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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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



 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 4 

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

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 3,8 
Median: 3 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 4 
Medel: 35,0 
Median: 36-45 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 1
26-35: 0
36-45: 3
≥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: 4,3 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 1
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
(In English below)

Detta var andra upplagan av kursen i det nya Masterprogrammet Industrial Wood Supply Management. Det var
också andra gången som kursen gavs i ett hybridformat, dvs som både campus- och distanskurs. Det upplägget gör
att det blir två kursvärderingar, som har varsin kursrepresentant men som av kursansvarig behandlas tillsammans
och får samma kommentar – men där campus- och/eller distansspecifika saker givetvis lyfts då det finns behov.

Det mesta av de barnsjukdomar som kursen drogs med under förra året har åtgärdats, Exempelvis har
gruppindelningarna justerats utifrån återkopplingen från i fjol, och fungerade i år bra (ytterligare gjorda ändringar
nämns nedan). Som en följd av utvecklingen fick kursen också bra omdömen. Kursens helhetsintryck var 4,5 för
campusstudenterna och 4,0 för distansstudenterna, med ett svarsantalsviktat medel på 4,4 (4,2 i fjol). Studenterna
gav generellt bra poäng med få kommentarer, men det finns vissa förbättringsområden både utifrån studenternas
återkoppling och lärarlagets upplevelser.

Det som har varit kursens största problemområde är den fysiska infrastrukturen, och då i form av att få tillförlitlig
ljudupptagning från de som pratar i undervisningssalen Sälgen till de som är med på distans. AV-stöd har gjort sitt
bästa i samband med de många felanmälningarna, och det har funkat bra i perioder för att sedan funka väldigt dåligt
i perioder. Problemen löstes inte under kursen, utan fortsatta även i efterföljande masterprogramskurs. Från
AV-stöds håll är bästa gissningen att det handlar om problem med wifi-uppkopplingen. Oavsett anledning så vill
såväl lärarlag som studenter poängtera att det är helt avgörande att infrastrukturen funkar för att denna typ av
hybridprogram ska kunna genomföras! När väl mikrofonerna funkade så funkade hybridundervisningen mycket bra.

12 av 15 studenter (80%) angav att de lade ned 36-45 timmar i veckan, medan två studenter lade ned mindre och
en student lade ned mer tid. Så den genomsnittliga arbetsinsatsen i kursen är på en bra nivå, och även om det
upplevas finnas ojämnhet under kursen. Det är dock betydligt färre kommentarer om detta än tidigare år, så de
insatser som gjorts inför i år har gett utdelning. Det finns dock ändå anledning att se över vissa särskilt hektiska
moment, för att få arbetsbelastningen ännu jämnare.

Utifrån studenternas återkoppling så är det tydligt att den kursdel som har störst utvecklingsbehov är the Stock
capacity exercise, för att arbetsbelastningen ska bli rimlig och för att den bättre ska bidra till lärande och förstå dess
bidrag och koppling till övriga delar av kursen.

Kursens examination följer modellen med att det löpande lämnas in deluppgifter som examineras och bidrar till
slutbetyget. I denna kursversion hade andelen individuella uppgifter ökats, och andelen gruppuppgifter minskat
utifrån återkopplingen från förra årets kursvärdering. Med samma grund så har också inlämningsuppgifter inför
litteraturseminarier införts för att säkerställa att studenterna förbereder sig inför diskussionerna.
Examinationsupplägget uppskattas generellt av studenterna eftersom de betar av examinationen bit för bit och det
bidrar till att hålla en hög – men förhållandevis jämn – arbetsnivå under kursen, jämfört med om det skulle vara en
enda sluttenta. Det finns dock utrymme för fortsatt utveckling, baserat på både studenternas återkoppling och
lärarnas insikter. Dels så finns det utrymme för tydligare kriterier och kommunikation kring poängsättningen för varje
enskild uppgift (inklusive återkoppling på uppgifterna), och dels kan poängfördelningen mellan uppgifterna behöva
justeras för att bättre spegla arbetsinsatsen. Dels så innebär de många uppgifterna en hög arbetsbelastning för
lärarna, i form av många rättningar. Så detta kommer fortsatt trimmas in, och en studentkommentar om att minska
ned på reflekterandet och ”textskrivandet” i övningsrapporter för att istället lägga till en syntetiseringsreflexion i slutet
av en längre del av kursen låter som en intressant väg för att förbättra studenternas lärande samt arbetsinsatsen för
både studenter och lärare.

Sist men inte minst så tackar vi lärare för påminnelsen om att det är viktigt att vi lärare fullt ut ställer om till att kursen
numera har en mix av studenter från olika kandidatprogram, och inte bara ”på gammal vana” tänker att alla har gått
ett specifikt program och har läst de kurser som finns i det programmet. Utifrån kursvärderingen och
studentrepresentanternas återkoppling så är det inga problem med nivån och innehållet i kursen, utan kursen funkar
för den blandade studentgruppen. Så det handlar bara om att tänka på hur vi lärare uttrycker oss om förväntningar
på tidigare kunskaper och lästa kurser.

