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Periodic evaluation MEVIT 4319  

 

Introduction  

This evaluation concerns MEVIT4319 – Political communication: The Nordic context.1 

MEVIT4319 is a compulsory course in the new 2 year masters program at IMK, Political 

Communication: Nordic Perspectives,2 and was taught for the first time in the fall semester, 2019.  

Periodic course evaluations are part of UiO's quality system and are carried out during the first 

two sessions of the course and every three years thereafter. The course coordinator is responsible 

for conducting the periodic evaluations.  More information about the quality assurance system and 

evaluations is available in the University’s system description3.  

Background 

This evaluation is based on the following material: 

 Course description and learning outcomes 

 Statistics regarding grades, completion and complaints 

 Student feedback  

 Participant feedback from teachers and administration 

 

Course description 

Is politics and political communication different in the Nordic countries? What is it, if anything, 

that sets this region of small, northern states out among other democracies? MEVIT4319 gives an 

introduction to the historical, political and structural characteristics of political communication in 

the Nordic region. Students are introduced to different definitions of political communication and 

comparative theoretical frameworks focusing on the Nordic political systems and the media 

systems, as well as the relation between these. The course presents and discusses theories of 

media systems that takes into account both the Nordic welfare state model and the increasingly 

                                                   

1 https://www.uio.no/studier/emner/hf/imk/MEVIT4319/ 
2 https://www.uio.no/english/studies/programmes/media-studies-master/programme-options/political-

communication/index.html 
3 https://www.uio.no/om/regelverk/studier/kvalitetssystem/systembeskrivelse.html 
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hybrid media landscape and takes a closer look at what characterizes the strategies and means of 

the media sector in relation to the digitalization processes of our time. The course introduces new 

comparative studies of political actors, media institutions and media phenomena such as fake 

news and alternative media in the Nordic setting. A returning question is to what degree political 

communication in the Nordic countries have specific and distinctive characteristics. 

Learning outcomes 

The students will learn to: 

 develop an understanding of the key characteristics of Nordic political communication, 

and how the region relates to the international landscape in terms of political history and 

media history. 

 be able to critically discuss and analyse the characteristics of Nordic political 

communication in a hybrid media landscape and an international comparative context. 

 learn to analyse and critically examine the idea of a Nordic Model that stands out in 

relation to international overarching trends 

Statistics regarding grades, completion and complaints 

 

Student feedback  

Midway through the course, students were asked to evaluate their satisfaction with specific 

seminar activities. Of the 8 respondents, students generally indicated that they were happy with 

the activities as undertaken, though there was a desire for additional group discussions, 

presentation of articles, and explanations of quantitative methods and tables.  
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An evaluation survey was also sent to students in March 2020, in which students (n=4) indicated 

that they were generally satisfied with lectures and with the class curriculum, but generally 

dissatisfied with seminars. 

 Level of satisfaction 
 5  4  3  2  1  

How well do you feel the lectures worked?  25 % 75 % 0 % 0 % 0 % 

How well do you feel the seminar groups worked?  25 % 25 % 25 % 25 % 0 % 

How well do you feel the curriculum worked?  75 % 25 % 0 % 0 % 0 % 

  

Students were also asked open-ended questions about what worked and did not work in the 

course, and provided the following feedback: 

What, if anything, do you think has worked well for the course last semester?  

 Field excursions were great and I enjoyed the guest lectures. 

 Curriculum was interesting and study visits also 

 I think the lecturer had a lot of knowledge, and was clearly an expert. 

 All lectures were very helpful and well organized. Professor always emphasized the 

important thing and gave relevant examples as well as encouraging student discussion. 

What do you think we could have done differently or better so far during the course?  

 Format on seminars weren't that good, but this is due to lack of reading among us 

students. 

 The curriculum was similar to the one in mevit4320. I think the exam assignments for 

the both subject could be switched, and it wouldn’t matter. So I would like a clearer 

divide between the two subjects. 

Is there anything else you'd like to mention about the course?  

 Really liked the seminars, even though I think we would’ve gotten more out of it if we 

read more 

Participant feedback from teachers and administration 



4/6 

Course instructors expressed frustration with low levels of engagement and lack of preparation 

from students, particularly regarding reading assignments.   

