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Answers 33
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Answer frequency 64 %

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.

100

Answers: 33
a0 Medel: 4,4

Median: 5

1.1 completely disagree 5. | completely agree Mo

apinion

procent

aRLON=
NN 2O

0
No opinion: 0

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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Additional own questions

13. Problem based learning is one of the cornerstones in this course. How did it support your scientific
learning within the subjects animal welfare and behaviour.

13. How did problem based learning support your generic skills learning?



13. Which of the live lectures did you enjoy the most and why? Lectures were given by Else Verbeek
(Abnormal behaviours), Erica Roman (Neurbiology of cognitions and emotions), Jenny Yngvesson (Learning
and training animals), Jenny Loberg (Environmental enrichment) and Robin Johnsson (Avian sleep and
cognition),

13. Did the recorded lectures help you? These were around Animal welfare, Applied ethology, Statistics,
Ethological methods and Scientific writing. Please give examples.

13. Please give us your opinions on the seminars of this course. These were two literature seminars, one
PLF seminar and one seminars with the professors of Animal Welfare and Ethology.

13. Animal Ethics is a very important part of this course. What insights did you get and was there anything
you would like to tell us about this red thread through the course? If you have studied ethics before, did this
course give an opportunity to deeper knowledge?

13. You had a number of exercises during the course. You reviewed a scientific paper, you analysed
legislation and regulations around animal welfare, you Asked the pig about its welfare and you did an
exercise on Risk assessment. How did these exercises support your learning?

13. During this course you could visit the rodent facility in VHC and the slaugtherhouse at Lovsta if you had
not been there before. What did you learn through the visits or what did you learn through your written
assignment?

13. The Project was one of the major parts of the course. Firstly you worked in groups and then individually.
How did this work out for you?

Course leaders comments

We (the course leaders) really enjoyed the course. We could clearly see progression in students learning. We know
some students find group discussion (PBL but also during exercises/seminars) difficult, but we can see from the
comments (and from the work students posted on canvas and the questions we asked during the oral exam) that
discussion contributed greatly to their learning. Especially when something is a bit challenging in the beginning, it can
have a big impact on learning. But we will keep working on stimulating good and inclusive environments for
productive discussions.

At the same time, we read that some student thought the group discussions were too easy. We have students from
many different backgrounds and different nationalities, so not everybody starts at the same level of knowledge. Some
people have taken many ethology and welfare courses before, while for others it's the first course. This is a

challenge for us lecturers, and we want to make sure that everyone can improve their own learning at their own

level. PBL allows for this as students generate their own topics and questions, so it's always possible to go more in
depth if students feel the need for this. We will consider this again for next year, and how we can improve this.

We are also glad to hear that the students enjoyed the lectures, and we noticed that many students indeed joined
the lectures, so we will keep these lectures.

The project went well, and we received many high-quality reports. Also, some students found it difficult that they had
to work partly in groups and partly individual, but at the same time this allowed each student to work at their own
level and obtain a higher grade if they wanted too. We see in the feedback that this worked well for most students.

Regarding course organization, there were indeed one or two duplicate files (because the course is automatically
copied from last year) that we missed to delete, and when students pointed this out, we immediately deleted them.
All other information was available on canvas in advance, including bus times etc. We agree that there is a lot of
information in canvas, and we reorganized the whole canvas page this year, but it seems that some students still
struggled to find information. We will keep working on reorganizing the page so that it's clear where to find
everything. It's not always realistic that all handouts are available prior to the lectures, as many lecturers are busy
and may be working on their slides until the last moment.



We also noticed that some students thought that we were too slow in responding to emails and questions. However,
there were 20 students extra in the course (totalling over 50 students) and only 2 course leaders, who also have
other teaching and research responsibilities. So, we are not always able to reply to emails immediately. Still, we do
believe that every question and email was answered, although perhaps nor as fast as students would have liked.

We often have discussions about zoom vs on campus and people have different preferences. We try to
accommodate students wishes as much as possible, but we can't always fit it so that it suits all students and all
lecturers. Again, lecturers are busy people and have many responsibilities outside the lectures in this course. Also,
this is a full-time course, and students should be prepared to be on campus when needed and prioritize the course
over other activities.

