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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2017-12-31   -   2018-01-28 
Answers 15
Number of students 42
Answer frequency 35 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 7
4: 6
5: 1
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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



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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 8
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 6
4: 2
5: 5
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: 15 
Medel: 3,7 
Median: 4 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 34,3 
Median: 31-40 

0-10: 0
11-20: 0
21-30: 7
31-40: 4
41-50: 2
>50: 2
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
Guest lectures and study visits will be re-introduced to the course from the fall of 2018, to spice the lecture series up.
First time ever with students feeling uncomfortable with project inititation, which is unexpected and pedagogically
interesting. Also first time ever with harrassing opposition, which felt like a psychologically insane and difficult
situation. The opponent group was constituted by a single person, which basically is against course rules and will
defintively be avoided in future versions of the course. There are no mathematics tought in the course, but advanced
language that utilises the exact terms of the profession. This may be comprehended as culturallly unfamiliar by more
societally educated students, but breaking such intra-disciplinary barriers is an important course objective.



Student representatives comments
Overall, students seems to be quite satisfied with the course and feel that they have learned a lot of GIS, which is
really good.

Students liked the structure of the course with "theory block" and exam before project work started. Some would like
to have theory lectures connected to ArcGIS exercises together with live demonstrations made by the teachers. 

Students really appreciated the ESRI-part of the course, and enjoyed the excersises provided there. Majority did not
like the lectures, because of: lack of red thread, too much maths in the explanations, over complicated content and
students found it hard to follow the lectures. 

Questions on the exam were too detailed, according to some students. 

Fronter and course page were appreciated by some, while some found it difficult to find relevant information about
different parts of the course. 

Some were really upset about how the project work was initiated. They found it hard to find a group since they did
not know anybody on the course, and did not feel good about initiating project ideas in front of the whole class. It
was hard to find a welcoming group to work with. The general take home message is that students would appreciate
if the teachers did choose the groups so that people would not work with their friends, but get to know other people
with different intrerests and backgrounds. 

The work load varied between different weeks but students seem to be okey with that.

Some comments were made about the presentation day where one of the students was alowed to give hostile
critique to another group presentation - the students feel that the teachers should have stepped in and stopped the
student. 
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