Vi lärare tackar alla studenter som besvarat kursvärderingen, som gör att vi får återkoppling på vårt arbete och bra
underlag för hur vi kan förbättra kursen.



In English:

This was the second edition of the course in the new Master's programme Industrial Wood Supply Management. It
was also the second time the course was delivered in a hybrid format, i.e., both as an on-campus and a distance
course. This setup results in two course evaluations, each with its own course representative, but they are
addressed combined by the course coordinator and receive the same overall comment – with campus- and/or
distance-specific issues highlighted when relevant.

Most of the start-up problems the course experienced last year have been addressed. For example, the creation of
groups was adjusted based on feedback from last year and worked well this year (more changes are mentioned
below). Hence, the course received a good rating. The overall impression of the course was 4.5 for campus students
and 4.0 for distance students, with a response-rate-weighted average of 4.4 (4.2 last year). Students generally gave
good ratings with few comments, but there are some areas for improvement based on both student feedback and
the teaching team's experiences.

The course's main problem area has been the physical infrastructure, specifically ensuring reliable audio capture
from those speaking in the classroom Sälgen to those participating remotely. AV support has done its best in
response to the many fault reports, and the system has worked well during certain periods and very poorly during
others. The problems were not resolved during the course but continued into the subsequent course of the master's
program. From the AV support team's perspective, the best guess is that the issue is related to the Wi-Fi connection.
Regardless of the cause, both the teaching team and the students want to emphasize that it is absolutely crucial for
the infrastructure to function properly in order for this type of hybrid programme to be feasible. When the
microphones worked, the hybrid teaching functioned very well.

Twelve out of fifteen students (80%) reported spending 36–45 hours per week on the course, while two students
spent less time and one student spent more. The average workload is therefore at a good level, even though some
unevenness is still perceived during the course. However, there are significantly fewer comments about this than in
previous years, so the measures taken this year have had a positive effect. There is still reason to review certain
particularly intensive components in order to achieve an even more balanced workload.

Based on student feedback, it is clear that the course component with the greatest need for development is the Stock
Capacity Exercise, in order to ensure a reasonable workload and to help it better contribute to learning, as well as
clarify its purpose and connection to other parts of the course.

The course examination follows a model where assignments are submitted continuously, assessed, and contribute to
the final grade. In this version of the course, the proportion of individual assignments was increased and the
proportion of group assignments decreased based on feedback from last year's course evaluation. On the same
basis, written submissions prior to literature seminars were introduced to ensure that students prepare for
discussions. The examination format is generally appreciated by students, as it allows them to complete the
assessment step by step and helps maintain a high – yet relatively even – level of work throughout the course,
compared to having a single final exam. However, there is still room for further development based on both student
feedback and teachers' insights. There is scope for clearer criteria and communication regarding the grading of each
individual assignment (including feedback on the assignments), and the distribution of points between assignments
may need to be adjusted to better reflect the workload. The many assignments also result in a high workload for
teachers due to extensive marking. The examination model will therefore be fine-tuned further, and a student
suggestion to reduce the amount of reflection and “text writing” in exercise reports and instead add a synthesizing
reflection at the end of a longer course segment sounds like an interesting way to improve student learning as well
as the workload for both students and teachers.

Last but not least, we teachers appreciate the reminder that it is important for us to fully adapt to the fact that the
course now includes a mix of students from different bachelor's programmes, and not simply assume “out of old
habit” that everyone has completed a specific programme and taken the courses included in that programme. Based
on the course evaluation and feedback from student representatives, there are no issues with the level or content of
the course; it works well for the mixed student group. It is simply a matter of being mindful of how we as teachers
express expectations regarding prior knowledge and previously completed courses.

We teachers would like to thank all students who responded to the course evaluation, which provides us with
valuable feedback on our work and a solid basis for further improving the course.

Student representatives comments
The course is structured with lectures, exercises, relevant literature and a well-structured canvas page. It was easy
to follow the course's workflow as one part replaces the other and the different parts are divided into modules.
Criticism of the course is mostly directed at the examinations. Each exercise, guest lecture and literature seminar is
examined with a report or individual reflection. Some exercises have been allocated a short time to complete the
exercises, understand and delve into what the exercise entails. Before you even have time to understand what you
have done, you should present your results and then move on to the next part. Then when you write the reflection on
the literature seminars and guest lectures, you should only address what applies to that reflection. It would be more
rewarding for us students if the examinations were fewer but more well-thought-out. It is suggested that the



rewarding for us students if the examinations were fewer but more well-thought-out. It is suggested that the
reflections after each guest lecture and literature seminar be combined into a larger module reflection where you can
take in everything you have learned and can reason about a larger perspective and include all parts in the module.

Another thing to work on for next year is to make sure that all lecturers understand that not everyone taking the
course has taken the forestry program in Umeå. Many teachers did not go through several important exercise
introductions or did it a bit quickly because they thought that everyone recognized what was being talked about and
had done it before. It would be more fair if the teachers went through everything thoroughly so that everyone could
have a chance to understand what to do.

Studying the course remotely works very well except when the sound in Sälgen does not work properly. Then it is
difficult to keep up and have an exchange with those in the room.

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

mailto:support@slu.se

