R

SLU

Landscape Architecture Theory, Methodology & Practice
LK0408, 20061.2425

15 Hp

Pace of study = 100%

Education cycle = Advanced
Course leader = Caroline Dahl

Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-01-12 - 2025-02-02
Answers 27

Number of students 32

Answer frequency 84 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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2. |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

No comments from the teacher

Student representatives comments

Evaluation Landscape Achitecture Theory, Methodology & Practice

LK0408 2024-11-01 to 2025-01-19



Overall, the students found the course interesting and provoking, although they feared it would be very theoretical at
the beginning. It is a helpful course to learn how to read, comment and write academic papers on landscape
architecture. It has helped to enter the world of academic research and will help them in their future research. In
terms of the framework of the course, the different components of the course have supported the students' learning.
Some of the classrooms were criticized for being noisy or uncomfortable. Also, more printed literature distributed at
the beginning of the course would have been great. Regarding the literature seminar, the structure and organization
was appreciated. The literature was relevant to the topics of the seminars and was interesting. The seminars
themselves were well structured and divided. The different tasks of visualizing, summarizing and presenting showed
how to approach literature in a different way that doesn't make it too boring. Some small suggestions for
improvement were made, such as including literature from a wider range of continents. The task of summarizing was
seen as very time-consuming. It was therefore suggested that the texts for this would be narrowed down. The short
time frame for presenting the texts was also seen as a challenge. The open discussions in the seminars are seen as
interesting, inclusive and useful. However, the length of the literature seminars was a challenge and dragged on a bit
as most groups had already discussed much of the literature in their reading groups. The reading groups received
very good feedback and were useful in many ways, including simply getting to know each other better. The work
contract did not seem necessary to everyone. The office visits were liked a lot. Especially the variety of offices. This
could be improved by adding a visit to a small planning office as well as the large office of the white architects. The
visit to Perstorp, a municipality without a landscape architect, was considered very interesting. However, it included
some information that was not considered relevant to landscape architecture. For example, a visit to a swimming
pool and a sports hall. It would have been nice to skip the task of summarizing these visits or to move itto a
discussion, as a summary written by 15 people is a difficult task and didn't lead to any new insights. It would have
been nice to see more obvious examples of how different theories from the literature have been used in the practice
of being a landscape architect. The task of writing a critique received positive feedback as it shows how to use the
literature read and how to think differently about a site. It was nice to have access to other students' presentations or
papers while reading for inspiration as there was no clear method of writing a critique. Working in pairs was seen as
difficult by some students, especially staying within the word limit, but appreciated by others as it helped with
reflection. It was suggested that the target sites should be introduced a bit earlier to allow more time to look at them.
Also, a bit more feedback from the supervisor at later stages would be appreciated. The additional guest lectures
were generally seen as useful to the course, although one student asked that the seminar on publishing be removed.
Things that could be added to the course in general are an extra day to prepare the opposition to classmates'
presentations, projects for critique that are close enough to do a site visit and a visual overview of the course at the beginnir
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