R

SLU

Silviculture in Forest and Landscape
SV0053, 10134.2425

15 Hp

Pace of study = 100%
Education cycle = Basic
Course leader = Urban Nilsson

Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2024-10-24 - 2024-11-14
Answers 22

Number of students 29

Answer frequency 75 %

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
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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
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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

No comments from the teacher

Student representatives comments

1. Overall impression of the course: The majority of students had a positive overall impression of the course, with the
vast majority of ratings being either 4 or 5/5. Several students highlighted the excursion to Vasterbotten as a
particularly memorable experience. The instructors received praise for their engagement with the class. Some
students felt that the course included repetitive content, especially after taking the summer course included in the



FLAP program (Forestry in central Sweden).

2. Links between course content and learning objectives: The majority of students felt that the course content was
well-aligned with the learning objectives. The course content was varied in format, and through the repetition it
helped create a deeper understanding of silvicultural concepts. We had traditional lectures, tutorials in R studio, and
we could see the theoretical concepts in reality while on the excursions.

3. Prior knowledge and benefit from the course: Most students found their prior knowledge sufficient to benefit from
the course, especially FLAP program students. The course content was a clear continuation of earlier silviculture and
ecology courses in the program. However, some students felt like the work we did within R Studio was quite difficult
despite the fact that we have worked with the program in previous courses.

4. Accessibility of course information: Students were divided on the accessibility of course information. Students

found the Canvas page confusing or disorganized, with issues such as missing PowerPoints or delayed uploads.
There were also requests for more advanced notice with detailed information about excursions. However, some

students appreciated the fact that the schedule was uploaded to the Canvas calendar.

5. Course components: Overall, students felt that the various course components supported their learning well. The
excursions, in particular, received praise for reinforcing the material covered in lectures. Some students struggled
with forest economics and R-based lessons and material, most likely because those are both still relatively new
concepts to us. Some suggested additional lectures to these subjects to deepen understanding.

6. Social learning environment: Students generally agreed that the learning environment was inclusive and respectful
of differing opinions. Instructors were praised for presenting diverse viewpoints and engaging students in meaningful
discussions.

7. Physical learning environment: This question received the highest ratings of the whole survey. The Vindeln
excursion, in particular, was highlighted as a great experience.

8. Exam: Most students felt the final exam was difficult but provided a fair opportunity to demonstrate their learning.
Some felt the final group work and presentation were introduced too close to the exam, leaving little preparation time.

9. Coverage of sustainable development aspects: Students generally agreed that the course addressed sustainability
well, though it was grounded within the paradigm of sustainable production forestry.

10. Gender and equality aspects: The course received mixed feedback regarding gender and equality, possibly
because it was not really a topic that was covered.

11. International perspectives: The course mainly focused on Swedish forests and the history of silviculture here, but
we had guest lecturers from several other countries to talk about forestry in their country of origin.

12. Average time spent per week: The average reported time commitment was approximately 31 hours per week,
with most students spending between 26 and 45 hours on the course, including timetabled hours.
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