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Evaluation period: 2025-03-17   -   2025-04-07 
Answers 20
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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 3
4: 14
5: 1
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 3
4: 8
5: 8
No opinion: 0



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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 0
4: 7
5: 12
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 2,9 
Median: 3 

1: 2
2: 3
3: 12
4: 1
5: 2
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 6
4: 9
5: 4
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 7
5: 10



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 3
4: 6
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: 20 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 10
5: 9
No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 7
5: 10
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: 20 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 4
5: 7
No opinion: 7

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,2 
Median: 3 

1: 2
2: 3
3: 4
4: 7
5: 2
No opinion: 2

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

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 31,6 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 2
16-25: 1
26-35: 10
36-45: 5
≥46: 2
No opinion: 0

Additional own questions

13.   What is your opinion about the vision of the course to integrate landscape and forest planning?

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 1
3: 2



4: 7
5: 7
No opinion: 0

14.   What was the best part of the course? 

14.   Was there something that you liked but you think that can be done better? How?

14.   What was the worst part of the course? If possible, please provide suggestions for improvement.

14.   The course had 3 modules: 1.Landscape analysis and –representation; Forest management planning and
decision support systems; and 3. Synthesis and final presentation. What is your opinion about this structure? 

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 5
4: 10
5: 5
No opinion: 0

15.   What is your opinion about the lectures in the landscape analysis and -representation module?

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 4
4: 12
5: 3
No opinion: 0

16.   How difficult were the "landscape" assignments? The seminars, landscape concepts development and
poster presentation. 

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 3 

1: 1
2: 1
3: 16
4: 1

 



5: 1
No opinion: 0

17.   What is your opinion about the lectures in the forest management planning and decision support
systems module? 

 
Answers: 19 
Medel: 3,4 
Median: 3 

1: 1
2: 2
3: 8
4: 4
5: 4
No opinion: 0

18.   How difficult were the "forest planning" assignments? The heureka exercises, excel calculations,
individual essay and seminar.

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 6
4: 12
5: 2
No opinion: 0

19.   How difficult was the comprehensive assignment? 

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 12
4: 5
5: 3
No opinion: 0

20.   What is your opinion on the first field trip to Fulltofta to meet the managers and see the area?



 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 2
5: 14
No opinion: 1

21.   What is your opinion on the independent field work day (e.g. to Hovdala, Bulltofta, Käglinge)?

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 9
4: 3
5: 8
No opinion: 0

22.   What is your opinion about the forest planning fieldwork week in Fulltofta?

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 7
5: 11
No opinion: 0

23.   What is your opinon about the GIS sessions?

 
Answers: 19 
Medel: 3,3 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 5
3: 7
4: 2
5: 4
No opinion: 1



24.   What is your opinon about the digital tools sessions?

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 3,3 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 4
3: 10
4: 2
5: 4
No opinion: 0

25.   What is your opinion on the external speaker's lectures (Södra, SFA, Forest Owner)?

 
Answers: 20 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 12
5: 6
No opinion: 0

26.   I would recommend another student to take this course.

 
Answers: 19 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 2
3: 6
4: 7
5: 3
No opinion: 0

27.   Please write below if you have any further comments for our improvement or reflection, that were not
considered in the previous questions. 



Course leaders comments
VT2025 SV0052 is second iteration of the Forest & Landscape Planning Course in the F&L Program. In relation to
the previous year (VT2024 SV0038) , the quality of the course continues to increase and we have been able to
incorporate content (e.g. several external speakers from the forest sector) and improve activities that lead to a better
learning for the students (e.g. in person guidance with computer planning software) based on the student feedback.

The course aims to integrato two different fields, forestry and landscape architecture, to provinde students with a
larger view of the different approaches of planning the forest and natural resourses. In reaching these aim, the
course was very succesfull and is an excellent wrap up to the Forest & Landscape Management Program. As one
students explains "it is very important and provices a good learning experience. Synthesising the contents of the
program in this course has been very stimulating".

Nonetheless, there is much room for improvement. A main point raised by the student evaluations were the
deficiencies in the accesibility of information, some referring to canvas as "confusing" or that it could be "better
structured". Hence, this will be a main area of focus in the next iteration of the course. Student's provided concrete
suggestions for a better organization of the Canvas page, including, more consistent labelling of lectures, placement
of files in the respective weeks when they will be used, use of modules, better coordination between teachers, and
the publication of all the assignment instructions at the begining of the course.

