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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 9
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: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 36,0 
Median: 36-45 

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

Additional own questions

13.   Any thoughts about the Checkpoints - were they helpful or not? If so, in what way?

13.   Did you miss any topic or subject in the course? If so, what?

13.   Any other suggestions for improvement of the course that you would like to add?



13.   What new knowledge did you gain in this course?

Course leaders comments
A majority of the course participants responded to the course evaluation, and the respondents were overall positive
to the course. Most of the respondents felt that they had sufficient knowledge to benefit from the course, and a few
students wrote that some of the contents were too basic. The aim of the course is to keep it on an advanced level,
and our experience is that for most students this is the case. However, it is a challenge to find a balance, since the
participants' background is diverse. Therefore, the first two “basic” weeks include new content for some, but is
repetition for others. Individual feedback from the teachers on the students´weekly presentations was asked for. If
this feasible and warranted is something we will discuss for the future courses. Overall, the information about the
course was easily accessible. If scheduled activities have to change with short notice, which may happen, we do our
best to postpone the lecture within a suitable time frame, instead of excluding it from the course. A few students
mentioned that instructions to the lectures or exams could have been more detailed; this is something we will
investigate before next course. Most students agreed to a high degree that the course contents had supported their
learning, and we received constructive feedback on some of the learning moments. Some students felt that more
animal welfare assessment, problem solving and animal protection were warranted in the course, but some students
also noted that they gained new knowledge about e.g. legislation. We have continuously included more of this, but
we will investigate if more welfare assessment and legal aspects could be included in future courses. The
examinations seem to have provided an opportunity to demonstrate what the respondents had learnt during the
course, while the checkpoints were helpful for most students, but suggestions in the course evaluation may be
considered. Overall, it was a pleasure to teach in this course, with an overall ambitious and inspiring group of students.

Student representatives comments
The response rate for the course evaluation was 78% and the overall impression of the course was positive with a
mean rating of 4,2 out of 5. Students considered their prior knowledge sufficient (mean 4,6) and reported gaining new
knowledge in areas such as animal welfare, legislation at both national and EU levels and in systems thinking.
However, some students thought that not all lectures were on “advanced level” and that it would be beneficial to
change the order of some lectures. On average, students reported spending approximately 36 hours per week on
the course with a median workload of 36–45 hours. 

The social learning environment was inclusive and respectful (mean 4,6). Although some noted that the ethics
discussions could be improved and that participation was sometimes limited during discussions. The physical
learning environment was also seen as appreciated (mean 4,4), although some students experienced issues with the
internet. Regarding gender and equality aspects in both content and teaching practices, the course evaluation was
generally positive (mean 4,6), although a few students noted minor imbalances in participation during discussions.

The course covered aspects of sustainable development (including environmental, social and financial sustainability)
with a mean of 4,8. The course also covered international perspectives (mean 4,9) but a few students suggested
that it was sometimes too focused on EU level and could be broadened to better reflect the global background of the
student group. The course content was largely perceived as relevant and aligned with the learning objectives (mean
4,0). Some students found the instructions, particularly for the animal protection exam, unclear and requested more
detailed instructions. While presentations were appreciated, students missed clearer feedback. A suggestion was to
reallocate time from the sentience discussions to more practical, case-based animal welfare and protection topics. 

The information about the course was generally seen as easily accessible (mean 4,7). However, some students
noted that schedule changes were occasionally communicated very late, sometimes on the same day, and that the
instructions for various course tasks could be more specific and detailed. Students felt that the various course
components (including lectures, course literature and exercises) supported their learning with a mean of 4,5. A few
students highlighted and appreciated the group work on systems mapping but requested more time, placement
earlier in the course and clearer instructions. Additionally, some students suggested having fewer presentations and
more advanced lectures. Students generally felt that the examinations provided a good opportunity to demonstrate
their learning (mean 4,6). Some suggested that more detailed feedback would enhance the learning experience and
that consistency in oral examination questions could be improved.

Students generally found the checkpoints helpful for reflecting on key messages during lectures, although a few
found them less useful or somewhat stressful. Some suggested allowing checkpoints to cover multiple lectures or
theme-weeks, rather than requiring three points from a single lecture.

Some students expressed a desire for more coverage of animal welfare and protection, mainly on protection,
including welfare assessments, protection cases (real-life examples of how animal protection laws are applied and
enforced) and how inspections are conducted. A few also requested more problem-solving assignments and lectures
focusing on horses. Additionally, some felt that the complex systems project could have been better planned or
allowed more time. Other students did not identify any missing topics.



allowed more time. Other students did not identify any missing topics.

Students suggested several improvements to the course. Many requested more practical assignments, such as
case-based exercises (with photos) and study visits, to strengthen skills in animal welfare assessments and the
application of legislation. Several students highlighted the need for more detailed and constructive feedback on
presentations as well as adjustments to the scheduling and frequency of weekly presentations to reduce workload
and stress. They suggested changing the order so that the systems mapping presentation takes place earlier in the
course and the individual presentation on welfare indicators as the last presentation, allowing more time for
preparation for the home exam. The systems mapping project was considered very interesting but students
suggested extending the group work from one week to two weeks, including a full day for the introduction and
moving its placement to earlier or mid-course instead of the current schedule to allow for deeper engagement. Some
students recommended increasing the depth of lectures on topics such as voluntourism, One Welfare and the
implementation of the 3Rs. 

Students reported gaining new knowledge in several areas. Many highlighted learning more about animal welfare
legislation at both national and EU levels as well as the work of NGOs and regulations in different sectors. Several
students valued the systems mapping exercises 
and student presentations for understanding complex systems. Some students noted a better understanding of how
scientific animal welfare concepts relate to ethical theories and how to apply normative ethical frameworks to
real-world dilemmas. Some students also noted gaining insights into the role of animal welfare within sustainable
development goals and some indicated improvements in their language and comprehension skills through reading
and engaging with course materials.
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