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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 6
4: 9
5: 7
No opinion: 1



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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 3
4: 13
5: 6
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 7
5: 15



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 7
5: 13
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 4
4: 11
5: 8
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 4
4: 4
5: 14
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: 23 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 8
4: 7
5: 5
No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 30,7 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 5
26-35: 12
36-45: 5
≥46: 1
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
 No comments from the teacher 

Student representatives comments
Course Evaluation 
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Overall Impression of the course1.

Summary:

→ The course delivered high quality R-labs and struck a good balance between lecture time and individual
study and reading. The feedback on the final assignment was excellent, however there was a general
consensus that the workload in the final weeks seemed too high, meanwhile the first weeks could have had
more content. The online week was highly appreciated by many, although some mention a struggle to
coordinate and do the final group assignment due to some group members going home. Students are
requesting fewer small assignments for the final week and instead more focus on expanding the main
assignment.

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

The file placements in Canvas was perceived as confusing for some, but it was appreciated that the course
followed somewhat of a theme throughout.

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

Students mention parts of the course as being repetitive from their bachelor level. 

[Student representative comment]: For Swedish students, much of the field trip topics and Emma's lectures
were perceived as repetition. 

4. The information about the course was easily accessible.

Although there is no clear consensus. Many students found the canvas page messy, reportedly spending a
lot of time just trying to find files. Information perceived as scattered and instructions were hard to find due
to sometimes the instructions were sometimes in presentations, sometimes in files or under 'assignments'.
Some students also mention some literature being unavailable.

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

→ The lectures, exercises and literature were perceived as relevant to each other by some, others requested
more coherency. Dendrochronology lectures were perceived as overstuffed and confusing, meanwhile a lot
of students praise the Ecophysiology part as both interesting and pedagogical. Several students request
more information about Swedish management practices and less focus on experiments. It is also noted that
there was too much literature to read. 

[Student representative comment]: 1. The amount of literature could be scaled back and instead discussed
during the start of class in order to align the two components. Literature would be more as yesterday's
optional homework. 2. Dendrochronology could be simplified or more time could be allocated for this
learning module. 3. Teaching about Swedish management practices is a difficult topic to cover, due to the
mix of international and Swedish master programme students. I would therefore recommend adding a
background lecture or referencing some literature that explains Swedish forestry in the beginning of the
course. 

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

Teachers were respectful and communicative. One respondent said that the class was very divided and it
felt like only some people belonged.



[Student representative comment]: The general score for the question is very positive, however one outlier
presents itself in the comments, likely aimed towards its classmates rather than the teachers.

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

→ silvicum was perceived as too cold by some respondents and the squeaking chairs are seen as
distracting by several students.

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

Students mention double-examination on some learning modules, and a request that the final assignments
should be given higher weight for the grade. Someone feels like reading literature was not needed for
passing the exam while someone else feels topics not mentioned showed up on the final exam.

[Student representative comment]: Perhaps the concepts from the first presentations of the course showed
up a bit more in relation to other lectures.

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

Some mention that specifically financial sustainability could have been discussed more e.g. In relation to
ecological sustainability.

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).

Students explain that the course has been seen as open for all kinds of people, but that the subject also has
not been talked about or highlighted within the course either.

11. The course covered international perspectives.

Mainly focused on a Swedish perspective. Experiments/Science is generally applicable

[Student representative comment]: Fairly low score here compared to other questionnaire questions. I do not
that previous replies mentioned there not being enough information about Swedish forest management,
while the answers here note that there is an overwhelming focus on Sweden.

Some things contradict previous course teachings, such as the existence of soil or light competition as the
major influencing factor. Meaning that some information might not be generally applicable.

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

Students that fill in 26-35 hours a week explain that they passed the course without reading all the literature.
One respondent of more than 46 hours mentioned the workload after the exam as overwhelming.

[Student representative comment]: The scoring follows a fairly even bell curve with 26-35 hours being the
majority. Which could be expected since everyone has different background experience. I believe that there
is a general consensus that the course was perhaps not entirely evenly balanced in workload throughout. I
would personally recommend having the final group work earlier and perhaps intertwining the literature with
other teaching methods to encourage more people to go through it.
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