
Periodic evaluation KOR1502 – Korea: Philosophy and Religion, spring 2016 

 

The teaching in KOR1502 generally followed the original study plan, without any serious 

deviations. While 45 students initially signed up to the course, the exam essay was submitted 

by 31 students. Historically, it represents an increase – in 2012, for example, only 16 students 

submitted their exam papers. The grades reflect rather high motivation levels of the students. 

14% of them received “A” – again, a historically high level of achievement, as before only 1-

2 students were usually able to receive “A” for their work. The majority of the students were, 

however, graded by “B” (38%) and “C” (34%), more or less in the same way as it used to 

happen before. There were no exam failures, with only one student receiving “E”.  

 

Since only four students gave their assessment of the course, the results of their evaluation are 

hardly fully representative. Judging by its results, however, the satisfaction levels of the 

students were more or less the same as before – that is, reasonably high. On 1 to 6 scale of 

assessment (1 – lowest, 6 – highest), 50% of the answers gave the course grade 6, while the 

rest gave it grades 4 and 5. Around ¼ of the students were exchange students from diverse 

part of the world, South Korea being prominently represented together with a number of other 

European and Asian countries. It reflects the wide international appeal of the courses on 

Korea, related to diverse factors including global prominence of South Korea’s popular 

culture. 

 

The course included 3 lectures by the teachers other than the main teacher (Sergei Kurbanov 

and Elisabeth Schober). In conversations with me, students gave high assessment to these 

guest lectures, characterising them as inspiring. I would suggest that more guest lectures 

integrated into course program may have salubrious effect on student’s motivation. One issue 

we will have to decide upon is whether the description of the course still has to mention 

“seminars” being part of it, together with “lectures”. In reality, it appears quite difficult to 

induce students to make seminar presentations, unless they are made obligatory. I suggest that 

we either make such presentations mandatory or cut the mention of them from the course 

description.     
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