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Course code: GG4208

Course name: Paleoclimatology

Course Director: Malin Kylander

Number of enrolled students: 6

Number of students who completed the course: 6
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):

There were scheduling issues this year so more contact time was put into fewer
days.

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 reception of the course this year was far more mixed than usual. The amount of
feedback is lifted as a positive as well as the lectures.



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):

Again, the reception of the course this year was very mixed. In general it could be
said that students would have liked to have more contact with the teachers.

One student really did not like the fact that the course is taught in a problem based
format. Students are however informed of this before the start of the course and
provided a schedule. If you want a course with a more traditional format you

should not take this course. Students are also able to request extra contact time if
they would like.

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

Due to scheduling issues and illness the contact time with the teachers was

concentrated into fewer days. This was a problem for some students but next year
the schedule will return back to its former format.

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 we will return to the old schedule format. | would also like to avoid

having small groups for the project work. This year there were three in each group
which | think is not optimal.



6. Other comments:
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