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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-10-28   -   2025-11-16 
Answers 18
Number of students 25
Answer frequency 72 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 5,0 
Median: 5 

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



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 2
5: 13
No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 29,0 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 1
16-25: 6
26-35: 6
36-45: 3
≥46: 2
No opinion: 0

Additional own questions

13.   What is your opinion about WEEK 36 (Course Introduction)?
(LÖ, MF, EE, KB, TN)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0



3: 1
4: 1
5: 15
No opinion: 1

14.   What is your opinion about the field- and labwork (WEEKS 37/38/39)?
(LÖ, MF)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

15.   What is your opinion about the Tjeggelvas group reports? (LÖ, MF)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

16.   What is your opinion about the interview project including preparation of questions, the written report
and oral presentation? (EE)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 4
5: 13
No opinion: 0

17.   What is your opinion about the outdoor fire/cooking experiments and wood-carving (October 14)?

 



 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

18.   What is your opinion about WEEK 38 (Forest Disturbance & Disturbance History) and WEEK 40
(Conservation, Cultural Legacies & Management)?
(TJ, MG1, EE, AG)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

19.   What is your opinion about WEEK 41 (Forest Management History)?
(LÖ, EE, AP, WL)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

20.   What is your opinion about WEEK 42 (Long-term Human Land Use)?
(LÖ, TA, GN, AMR)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 1
5: 16



No opinion: 0

21.   What is your opinion about WEEK 43 (Forest Vegetation History & Pollen Analysis)
(JK, ML, MK)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

22.   What is your opinion about WEEK 44 (International Forest History)?
(KB, NT, MB)

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

23.   What is your opinion about the examination forms at the course (Tjeggelvas group report, interview
report and presentation, abstract writing, posters and minor seminar reports + additional task for higher
grades)?

 
Answers: 18 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

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

24.   Is there anything else that you want to tell the course leaders and which might be helpful for us in future
courses?



Course leaders comments
The overall impression the students had of the course was very positive (4.8/5), some even commented that it was
one of their ”absolute favourite” courses they had ever taken and that it's a course that ”everyone needs to do”. They
found that the content was clearly linked to the learning objectives and that the various components of the course
supported their learning.

In addition to the standard questions, we also asked for the students' opinions about each individual week/module
and got highly positive feedback throughout (≥ 4.7/5). This shows that the diversity of the course was very
appreciated and that even though we cover many different topics, the students still found that the individual modules
were connected and that there was a common thread throughout the course. Like the diversity in content, they also
appreciated the different examination forms (reports, seminars, extra tasks for higher grades etc.) and the
combination of field, lab, and computer work, as well as the excursion to Grössjön and the fire experiment day.

The grading system of mandatory assignments to pass the course and completing extra tasks for higher grades
explains why we saw quite a lot of variation in the number of hours spent on the course each week (median 26-35).
We also suspect that some students might have underestimated the time they spent each week since we already
had an average of 16 hours per week scheduled for lectures, seminars, lab work etc. which doesn't include any time
they had to spend on analysing their data and writing their mandatory reports, preparing and conducting their
interview, preparing for seminars, extra tasks etc. We are aware that students that choose not to do any extra tasks
spend less time on the course, however, we firmly believe that everyone who does want to complete extra tasks for
grade 4 and 5 should be able to do so with a reasonable workload during the course. Additionally, more hours spent
doesn't necessarily equate to a better learning outcome: A few students commented that they are simply good at
managing their time and work very efficiently. One student also stressed that even though they only wanted to pass
the course and hence invested less time, they still think that the quality of the course is very high and that it's “en av
de bästa kurserna som finns tillgängliga”.

Next year, we will make a few additions to the course such as including a field component of historical forest
restoration related to forestry and reindeer herding and more mandatory seminars to up the time the students need
to invest to simply pass the course. We will also develop the Vegetation History module by adding new lectures,
more lab work and another seminar. We will also meet with the groups during the first week of the course to discuss
their aims and plans for the fieldwork and answer any potential questions for a smoother first day out in the forest.

Finally, we really value the positive feedback we got from the students and their clear appreciation of the course. It
has been a very stimulating time for us teachers with such an engaged group of students.

- Magdalena Fassl, Elle Eriksson, Lars Östlund

Student representatives comments
The course was highly appreciated (4,8/5) for the quality of its lecturers, the knowledge taught, and the balance
between lectures, fieldwork, and readings. It was, for some of us, the best course ever!

The varied lectures and the unique emphasis on practical knowledge were much appreciated. The learning
environment was positive both academically and socially and gender equality was also respected.

Student's previous study could make some lectures a bit harder to understand for some of us but overall, prior
knowledge was sufficient for all of us.

Workload was reasonable and flexible, with no final exam, allowing us to choose how much time we want to spend
in the course and how much do we want to learn.

The extra task was a good way to deepen understanding on a specific subject of our choice, depending on our
personal motivation.

The fieldtrip week offered a unique experience in northern Sweden's old-growth forests, providing valuable insight
into research methods. Group work was sometimes challenging, and smaller groups with clearer goals would be
better. Additionally, more instructions and defining the aims before the trip could be useful since some of us were a
bit lost at the beginning. Other labworks and fieldworks were also interesting and the one on conservation values
assessment could be even expanded. The labwork and lecture about machine learning could also be more
developed since most of us haven't studied the subject before.

Finally, a lot of aspect in forest history has been discussed but there might some room to add a few lectures on
others forest history subjects less discussed like Southern forest history (tar production, potash...) for example.



In one word, a course that we recommend !
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