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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2024-05-26 - 2024-06-16
Answers 13

Number of students 25

Answer frequency 52 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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No opinion: 0

| found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
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3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.
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4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
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5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.
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6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.
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7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
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8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what | had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).
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9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).
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10. | 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).
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11. The course covered international perspectives.
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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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Course leaders comments

The students expressed that they learned a lot during the course. The learning activities, social working
environment, sustainability perspective, and international perspective all scored high in the evaluation. The students
especially mentioned the study trip, many of the lectures, and the good access to tutoring as valuable.

Since there was a low presence at the tutoring and other learning activities earlier years we chose this year(2024),to
have more compulsory activities and more check-ups. Students commented that they considered them too many. As
teachers, we saw a big improvement in the students' results this year, which we believe relates to a higher presence
at the learning activities.

The literature was appreciated. The students call for more time to criticize and reflect on the literature, on their own
and at the seminars. We will consider that for next year.



Students commented that the structure on Canvas was difficult to navigate. We will make changes for next year in
line with suggestions.

The students felt that the written exam was stressful with too many open questions. As this was the first time there
was a written exam, we didn't have any examples of good enough answers to hand out in advance. We will use the
comments and suggestions we got to improve the exam for next year.

We are very thankful for all the comments and suggestions that will help us keep improving the course.

/Sofia, Bodil, and the rest of the course team.

Student representatives comments

Summary - What we learned & Advice to prospect students

« You will learn a lot of ecological principles, opinions, arguments (and a lot about green roofs and the
relationship between substrates, biodiversity).

« How to design for specific species on a small scale.

e Changes your perspective on landscape architecture!
¢ Engaging lecturers & teachers and interesting literature.
« But a bit stressful. Too much compulsory.

e Messy canvas structure and difficult to find the right information

Work load

« Good with precise scheduling — easier to allocate time and be constantly interested, but would be beneficial
with more free time.

« Stressful to have constant check-ups of “have you completed?” - overexaminating each criteria. Feels like the
level to pass is very high.

* Mismatch in “the seminar questions are for your own good” and “this is compulsory”.

e Too easy for LA students — maybe dig deeper into species specific ecology

Course information & Learning objecctives

¢ Hard to find instructions and what moments are passed. No clear hierarchy of information.
e Too much going on at the same time, with confusing to look at the assignments, bookings, mails etc.
« Stressful with constant canvas notifications grading of "active participation” '

o Market that the course is about green roofs — or tone down green roofs since it isn't a learning criteria

Lectures, Literature, excursions



« Great literature, in depth, species specific — but maybe give us more time for this — to reflect properly! And
some of the literature is too basic (same as in LA bachelor).

« Rewarding study-trip to Malmé had interesting examples. Most people think it's good in may.

¢ Very interesting lectures, but not enough time for posing questions after lectures. Unnecessary with seminar
questions to lectures.

Seminars

e Good to produce own questions to the seminar — a lot of learning

* There was no space of criticizing the literature or the lectures at the seminars, since we had to provide
questions with the answers referenced from the literature/lectures/excursions.

Design proposal, Peer review & Tutoring

« Nice way to apply ecological principles, but could we design something else than green roofs?

« Spoiled with tutoring ?? — but maybe more moments with a spontaneous tutoring with waiting lists (instead
of booked)? More tutoring with ecologists?

« Better to be able to change more things after peer-review? Not hand in peer-review notes?

e Confusing if peer-reviews were supposed to be before or after presentation.

Exam

* Not enough time - too many questions and too long questions and problematic that you need to have 100% to
get right on a question. Don't bring in new things (UIf Nordfjell) we haven't talked about.

« May not be the right form of examination — more interesting with essay or final seminar. Too complicated
dilemmas to have a short exam on. Remove exam? — Write a PM instead to reflect on articles? A final
seminar?

e Can we have 1st and 2nd examination earlier? Right after reading literature?

Genus, international perspectives, sustainability

* Not so much about economic sustainability

Teaching environment



« Difficult to change ritsal
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