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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-06-01   -   2025-06-22 
Answers 2
Number of students 8
Answer frequency 25 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 1 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 2 

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

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



 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 3 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 2 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 1 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 1 

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



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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 1,0 
Median: 1 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 2 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,5 
Median: 2 

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

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 1 

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

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

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 25,0 
Median: 16-25 

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

13.   If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?

 
Answers: 2 
Medel: 3,0 
Median: 1 

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

 



14.   If relevant, please share what worked well when participating in teaching on distance

15.   If relevant, please share what worked less well when participating in teaching on distance

Course leaders comments
 No comments from the teacher 

Student representatives comments
Student representative comments 

During the spring term of 2025 8 students within the master's programme Outdoor environments for health and
wellbeing participated in this course, Health promoting outdoor environments (MP0008). This document will present
a summary of the course evaluations made by the students, during 8th of May 2025 at the last meeting of the
course, where the students and both course leaders participated. This summary document will also include the
results of the written course evaluation answered by 2 out of 8 students. Below a summary of the oral evaluation and
comments in the written evaluation is presented in 4 themes, followed by a short summary of the written evaluation.

1. Good things about the course - to keep in the future:

Generally, the students expressed several positive things about the course in the oral course evaluation defined as
good things about the course to keep in the future, regarding the:

groupwork; the groupwork was experienced as inspiring as well as nice due to that one could talk to
eachother and work togheter instead of just writing individual work as in other courses. It was experienced as
bringing more angagement and creativity by some students. Some students expereinced that the group
contract and the focus of talking togheter about group processes in the beginning of the course helped. It
layed a ground for the comming collaboration within the group as well as the oportunity to decide time and
dates for the weekly group meeting trhoughout the course. Some students experienced that the weekly
meetings worked out well online.
structure of the course: the structure of the different parts of the group assignment (draft 1 and draft 2) was
experienced as supportive and good. Creating opportunity to begin with the background and then narrow
down to the point as well as to recive feedback and re-write the text afterwards supported us to find better
sturcture in the work. Some students experienced that there was a large amount of creative freedom (choice,
site, user group) in the course which made room for a lot of creativity and interest areas for the students to select.
course administration: Some students thought it would be an interesting course to take at the beginning of
the master's programme. While some other students thought the oposite that the course would be better to
take at the middle or end of the programe to be able to try out some new tools learned during the master
programme. The practical and creative charachter of the course gives this oportunity.

2. Things to improve about the course in the future:

Several students participated with thoughts around what to improve for future courses regarding the:

individual assignment; Several students expressed that they felt that there was not much time for the
individual assignment at the end of the course and that this may have created some pressure and stress. A
suggestion from some of the students during the oral evaluation was to find a way to grade parts of the
groupwork as well, next to the individual work, which would create opportunity as well to look into and
recognize the amount of work each group member has put in he groupwork. This might according to some of
the students create less pressure by not writing the only graded paper at the end of the semester. Another
suggestion regarding the individual assignment from some students was to take away the individual project
plan from the assignment and only focus the individual work to discuss methodology, results and the group
process to make it simpler.
structure of the course: According to several students some of the lectures during the course was
experienced as not as useful for the main project of the course. One student wished for more quality lectures
and some students whised for more time to practice the practical tools and work that one were about to do in
the group project. One suggestion from some students was to create a practical lecture on how to make
birdview maps since some students does not have this experience from before. Another suggestion was to



have more practical guidance of how to do a SWOT analysis and of the rpocess of creating a project proposal.

Some students expressed that it was easy to think a bit “to big” in the beginning regarding the group project and
would have wished for a more detailed description of the group assignment and some more guidance of how many
interviews, landscape analysis etc. that one were supposed to do. Not everyone in the group felt that they could
follow all steps required in the course and have an overview over everything that one must do. At the same time as
some students expressed that they appreciated the amount of freedom for the group work in the course as
mentioned above.

course administration: Only students from the master program can register, which resulted in very few
people in the course (8) and only two groupworks. If more people could apply then more groups could have
been organized and more diverse projects could have taken place, which would have create more opportunity
to learn from each other.
group work: regarding the weekly meetings in the project group some students suggested to have more
occasions scheduled in the course to meet up in the large group to then divide into the project groups, to
creating extra occasions besides the modules to support the groups to meet regularly. On student comment
that the course just relied on the group work and if the weekly meetings does not work out it may become
hard and that the group work was needed to be done on distance was experienced as challenging by some
students.

Another suggestion that did not come up in the evaluations is to have some form of logbook at Canvas for the
students to fill in regarding who participated in each group meeting to be able to follow if some students
regularly does not participate.

3. Things you bring with you from this course:

Several students express that the group work and project proposal was very practical, the most practical assigment
in the whole masters program, especially if it is used in real life. A good example of how one could use the different
tools and knowledges one have learned throughout the master´s. Giving an ide of how to organize a similar project
in real life.

The experience of doing the project proposal in a group was helpful. Everyone brought in different perspectives.

Some students express that they learned new ways of practicing the SWOT analysis as well as that the process and
writing the report in the group assignment was a great practice for the master´s thesis.

Some students bring with them the group process and all persons, conversations and discussions in the group.

4. Tips to students taking this course in the future:
Meet regularly with the group, decide dates in the beginning of the course and stick to your meetings.
Make use of the group work and collaborate.
One can make a zoom link through the student account at SLU that is valid the whole semester whoch could
be a great help for easy access to the group meetings.
If the group work does not work out well take support from the cours leaders the are engaged and very
supportive.

5. A summary of the written evaluation 

The two students that answered the written evaluation had very different experiences of the course and their overall
impression of the course was 1 respectively 5 on a scale between 1-5. To the question if they found the course
content to have clear links to the learning objectives they answered 2 respectively 5 and if their prior knowledge was
sufficient for them to benefit from the course they answered 3 respectively 4. On the question if the information about
the course was easily accessible, they answered 2 respectively 4 and, on the question, if the various course
components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported their learning they answered 1 respectively
5. On the question if the social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion they
answered 1 respectively 5. On the question if the examinations provided opportunity to demonstrate what they had
learnt during the course they answered 2 respectively 5. On the questions if the course included a gender and
equality aspects and international perspective, they answered 1 respectively 5. On average they have spent 25 hours
per week working with the course and they're on their overall experience of how it worked to all or part of the course
online they responded 1 respectively 5.

Conclusions 

The number of respondents in the written evaluation is low and not representing the whole group of students but
might still be the be informative for further development of the course. Several strengths, ideas and suggestions
around the course have been presented during the evaluations and I hope that this was a clear summary from the
evaluations. Several students have experienced the course as inspiring, creative and an opportunity to try out
practical tools and knowledge gained in the master´s program. If the weekly meetings in the groups do not work out
well or the collaboration in the group are challenged by different aspects a more vulnerable situation occurs, and I
encourage future students to take support from the engaged course leaders in the group processes.
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