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Course code: GG1101

Course name: Wetlands — A Swedish Perspective
Course Director: Malin Kylander

Number of enrolled students: 49

Number of students who completed the course: 25
Course evaluation answer count: 10

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

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):

Students liked the course content, the atmosphere of the lectures and the different
learning tools used (online lectures, reading, poster, field report). Most of all the field
trip was appreciated as it gave a chance to apply the lectures and reading first hand.



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):

The main feedback had to do with the reading questions for the text book and how
these were written. Most felt there was enough time to do the assignments.

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

This year's course was much better than the first year that the course was run.

The reading review questions were new for this year and it is clear that this part of
the course needs some development.

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:

Next year | will review and improve the reading review questions. | feel that they

are a very important part of the course however so will not remove them, but
reword, rework and reduce the number.



6. Other comments:
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