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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 course went well this year and we are very pleased to get such positive feedback! We tried a few new ideas,
particularly in Exercises 3 and 4 which seem to have worked out and raised the bar for the course by adding a
simulation model into the main exercises (previously left to the project for the more adventurous students to attempt).

The intensity of the start to the course remains an issue for some students, though we have undoubtedly improved
on this over recent years (it was good to see positive comments about the 'crash course'). It is a difficult issue
because we have no GIS pre-requisites in order to take ADLA yet need to quickly move onto advanced topics in
order to fit everything in. Ideally this problem could be addressed in earlier years of their degree and | will continue
to advocate for that but we will also look at providing more targeted support to students arriving with no GIS
experience. We will also address flow charts in more detail in Exercise 1.



Generally speaking, ADLA has a great deal more staff contact time with students than a typical Masters level course
in GIS, which it needs because ADLA is not a typical GIS course. The ideal balance, from our students point of view,
between online and campus teaching seems to be a moving target which has varied each year since we first tried
distance teaching in 2020. The trend post pandemic seems to be toward a return to campus teaching and we did
increase campus only moments this year with most seminars and all exercise starting moments taught in person
plus in room supervision on most days. We may do so further but | firmly believe remote supervision to be an
important element in the mix if we are to make higher education more accessible. Overall we find there is less
frustration at lack of timely access to supervision when we are able to extend its availability during the day through
online support but the solution clearly does not suit everyone. We will discuss this within the teaching team again for
next year. One thing which surprised us this year was the degree to which students chose to work on campus. In
contrast to recent years Olympen was often busy despite the legitimate complaints about the physical environment,
on which point | can only agree and shall once again raise this with those responsible for maintenance.

In terms of sustainability, gender and equality, these really sit at the heart of how ADLA teaches GIS. Students are
encouraged to understand how their models can reflect, include or exclude different priorities and perspectives.
Indeed we had a field trip to the excellent "l like maps because they lie" exhibition at Regionmusseet which delved
into the colonialist history of cartography. But it is important to distinguish between teaching why good quality
analysis must be cognisant of these issues in order to be accurate, and taking a position on which issues and
perspectives should be prioritised. Indeed, encouraging student initiative and self reflection on how seemingly minor
choices can bias an analysis is one of the core objectives of the course.

International aspects are a somewhat trickier issue. We improved our score here, which is good to see having made
a specific effort to bring international context in more to the seminar and discussion elements of the course. We
cover many international perspectives in the various lectures, seminars and reading material. We do not, however,
use non-Swedish data in the four exercises. There is an argument for selecting the landscape to best present each
topic, for example visibility analysis in the Andean mountains might well be more engaging. However, | believe it
would make the course less applied and even more demanding because students would have to familiarise
themselves with the intricacies of new data sets and new contexts. Some students choose to base their final project
elsewhere in the world and we always try to support that where we can. However we also warn that this may bring
additional problems compared to working with familiar Swedish datasets. Given few students choose this option for
their projects and that the course is already considered very demanding, | do not find the expressed interest in using
data from other countries in the four exercises sufficiently strong to merit the additional pressure it would place on students.

As the reported hours spent shows, ADLA is certainly a demanding course but it seems this effort is considered
worthwhile and oral feedback did not identify any elements which students felt should be removed. | would like to
thank both students and teachers for their hard work this year.

Student representatives comments

The course was very positively received, with most students expressing high satisfaction across all categories. A
recurring theme in the written comments was appreciation for the pedagogical structure, the tutors' helpfulness, and
the balance between theory and practical application. Several students emphasized how valuable GIS will be in their
future work and that the course successfully conveyed both foundational and advanced aspects of the software and
spatial analysis.

A few students mentioned that the online format posed challenges, particularly for those who preferred on-campus
learning. There were comments suggesting that tutorials would be more effective if held in person, especially during
project work, and that Zoom made real-time interaction and learning from others more difficult. Still, the course's
structure and support helped many overcome these limitations.

Regarding prior knowledge, responses were more mixed. While many found the crash course helpful and the
guidance effective, others felt underprepared or that the pace was too fast, particularly at the start. One student
specifically noted needing more time with the initial tutorials.

Most students found course information to be accessible and clear, though a couple pointed to issues with schedule
clarity or the need for better instructions, particularly around flowcharts in the final project. Similarly, the mix of
lectures, exercises, and literature was generally seen as a strength, but some students expressed a desire for more
targeted support on complex tools and concepts (like flowcharts), suggesting the need for clearer learning objectives
in some parts of the course.

The social learning environment was described as highly inclusive, with consistently high scores and little critical
feedback. Students appreciated the collaborative setting and respectful atmosphere.

Criticism of the physical environment focused mainly on Olympen. Several students noted poor ergonomics, noise
(e.g., beeping and ventilation sounds), and a general need for improved cleanliness. These issues were framed as
part of a broader concern, not unique to this course.

Examinations were praised for offering freedom and allowing students to demonstrate their knowledge in meaningful
ways. One student appreciated the level of autonomy in the final project.



Sustainability and gender/equality dimensions were considered well integrated, with scores reflecting a strong
presence of these themes. While a couple of students noted that these aspects were often dependent on student
initiative, most felt the course handled them appropriately.

International perspectives received a slightly lower rating compared to other aspects. One comment highlighted the
flexibility to apply international contexts, but the general sense was that non-Swedish data and broader global
examples could be more fully integrated.

Students reported high weekly time investment, often over 36 hours, with some noting this could be due to personal
pace or external factors. Despite the workload, the majority of students expressed that they learned a lot and valued
the intensity.
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