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Answers 15
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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 7
5: 5
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 6
5: 8
No opinion: 1



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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 2
3: 1
4: 5
5: 7
No opinion: 0

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,2 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 6
5: 6
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 3
5: 9
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 3
5: 12



No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,4 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 6
5: 7
No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 2
4: 3
5: 10
No opinion: 0

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 9
No opinion: 4

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: 15 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 6
No opinion: 5

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 7
5: 5
No opinion: 2

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

 
Answers: 15 
Medel: 28,0 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 6
26-35: 6
36-45: 3
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
The overall impression of the course was positive. One student who had previously taken a 7.5-credit GIS course
stated that “ I learned ten times more in this course.” However, the comments revealed several areas with potential
for improvement.

Some students felt that the time allocated for lectures was occasionally insufficient. In addition, certain lecture
presentations would benefit from more explanatory text accompanying the illustrations. There were also requests for
clearer connections between lectures and exercises. Parts of the theoretical content were perceived as technically
difficult to understand, which may be related to the lowest-rated survey question (Question 3) concerning “sufficient
prior knowledge.” Many students reported that they did not use the course literature when preparing for the written
examination.



Regarding the written examination, several comments pointed to shortcomings in some of the questions on
information about how many points each question was worth. Some questions were also considered difficult to
understand. A number of students expressed a preference for a larger proportion of free text questions (half of the
exam consisted of multiple-choice type questions). Overall, however, students were positive about having the written
exam early in the course, as this allowed them to focus on the project work and the remaining exercises during the
second half of the course.

The exercises were generally appreciated. The course's own exercises were rated higher than the web-courses
provided through ESR's training portal. Students also valued the structure with different levels of difficulty, which
allowed them to choose the level of time and effort depending on the grade they were aiming for. One student
proposed a short (1-2 days) project-like assigment were the teacher presents a case. The teacher would then follow
up in the end to give the exercise part more "structure".

The workshops with teacher support were perceived as helpful and inclusive. However, after the project part had
started, many students felt that there were too few teachers available, and project groups sometimes had to wait a
long time to receive assistance.

The lecture halls and computer rooms received high ratings, although some comments noted that a few lecture
rooms were too small. It was also appreciated that students could install ArcGIS on their own computers and carry
out exercise work from home.

Opinions differed regarding the structure of the course information in Canvas. Some students appreciated the
current structure, while others recommended organising the material using modules instead of pages.

The rating for the sustainable development perspective was high. One comment highlighted that students had the
opportunity to incorporate these aspects into their group projects. The rating for inclusiveness in terms of gender and
equality was also high, and the teachers were described as "very respectful and nice to all genders". Concerning the
international perspective, one comment noted that the course content had a primarily Swedish focus, but no
negative views on this were expressed.

Student representatives comments
1. The overall impression of the course was very good. The students thought that it was interesting to learn about a
new computer program and want to continue to learn more in the subject. The exam and the exercises were
appreciated due to the possibility to plan your own study time and train for the desired level of achievement. For the
overall impression there is a criticism regarding the scheduled tutorials due to very long waiting lists, making it hard
for the students to proceed with their exercises or group projects. 

2. A majority of the students found that the course content had clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
One student proposed an ideal to develop the course content by doing a group project with different “cases” during a
short time period, and then get critique by the teachers. Or that the teachers show and teach a case in GIS with the
students to create a bigger understanding of the programme before everyone works on their own. 

3.The majority of the students thought that their prior knowledge was sufficient to benefit from the course. Some
thought that it was a bit difficult to learn the computer program and that it took some time to truly understand how
GIS truly works. Still the majority of students felt that they had the prior knowledge needed for the course. 

4. The majority thought that the information about the course was easily accessible. Still, some preferred a
module-based layout on Canvas instead. 

5. The students agree that the various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have
supported their learning. There were mixed feelings regarding the ESRI exercises. Some students loved the mix of
exercises and the possibility to choose which ones you wanted to do, but some thought that the ESRI exercises
were too hard and preferred the Canvas exercises instead, but also mentioned that some of the exercises on
Canvas were not up to date. Regarding the lectures, some students thought that they moved a bit too quickly, and
that they could have included more pictures supporting the information in the powerpoint. 

6. All students think that the social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.

7. The students were overall satisfied with the physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.). The
possibility to work in the computer rooms, and at home, was appreciated. The critique of the physical learning
environment mentions that sometimes the lecture halls were a bit too crowded and that there were too few chairs in
the computer rooms.



8. Most of the students think that the examination(s) provided an opportunity to demonstrate what they had learnt
during the course. The students mention that they think that some of the multi-answer questions during the exam
were hard to understand and that the minus points created stress during the exam. More questions with a written
answer were desired. 

9. The students agree that the course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or
financial sustainability), and the students mention that it could be included in the group work if one desires to work
more with it.

10. The majority of students believe that 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). The rest have no opinion of the question. 

11. The students think that the course covered international perspectives, but that it is focusing mainly on Sweden.
Stating that a more international view could be included in the group project. 

12. On average the students have spent 28 hours a week on the course, and thought that the workload was nicely
balanced. 
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