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Evaluation report

Evaluation period: 2025-10-27   -   2025-11-16 
Answers 12
Number of students 17
Answer frequency 70 % 

Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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



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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 4 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,9 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 1
5: 10



No opinion: 1

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,7 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

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: 12 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

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

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

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

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

 
Answers: 12 
Medel: 33,3 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 0
16-25: 1
26-35: 6
36-45: 3
≥46: 1
No opinion: 1

Course leaders comments
Here are some reflections from the teachers of the course on the course evaluation. These comments are based on
three different sources, (1) the oral course evaluation where the course was discussed in class, (2) the on-line
course evaluation and (3) the meeting with the course representative.

First, we would like to say that we are glad that the students in general appreciate the course. We feel that it is
interesting to teach this course because the student group is generally diverse with students from different
backgrounds that provide different angles and perspectives in the discussions. We are also very impressed with the
way students work together in the field and in different group assignments.

Regarding components were students feel that there could be improvements we have singled out three things that
we will focus on to improve for the coming year:



we will try to make more space in the schedule for student reading before the exams and give better
information on the exam procedure
the instructions for the assignments, in particular assignment 4, will be reviewed, improved and tested
we will try to provide more background information to the project cases to make it easier to understand the
local contexts in the different project areas

Thanks to all students that provided feedback on the course and the course representative for helping us improve
the course.

Student representatives comments
The course received generally positive feedback, with students appreciating the well-organized structure, the Soils of
the World lectures, and the valuable excursions and practical exercises. Many questions received high remarks with
just a few a bit under 3 out of 5. The second part of the course was viewed as less structured and in need of
deeper, more connected content. Assignments were seen as uneven: some useful, others unclear or poorly timed,
with several students noting issues with instructions and delayed feedback. The project work was interesting but
challenging due to limited background information, and many students preferred a smaller or more familiar context
with more socio-economic data. Overall, the learning environment was described as inclusive and supportive, with
strong international elements and good alignment between examinations and learning objectives.

Three questions were under 4 and these are my comments on those questions. 

18. Sustainable Water & Soil Management lectures

Average 3.6/5.
Less structured, sometimes repetitive, lacking detail and connection between topics. Some content was too basic or
not applicable to future careers. Mostly comments about the second part of the course, more in depth information
could have been good.

19. Assignments (1–5)

Average 3.6/5.
Mixed opinions: some assignments valuable, others unclear or not realistic. Feedback delays on Assignment 4 were
problematic since it was a big part of the second exam. Since the assignments are graded good/high grade but not
the project which is more depth then the assignment it is not weighted good. The assignments become too important,
especially that one assignment was just before an exam is inadvisable scheduling.

20. Clarity of assignment aims/instructions

Average 3.1/5.
Several assignments, especially 4 & 5, had confusing instructions, missing or unclear tasks and inconsistencies. 
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