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Course code: GG4046

Course name: Geological Project

Course Director: Alasdair Skelton

Number of enrolled students: 25

Number of students who completed the course: 24
Course evaluation answer count: 3

1. Description of changes since the last course and decisions already made since last
course date (if any was made):

None.

2. The strengths of the course's according to the students (summary based on quantitative
results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the course):

The excursion.
The timeline.



3. The weaknesses of the course according to the students (summary based on

quantitative results, text responses from the survey and any other evaluation during the
course):

Clearer information about the size of assignments was asked for.
Information was requested about alternatives to the excursion.

4. The teachers' analysis of the course's implementation and results:

Although the evaluations were really good, only 5 of 25 students completed the
evaluation.

5. Conclusions and suggestions for possible changes in order to develop the course and any
decisions already made to develop the course before future course dates:

Focus areas for course development are to provide clearer information about the
size of the assignments and to encourage more evaluations to be submitted.

The issue about informing about an alternative to the excursion is a tricky one. It
arises from a misunderstanding. In exceptional circumstances (usually medical
reasons) a course leader can allow a student to miss an obligatory part of a
course. Because this course is entirely built around an excursion, missing it, is

really problematic. A better option, which the Program Board could explore is if the
course itself must be obligatory.



6. Other comments:
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