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Answers 11
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Answer frequency 55 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 9



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 6
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: 4,4 
Median: 4 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 11 
Medel: 34,5 
Median: 26-35 

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

Course leaders comments
 No comments from the teacher 

Student representatives comments

Overall Impression

The course is generally viewed as very interesting, enjoyable, and one of the stronger courses in the students

 



different Master's programme. Students appreciated the applied nature, diverse lecturers, and real-world
relevance. However, many expected more practical and field-based activities, especially given the unique
location at Grimsö and proximity to forests and ongoing research.

Course Management & Information Accessibility

Course management was perceived as good overall.
Canvas structure could be improved:

Materials would be easier to find if organized week-by-week using modules, rather than by lecturer
names.

Lecture slides were sometimes uploaded late or were difficult to locate.

Posting PowerPoints in a more timely manner would improve learning.

Coordination of many guest lecturers could improve schedual -> is acknowledged as challenging by the
teachers.

Prior Knowledge

Students felt that prior knowledge in ecology (already a course requirement) was necessary and
sufficient to benefit from the course.

Some lectures became difficult to follow when species-specific discussions assumed a deeper background
than all students had.

Lectures: Relevance, Level & Format

Lectures were generally considered relevant and informative, with a strong applied focus.

The wolf lectures were popular but could be condensed to allow time for additional species (e.g. beaver,
badger).

Some content was repetitive (e.g. African Swine Fever, wild boar), and repetition beyond brief reinforcement
reduced available time for other activities.

Interactive and discussion-based lectures were especially appreciated (e.g. the trust lecture and
value-based discussions).

Suggestions for improvement:

Convert some lectures into seminars to support discussion and reflection.

Reduce lecture volume slightly to avoid overload.

Clarify which guest lectures (or what part of the lectures) are examinable to help students focus their
learning.

Field Exercises & Practical Components

Field exercises were seen as highly relevant, but students strongly requested more of them.

There was a clear desire for hands-on experience, some examples were:

Camera trapping (programming, placement, data review)

Pellet counts, scat collection, browsing damage assessments

Demonstrations of feeding stations

Identifying dens (e.g. foxes, badgers)

Using GPS collars and VHF transmitters

Students expressed interest in being more involved in ongoing research at Grimsö, including the possibility
of joining researchers during fieldwork, even on weekends or afternoons.



of joining researchers during fieldwork, even on weekends or afternoons.

Several students stated they would prefer fewer lectures in exchange for more fieldwork.

Course Literature

Literature was generally considered interesting and relevant, though some texts were perceived as 
challenging.

Reading instructions and short notes were highly appreciated and helped students manage difficult material.

Literature is best kept as recommended rather than mandatory, given the already lecture-heavy workload.

Learning Environment & Inclusivity

The social learning environment was described as inclusive and respectful.

Discussions allowed for diverse opinions, especially in lectures addressing trust, values, and perspectives.

Students felt heard and respected during debates.

Physical Learning Environment

The physical setting at Grimsö was viewed very positively, especially the close access to forested areas.

Limited access to cars made it harder for some students to explore the area independently.

Borrowing cars on weekends was suggested -> teachers acknowledged existing government restrictions.

Examination & Assessment

The exam generally reflected the learning objectives, but:

Some questions were unclear in wording.

Due to the high number of lectures, not all content could be examined.

Students requested clearer communication about which lectures or guest talks were not included in
the exam , to reduce uncertainty and workload.

Gender, Equality & Diversity

Gender and equality were not a major focus of the course content.

Students noted a balanced gender representation among lecturers and felt teaching practices were fair.

International Perspectives

The course was strongly focused on Swedish and Scandinavian wildlife management, which students
largely felt was appropriate.

International comparisons were included and appreciated, but could be expanded.

International students noted that aspects such as hunting culture and forest-use rules were sometimes
taken for granted.



A short introduction or announcement about hunting seasons, safety, and local customs (e.g.
berry/mushroom picking) would be helpful.

Workload

The workload was considered reasonable.

The course was lecture-heavy, meaning less time was availiable for independent study.

Estimated time investment: 36–45 hours per week.
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