We are grateful for the constructive feedback and will continue to build on the course's strengths while addressing
the highlighted areas of improvement to further enhance the learning experience in future iterations.

Student representatives comments
1. Overall impression of the course: Most students general opinion of the course was positive and thought that it was
a relevant conclusion to the program. The structure was basically a module of landscape planning, then connecting
that to forest plan creation, then creating a holistic forest plan as the final project. Lectures and assignments helped
to build up to the final project. There were some issues, broadly speaking, with communication of information to
students that will hopefully be smoothed out in the years to come. Also, the course seems tailored to students of the
FLAP program, so exchange students may or may not have sufficient backgrounds to follow along.

2. Links between content and learning objectives: The course gave a broad overview of the topic of forest and
landscape planning through a variety of activities and assignments and a diverse group of guest lecturers. While the
content covered key learning objectives, several expressed that the course organization/communication could be
improved to get everyone on the same page from the start.

3. Sufficiency of prior knowledge: Most students felt their prior knowledge was sufficient for the course, with many
noting how it built on their existing knowledge from the program. While most found the content accessible, those
without experience using ArcGIS Pro or Heureka expressed challenges. Those with a traditional forestry-focused
background might have more difficulty adapting to the interdisciplinary approach of the course.

4. Accessibility of course information: Accessibility of course information received mixed reviews. It seems that the
Canvas structure met basic needs but could be improved from standardized organization and earlier publishing of
instructions.

5. Support from course components (lectures, exercises, etc.): Course components were rated somewhat positively.
While some activities like fieldwork received praise, several students wrote that they had difficulties with finding the
red thread through all of the various lectures and activities.

6. Inclusivity of social learning environment: With 84% of students giving positive scores of 4-5, it seems that the
overall opinion was that the learning environment was inclusive. Opposing opinions that were expressed had to do
with dynamics between students, not the class structure. The class composition is unique from year to year, so this
isn't necessarily useful to any prospective students of this class.

7. Physical learning environment (facilities, equipment): Mostly satisfactory, but technical issues with a necessary
computer program (Heureka) were noted.

8. Examinations' alignment with learning objectives: There were no traditional exams, instead we demonstrated our
knowledge and learning through several group projects and individual assignments. Some thought these
assignments were vague but others thought that this encouraging independent thinking.

9. Coverage of sustainable development: Students responded that environmental and social aspects well addressed
whereas financial sustainability was less emphasized. We did cover the SDGs explicitly in one lecture and then
through further integration into our projects.

10. Gender and equality integration: limited responses with a considerable number responding that they had no



opinion, but no critiques were expressed.

11. International perspectives: Responses were quite divided for the question of coverage of an international
perspective. We did have some guest speakers from Denmark for the landscape planning module of the course, but
the forestry planning framing was within Swedish forestry and followed Swedish forest agency rules and guidelines.

12. Weekly workload: Most found the course load manageable; a few felt that the work was unevenly distributed
from week to week. Responses suggest that individual experiences differed based on engagement levels and prior
familiarity with course content.

Custom Questions Summary(#13–30):
Positive aspects
- The Fulltofta fieldwork week and independent field days were highlights. People liked the practical application of the
concepts we had been learning.
- Guest lectures from industry professionals (e.g., Södra, Skogsstyrelsen) provided valuable insights into how
concepts we learned can look in practice
- The three-module structure (landscape analysis, forest planning, synthesis of the two) worked well for most
- Interdisciplinary approach was appreciated by some
- Helpful and approachable instructors, especially during technical assignments
- Exposure to Heureka Planwise, ArcGIS Pro, and Adobe Illustrator and Photoshop was appreciated
- The course successfully tied together concepts from the FLAP program.

Negative aspects
- Some students did not appreciate the interdisciplinary approach and might have preferred 2 separate courses with
a deeper focus on either landscape planning/analysis or forestry.
- Some of the computer programs we used had steep learning curves, with some technical issues on school
computers
- Canvas page structure and communication of instructions to students needs improvement

Misc.
- lots of group work; works well for some, less well for others
- For FLAP students it felt like a capstone of the program with interdisciplinary learning and many opportunities for
independent thinking
- For exchange students, when deciding whether to take forest and landscape planning it might be helpful to look at
the courses of the FLAP program and see if they have aligned with previous knowledge/experience.

Kontakta support: support@slu.se - 018-67 6600
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