wasn't clear when assignments were due since they had different names on the
introductory class than the ones that were added. Some were added or unlocked very late and could be missed.
Distance students mentioned they would have liked more information on the general outline of the course.

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

Many students expressed that they would have liked to have an introduction to the program along with the teachers
to understand some fundamentals. Students felt that the quiz was very out of place and had nothing to do with the
assignments. They had a similar feeling about the lectures.

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

Students expressed that the learning environment felt hostile and stopped coming to the classes because of that.
They specifically mentioned that the teachers did not respond very well to criticism regarding.

7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
Most students felt satisfied with the equipment. One suggested QGIS as an alternative.

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

Again the poor instructions were mentioned by students. Some felt like the assignments and quiz were adequate to
demonstrate their knowledge and were positive about them.

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



Opinions were mixed mentioning the irrelevance of GIS in sustainability while others felt that the movie about the
Sami people and the assignments about the frogs and reindeer were enough.

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).

Students felt that the course was very hostile for people with learning disabilities due to the bad instructions and big
workload. The extended time until the 20th of December felt irrelevant since the next course had already begun.

11. The course covered international perspectives.
There were no mentions of international perspectives.
12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).

Most students expressed that they spent way too long on the course, mostly due to the bad instructions, with some
mentioning they spend around 55-60 hours a week both at home and on the campus computers. A suggestions was
again to have an introductory class to the program with the teachers in class.
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