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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): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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



 
 
6. Other comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


	Text1: GG7023
	Text2: Palaeontology
	Text3: Tim Topper and Sam Slater
	Text4: 14
	Text5: 10
	Text6: 4
	Text7: There was some modifications in the lecturers, mainly due to the availability of personnel. The overall theme however remained largely the same.

Previous student feedback requested that we try to increase the time between assessment deadlines and the exam, so we did this.
	Text8: The students seemed satisfied with the course, finding the content relevant to the learning outcomes. The teaching methods provided favorable conditions for achieving these outcomes, and the examinations and assessments were effective in meeting their objectives.

In particular, the students seemed to enjoy and appreciate the assessments (i.e. the presentation and the Wikipedia article).
	Text9: Some students would prefer the course to be in the morning rather than the afternoons - however, due to other clashes the course needs to be run in the afternoons (it was previously moved from mornings to afternoons several years ago due to this reason and students welcomed this change).

Some of the students found the exam difficult.
	Text10: We thought the course went very well. No complaints.
	Text11: Overall, we consider the course to have been successful.

While some students found the exam challenging, the lowest grade was a C. Given that this is a Master’s-level course, we believe the exam should be appropriately challenging. As all students passed, including several with high grades, we do not think the exam should be made easier. However, in future iterations of the course, we plan to provide more past exam questions and give clearer guidance on the types of questions students can expect.
	Text12: 


