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Answer frequency 46 %

Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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| 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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course covered international perspectives.
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hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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If relevant, what is your overall experience of participating in all or part of your course online?
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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

This was the second time the course was offered at SLU. It is a distance-based course taught at 25% pace, and a
total of 13 out of 28 students responded to the course evaluation (46%). While this is lower than last year (76%), we
made repeated efforts to increase the response rate by sending three reminders and strongly encouraging students
to participate. As course leaders, we will continue to emphasize the importance of evaluations, but we also welcome
suggestions from the student union on how to improve response rates in distance courses.

The overall impression of the course remains very positive, with a median score of 5 (on a 1-5 scale) for most core
aspects, including course content, clarity of learning objectives, and support for learning. As the student
representative also highlighted, the structure into 10 modules with clear tutorials, self-paced learning, and practical
assignments continues to work well for the student group, especially for those balancing work and studies. There
were several appreciative comments about the clarity and usefulness of the tutorials and the learning progression
throughout the course.

That said, a few areas for improvement were also raised. Students spent on average 13.5 hours per week on the
course, which is slightly above the intended 25% pace. As we did last year, we will continue reviewing the scope of
assignments to ensure they are manageable within the expected time commitment. We will also aim for more
consistency in the feedback given on assignments, particularly in later modules, as some students found it either
delayed or unclear. However, many students also commented that the feedback was helpful and constructive.

Regarding the online format, while most students found the platform and materials worked well, a few found it
difficult to ask questions or get help during Zoom sessions. This feedback echoes some comments from last year.
To improve this, we will continue encouraging students to use the allocated consultation time and will ensure we
clearly communicate how and when to ask questions. Suggestions such as unlocking modules slightly earlier and
adding more opportunities for interaction between students are appreciated and will be considered in future
iterations of the course, within the limits of our resources and the course format.

No major structural changes are planned for next year. However, we will continue to refine the content, tutorials, and
assignment instructions based on student feedback. We will also maintain our focus on making the course inclusive
and accessible, with clear information on Canvas and continued support throughout each module.

Student representatives comments

Overall

The general impression of the course was very positive (4,6), and most of the scores on the following questions had
the majority of answers dispresed on four and five points as well. One student commented that they “really enjoyed
the course” and that the course was “very useful”. Some students mentioned that they appreciated the clear tutorial
instructions, so that they could do the work without participating in the lectures due to full-time jobs and also so that
they could save it for the future. Another comment was that the course had a good progression curve, starting at a
basic level and making it easier for everybody to follow. The mean value of hours spent on the course was 13,5 h,
which is a bit above the 25% pace. One student commented that it felt more like 50% speed. Nevertheless, the
median was 6-15 h, which is a broad span, also covering less time spent on the course.

The course evaluation was only answered by 13 people which is 46% of the students, even though the course
leader Lenka Kuglerova reminded the students of answering it several times and facilitated the process by sending
the link on email.

Stronger parts

The strongest parts of the course, where the median was above 4,5 and the majority of the scores were five, were:



e That the course content had clear links to the learning objectives

¢ That the information about the course was easily accessible

¢ That the various course components have supported the learning

« That the social learning environment had been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion

« That the examinations provided an opportunity to demonstrate what the students had learnt during the course
e That the course included a gender and equality aspect, regarding content as well as teaching practices

On these questions, no students had left comments.

Parts that are good, but can be improved

In this section, parts that got lower values are presented. Note that they are all still above a mean of 4, which is high.
Characteristic for these answers were that many people had no opinion.

e That prior knowledge was sufficient to benefit from the course
e That the physical learning environment has been satisfactory
e That the course covered the sustainable development aspect
* The course covered international perspectives

e The feedback on the assignments

Regarding the last point, feedback on assignments, there were some comments saying that earlier feedback,
especially on module 7-10 would have been good. One student highlighted that they sometimes got unclear
feedback, making it hard to solve the problem. However, the same student wrote that the feedback was often useful
and there were also other positive comments, stating that the feedback was very helpful.

The online format:

The overall impression on participating online, as a distance course was 4,6 which is a high grade. Comments from
the students confirm this, saying “good relevant tutorials”, “the zoom worked well and was easy to follow”, and “all
the teachers were easy to reach out to”.

However, there were also several contrary opinions saying that it was hard to get help online: “It's hard to ask
questions when being online and only having one day per module”. There were some suggestions on how to solve
this. One student commented that they would like more than one lecture per module and another student added that
“having some extra activities per module that make us engage with the other classmates, like solving a few
questions together or some active challenge while online would be nice”. A third student suggested the module can
be unlobleédrehand so that people can prepare more before tutorials and ask better questions.

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