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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 6
5: 17
No opinion: 0



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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 7
5: 14
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 16
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 5
5: 17



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 18
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: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 8
5: 12
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 19
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: 0
3: 4
4: 3
5: 15
No opinion: 1

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 21
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 23 
Medel: 33,5 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 1
16-25: 4
26-35: 7
36-45: 6
≥46: 5
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
FP2026, Course evaluation commentary Comments on evaluation by the course responsible Vilis Brukas, Alnarp,
March 25, 2026.

Student group As always, our international class consisted from many nationalities. 25 students represented 10
following countries: Sweden 8: (with mixed backgrounds, include F&L programme in Alnarp, SLU in Uppsala and in
Umeå, Linneous University)) Other countries 17: Austria 1, Cameroon 1, Canada-Quebec 2, France 2, Germany 1,
Latvia 4, Poland 1, Portugal 1, the USA 4-Georgia.

Evaluation set up and response rate The evaluation questions were answered by 23 out of 25 students, thus the
response rate is 92%. We also had a concluding oral discussion in the classroom that took about 1.5 hour.
Compulsory questions on SLUNIK On 1 to 5 scale, the average overall impression is 4.6, indicating high satisfaction



with the course, even if the it is below the 10-years average.

Students gave high scores practically for all general aspects in the SLU standard evaluation form, the scores ranging
between 4.1 (for prior knowledge) to 4.8-4.9 (for social learning environment, for sustainable development aspects
and for international perspectives).

Overall impression by students:

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 10 year ave. 2026

4.9 4.6 4.4 4.1 4.6 4.4 4.5 4.8 4.8 4.6 4.57 4.4

Students on average put 33.5 hours for course work per week with some outliers. The averages for years 2020-2025
were 33, 35, 36, 39 and 38 hours per week, respectively. In the oral discussion of the course evaluation, many
students pointed out high course intensity, especially on the first 3 weeks and on forest certification week. However,
many students appreciated the intensity, highlighting that this was conducive to learning the subject. In the written
evaluation one student complained strongly about overload.

Additional remarks Since 2021, I chose to online evaluate course modules by weeks and not by separate pedagogic
approaches. All course weeks scored high (4.1 being the lowest score per week), led by the study trip to Baltic
countries (4.8) and participatory week (4.6).

Concerning the pedagogic approaches, probably reflective journals get probably most attention due to the fact that
this is a considerable component of the course and most students are not accustomed this approach to learning .
During several earlier course rounds the student group used to be very divided, some strongly liking and some
strongly disliking this specific approach that demands a lot of writing. Last year most students were very positive
about the journal, acknowledging its push for creativity, deeper learning and structuring of knowledge. Among the
few more sceptical students, the comments are mostly about the lack of time for proper “journaling”. Though
agreeing on the required intellectual effort, the teacher team think that the pedagogic benefits are superior to these
concerns.

There were practically no complaints about the amount of course literature. This year we very seriously took up the
use of AI for essay writing. This worked out very well, students apparently appreciated clear guidance in this matter.
Surprisingly, students acknowledged that the use of AI was not taken up explicitly during their previous studies.

Considerations for the next year:

As the course works well overall, there is no need for any radical changes. However, some tangible considerations
based on course experience, and written and oral evaluation.

Tight schedule on pre-exam weeks:

- Consider rescheduling some activities for participatory and certification weeks, so that students get more time for
writing the certification essay. One option is to remove the journal assignment for the participatory week.

Study trip:

- We could consider if some days with tight lecturing activity could be “loosening” with inclusion of different activities,
like a short outdoors visit; or visiting hunting lab in Kaunas. - We could also consider if some extra space can by
created in the schedule and we should emphasize to students that guided tours in cities are optional.

- Consider if study trip review is an “overkill”, other options to support student engagement? Examination:

- Explain to students an extra time the purposes of intermediate examination, including spread out “examination
stress”, getting feedback and serving as preparation for the final exam. Canvas:

- Discuss in the teacher team if more harmonised storage of information on Canvas is feasible.

Student representatives comments
Summary of the course

The overall impression of the course is very high (4,4). Many students emphasized that it was one of the best
courses they have taken, and they would recommend it to other forestry students to expand their circle of knowledge
in the field of forest policy.

The course content was clearly and thoroughly explained, and handouts of syllabus and grading criteria were
provided, which allowed students to easily follow the learning objectives. Most students had a sufficient level of prior
knowledge to successfully participate in the study process, although some of them mentioned that knowledge in



politics or economics would be beneficial. Information in Canvas was easily accessible, however some students
pointed out that there were apparent differences between lecturers in their use of the platform (some files were
available under “files” section, while others under “module”), leading to longer time spent finding necessary
documents. Students recommend that lecturers adopt a more uniform way of using Canvas.

When it comes to course components, most of students stated that lectures, reading materials and exercises
supported their learning process, however students emphasized that there were too many assignments or, in some
cases, that the time given to completing tasks was insufficient. Our suggestion is to review assignments, especially
Reflective Journal 3 as it overlaps with the time needed for writing the essay and preparing for the exam. Students
praised the roleplay as a very successful way of learning, preparing us for future challenges in our professional
careers. Overall, students were satisfied with the wide range of topics covered and teaching staff involved. To
improve the course even more, we suggest including a wider geographical scope, by delving into transatlantic
(Europe and North America) forest policy issues, solutions from other countries outside Europe, and a more detailed
explanation of the wood-processing industry's influence on forestry processes.

When questioned about the examination, the overall impression was very good; however, many contradictory
opinions emerge. Some students are not satisfied with weekly tests, explaining that they were not connected to what
was learned in the respective week or that the questions overlapped with the ones included in the exam. However,
many highlighted the opposite – these tests allowed them to demonstrate theoretical knowledge gained in previous
weeks. There was also a complaint about the exam hall Terra Nova, with students noting that it is too cold and that
exam supervisors walking around during the exam create unnecessary pressure.

When talking about learning environment, students mostly were satisfied, although fatigue related to the classroom
environment was noted, as most courses for first-year Euroforester students are conducted here. However, the most
awaited part of the course was the one outside the classroom - the study trip to Lithuania and Latvia. The Baltic trip
was highly scored (4,8) and many reviews say that it was the best thing in the course or even in the whole study
year, as it covered a wide range of topics appealing both to those favoring industrial forestry as well as for those
supporting environmentally friendlier forestry approach.

Overall, the course was exciting – lectures gave us knowledge, exercises allowed us to do independent research
and reflection, and the study trip offered an opportunity to hear perspectives from forestry representatives and
policymakers.
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