Overall, we think students substantially improved their learning as seen by the high-quality answers during the oral
exam, the high quality of the written reports and productive group discussions.

Student representatives comments

The course evaluation was filled in by 64% of the students. The overall appreciation was a 3,4. The main issues
were in communications and clear information on canvas. Information on canvas was sometimes old, missing or
very late and confusing (different schedules). This is something that can be improved quit easily. It was sometimes
very hard to get answers to emails or canvas discussions from the course leaders. There were also some
miscommunications between the course leaders and the lecturers.

Some people thought there was to much discussion, but it was also mentioned that there was to little discussion. In
general people would have liked more lectures, to gain more actual knowlegde. And it would be easy if the handouts
would come on canvas before the lectures (or at all).

In general the examination was preceived as ok, but some students would have liked a more intensive oral exam to
really test their gained knowledge.

Most students were positive about the whole PBL concept, but there were some practical issues: the sessions were
to short, there were maybe to many sessions and some thought it was not challenging enough. PBL helped the
students with learning how to find, read and discuss research papers. Also listingen to groupmembers was
mentioned as a good learning outcome and to have respect for other opinions.

The live lectures mentioned as most intersting were: the enviromental enrichment, the abnormal behaviour and the
animal training lectures. But all lectures were appreciated and more lectures would have been useful. Giving practical
examples during the lectures was much valued.

For the recorded lectures mainly the statistical and report writing were mentioned as very useful in helping to write
the final report. One person didn't use the recorded lectures at all. But they were appreciated although some people
missed the opportunity to ask real liufe questions.

The seminares were appreciated, although it was mentioned a couple of times that discussions work better when
students are together instead of on zoom. On zoom all break-out rooms start with an akward silence. PLF was more
a lecture than a seminar. The seminar in animal welfare and ethology was probably better if it was held in the middle
of the course instead of at the end. Also it would be better for the seminars if there were more clear instructions
beforehand, like what questions about the literature we have to read are we going to discuss.

The ethical part of the course was found very interesting and people gained in general more and new information
about ethics and the importance of ethics. A big plus was the combination of a theoretical and a practical lecturer.
Also here: zoom is not good for getting into good discussions. There were some students that though this part was
too basic and not very good.

In general the exercises were though to be okay, but there were people who didn't like that all the exercises were
group work, and thought that made it more difficult at times. The legislation exercise was intersting and meaningful
but also stressfull. Too early in the course and too little time for this exercise. The risk assessment exercise was a bit
confusing. The explanation was not clear and what needed to be done was not very clear.

The study visits were very useful and much appreciated. Some would have loved to go, eventhough they had been
before, but that was a long time ago.

The project was valuable and most people liked that is was part a group project and part individual. Also the fact that
the project was on animals in a zoo was appreciated by most students. The fact that is was both individually and a
group project gave the students the oppurtinity to do more than other students in their group would do. There were
some group issues which made it difficult for some students.

Because the poster presentation was as a group but not everyone had the same thing written in their report it was a
bit difficult to decide what to tell in the presentation.

The main issue of the project was that it was hard to start. It was not clear what animals could be chosen for a topic,
how their normal feeding and enrichment regime was and basic information for those animals. Also the
communication between students and course leaders was sometimes hard. Answers to questions (mainly on



statistics) were answered late or not answered at all. Pratical information for the visit came rather late, which made it
hard to plan for students. If this part was prepared a little bit better in advance, the start of the project would have
gone smoother for most students. A way of doing this would be to gather more information from the zoo beforehand
and make groups in canvas, where people can sign up for different animal species. This helps getting the group
sizes more equal (there were groups of 4 people and of 7 people) and people do not have to change their animals
species multiple times.

Overall improvements could be:

o Make sure the information in canvas is up to date and on time. No information from previous years.

« Prepare the project in the zoo a liitle better, so more information is available for the students beforehand.

« Seminars and ethical discussion can better be held on campus while lectures could be either on campus, on
zoom or hybrid.

Kontakta support: support@slu.se - 018-67 6600
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