Teaching 

Course materials and readings 

Generally, the course readings appeared to work well and be satisfactory. There was some 

confusion expressed by students in evaluations and seminars regarding overlap between this 

course and MEVIT 4320. This should be reviewed and mitigated before the courses are taught 

again. It might be useful to have a clearer conceptual, topical, or methodological distinctions 

made between the two courses, since they are taught concurrently as part of the same masters 

program. Guest lectures by the two responsible professors for these courses in each other’s 

courses also likely contributed to this, especially since when guest lecturing, professors did not 

adhere strictly to course materials, but often referenced materials more relevant to the course for 

which they were responsible.   

Lectures  

Lectures functioned well for this course, and students were particularly satisfied with guest 

lectures. Despite satisfaction among students, not all guest lectures were clearly aligned with the 

curriculum or learning objectives. Improvements could also be made to the administrative 

processes for organizing guest lectures. Several guest lecture positions were held as “TBD” until 

quite late in the semester, or cancelled due to challenges in scheduling.  

Seminars 

Seminars emphasized a deep engagement with course readings, concepts and theories. This 

required preparatory reading by students, which generally did not take place. This led to 

frustration among students in the seminars, and much of seminars were used to repeat information 

from lectures and readings, which is not clearly a good use of seminar time. Some time in 

seminars was also dedicated to writing exercises intended to help students improve their academic 

writing.  These exercises were designed in collaboration with the UiO Academic Writing Center, 

and were a direct response to needs expressed by class instructors and students. Though students 

expressed appreciation for these activities, it is not clear that there was sufficient time allotted  (1 

hour in 3 seminars) to make significant contributions to students’ writing skills. To supplement 

this, two voluntary writing exercises were offered with an opportunity for detailed feedback, but 

each time, only one student submitted the assignment. 

Qualifying activities 
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To qualify for taking the final exam, students were required to give a short presentation on a 

specific class reading. Student performance varied, but was generally satisfactory, and this had the 

additional benefit of ensuring that all students read at least one of the class readings.  

Exam 

The final exam for this course was a take-home exam, and constituted 100% of students’ final 

grades for the course. The exam question refered directly to class readings and gave students an 

opportunity to demonstrate the learning outcomes listed above. The exam question and process 

are both deemed satisfactory. 

Study visits 

Study visits were organized with NRK Beta, communication officers for two political parties in 

the Norwegian Parliament, the Norwegian Media Regulatory Agency, and a local newspaper 

(Fredrikstadblad). These excursions were highly valued by both students and instructors, and 

provided useful context and examples for much of the course materials. The amount of time 

required to organize these activities is significant, however, and easy to underestimate in planning.  

Course design 

Course description 

The course description is well aligned the course content and the masters program of which it is a 

part, though as discussed above, it would be useful to have a clearer distinction with concurrent 

courses in the same masters program.  

Learning outcomes 

The course materials and instruction are well matched with the learning outcomes described 

above. It is not clear, however, the degree to which they contributed to learning outcomes.  

By the end of the semester, students in MEVIT 4319 generally were able to present the critical 

perspectives and analyses described in the learning outcomes for this course. They were not, 

however, consistently able to ground those perspectives and analyses in the course readings or 

lectures. This is likely due to a lack of reading, and by extension, the failure to use seminars for 

deep exploration of class readings.    

Opportunities for improvement 

1. Explore incentives and mechanisms to encourage students to read course materials on an 

ongoing basis and prior to the seminars in which those readings will be discussed. This is a 
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well-recognized problem throughout IMK, but is particularly salient in this course. Failure to 

read before seminars makes the intended format and teaching objectives nearly impossible. It 

prevents students from having informed conversations in seminars and frustrates efforts to 

strengthen their analytical and theoretical capacities. Several efforts were made during this 

course to encourage students to read, including repeated agreement on expectations, shared 

commitments, and the importance of reading. Students were also aware that each seminar they 

would be required to answer questions about the readings in plenary. This did not help, and 

only produced regular awkward silences and embarrassment. Other tactics should be explored.   

2. Students auditing classes from abroad should be avoided unless more specific expectations 

and quality control mechanisms are in place. Generally, student auditing and remote 

participation in these lectures was disruptive, demanding significant time and energy from 

instructors, and interrupting pedagogy in seminars.  

3. Allocate time to review the course content and description of all concurrent courses in this 

masters program to ensure clear delineation. If the professors offer guest lectures in each 

other’s courses, ensure that those lectures are directly and exclusively linked to course 

readings.  

4. Begin planning and organizing study visits and guest lectures weeks before the semester start.  


