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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 3 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 5,0 
Median: 5 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 22,5 
Median: 16-25 

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

13.   If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

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



14.   If relevant, please share what worked well when participating in teaching on distance

15.   If relevant, please share what worked less well when participating in teaching on distance

Course leaders comments
It was a major surprise to me, as the course leader, that the number of students enrolled in the course was more
than double what we were accustomed to. Normally, the course is planned for approximately 20 students, but this
time more than 40 students enrolled at the start (35 students completed the course). This created challenges in
planning group work activities and study visits during the on-campus week.

We also encountered some difficulties in planning the study visits and, unfortunately, had to cancel the visit to Umeå
Energi.

When I took over as course leader, there was no well-established examination method for the course. As a result, I
had to improvise and introduced graded quizzes based on the course literature for different parts of the course.
These quizzes were not announced at the beginning of the course, which understandably caused confusion among
the students. In addition, the group work (mini-projects) was assessed on a pass/fail basis.

Because the course included both programme students and external students with diverse academic backgrounds, it
was challenging to determine an appropriate academic level. For some students, the content largely repeated
material from previous courses, while for others it introduced entirely new concepts.

Student representatives comments
This course was a good introduction to the masterprogramme. For some of us it was a lot repetition from earlier
courses and for some it was more new information. This is because we have different backgrounds. The course was
examined with quizes with 40 questions, each had 4 alternatives of which one were right. These quizes focused
mostly on easy facts and numbers but it would have been more relevant to have questions about the materials and
processes.

Then we had mini projects in groups. We made a report and a presentation for each project. These were good for
learning and discussing different topics. An improvement would be to instead of as a group writing a whole report,
maybe do individual smaller reports so that individual examination is not only based on the quizes. And for the mini
project with AI, we would learn more if we would use AI to make the project and not let AI do all of it for us. 

The on campus week was a bit of a disappointment. We finished early many days and the wrong booking of the visit
to SCA led to a free afternoon. This week could be improved a lot. Focus on things that we cannot do online. Do
more visits and give the visits the time needed. We could have had longer time at BTC, SCA and it would have been
interesting to also visit Umeå Energi, Sävar Såg, Skogforsk... The lectures we had in Umeå could have been the
week before to prepare so that the time in Umeå could have been more well spent.
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