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Answer frequency 68 %

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).

100
Answers: 15
80 Medel: 4,7
Median: 5
ey
c 1 0
s 20
(=% —] .
* 4:3
5: 11
No opinion: 0
¢ T T T T
1.l completely disagree .l completely agree Nao

apinion

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

Good evaluation in general. We knew that rooms where not the best, since a misunderstanding made us end up last
in the queue when rooms where divided. Will be better next year. Changes in seminar structures for the group work
suggested by students from last year did not come out as good as we had hoped. Will have to look at this again and
see if we return to previous model or just modify the last one a bit. Do not agree with the comment that the
introductory group seminars had little to do with the later individual work, since they practiced precisely what was
expected from students to dig further into in their individual work. This will have to be communicated better next
year. Thanks for many other positive comments and good recommendations!



Student representatives comments

In general the respondents to the evaluation were happy with the content of the course but suggested improvements
of the structure for next year's course. This was evident throughout the evaluations and highlighted in the final
comments. Most respondents felt there was a good balance between group work and individual work, and several
mentioned that the group work was helpful for their learning. However, one respondent said the group work was too
separated from what was done during the individual project. The tutoring was highly appreciated but could have
benefited of a waiting list according to one student. Also the lectures were in many cases much appreciated. All
lectures hade an average rating of 4 or higher, except from the visit to The Swedish Transport Administration (3,5)
and the prerecorded lecture on GeoDesign (3,8). The literature seminars were commented as positive and so was
the excursion, although for the excursion it was said that some stops of the day would have benefited of another
choice of place, perhaps even inside. Sometimes it was hard to hear what other people were saying.

As for improvements, many respondents pointed at the structure of the round table discussions and the feedback
seminars. The respondents felt they were unorganized and long. Possible improvements brought up were to hold
them with the teachers and the presenting group only or in smaller groups rather than the whole class. Also, clearer
instructions on what was expected of the presenting group when it comes to content and time was asked for. This
was not the case for the final presentations. In general the respondents seem to have been happy with these, as
they were described as interesting and nicely placed in time (some days before the final hand in). However, also this
presentation day was described as long and it was suggested to divide it into two days or make it mandatory to be at
campus only half of the presentation day. Another change that was asked for for next year's course was choice of
lecture halls. The respondents commented that they sometimes had a hard time seeing the one presenting, that the
air was bad, and that some of the rooms were difficult to write in. One respondent commented that it was hard to
take the course if you don't know Swedish, given that the course plays out in a Swedish context and with that comes
information in Swedish.
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