
Periodic evaluation MEVIT 4701  

Taina Bucher 

This evaluation concerns MEVIT4701 – Screen Technologies. This course was taught for the first 
time, spring 2020.  

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 
• Student evaluations   

Course description  
 
Of what importance are screen technologies for understanding our current screen cultures? Current 
screen technologies are sought out (cinema, television), chanced on (digital signage 
advertising), carried(smartphone, tablet and laptop) and worn (smartwatches, smartglasses and 
other wearable devices). 

The course Screen Technologies focuses on technological approaches to screens, such as the 
cinema, television, computer, and smartphone screen. The teaching offers critical approaches to one 
of the most pressing societal challenges: the major technological shifts affecting man and machine, 
media and cultural products. The course examines the technological infrastructures of screens and 
screen content, and asks how various screen technologies form, interact and enable production of 
meaning and narratives. How do, for instance, different algorithms (in social media or elsewhere) 
afford different kinds of narrative techniques? Depending on the course convenor, a practical 
element could be included.  

 
Learning outcomes 
 
Candidates who have completed the Screen Technologies course will have acquired the following 
knowledge, skills and general competences: 

The candidate: 

• has advanced knowledge of the technologies of screens, such as the cinema, television, 
computer, and smartphone screen. 

• can analyze and interpret media texts and cultural artifacts pertaining to the field of screen 
technologies independently. 

•  can assess relevant existing theories and approaches in researching screen technologies and 
work independently on practical and theoretical problems. 



• can use the methodological skills obtained from practical experience with different 
approaches to technologies within the field of screen cultures to carry out independent 
academic and professional work. 

•  can within the field of screen technologies analyze and critically assess different sources of 
information to make scholarly arguments, and communicate about academic questions, 
analyses and findings with specialists and society at large. 

• can use the general competence of writing scholarly about technologies within the field of 
screen cultures in other academic and professional fields. 

 
Student evaluation 
 
At the end of the course, students were asked to evaluate their satisfaction with the course using an 
anonym evaluation form at Nettskjema. Students were asked to rate the overall satisfaction with the 
seminars (combined lectures and discussions), the curriculum, communication between the teacher 
and the class, and the student’s own efforts. Of the 9 respondents (ca 50% of the class) students 
generally indicated that they were happy with the seminars, though many also noted how the 
semester was very much affected by the first governmental lockdown during the Covid-19 
pandemic. In what follows, I will give a brief overview of the evaluation form. 

1) Seminars (combined lectures and discussions) 

On a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 is very poor and 5 is very good, how do you rate the seminars in the 
course?  

 

(6 persons said “good”, 1 person “very good” and 2 persons said “average”) 
 
When asked what they think worked particularly well, students mentioned:  

• The group presentations 
• The topics throughout the course curriculum 
• A very engaging lecturer who was able to create lots of meaningful and interesting 

discussions 
• Interactive seminar style that encouraged active participation and discussions 

Good Very good Average



• The inclusion of material showcasing different styles of writing and methods was also really 
helpful, especially considering we don't have a methods course as part of the program 

• Great texts and syllabus 
 
When asked to provide feedback on what could be improved, students mentioned: 

• The course interruption caused by the lockdown. 
• The one asynchronous teaching session using Teams (too similar to Canvas and didn’t 

generate a lot of engaged discussion).  
• The discussions held on Teams (instead of Zoom meetings) weren’t very effective. I know 

that in an ideal world people would flood a discussion thread with comments on the reading 
of the day, but that’s not how things have worked with this MA group so far. 

• Sadly, I don't particularly enjoy or respond well to online seminars. For me that is the only 
drawback of the semester (but naturally out of everyone's hands). The seminars in-house 
were exceptional and deserve top score. 

• Too student-discussion heavy seminars in person, and too lecture-heavy Zoom seminars. 
• Just a bit less texts to read and rather focus more on them in class 
• Deadline for submitting term paper outline was too late in the semester. 
• Seminars could take place on a more regular basis, i.e. once a week. 

 
The evaluations need to be understood against the backdrop of the first government lockdown in 
Norway due to Covid-19 on March 12, 2020.  This was approximately halfway through the course, 
which meant that half of the seminars were taught in the class room (4 seminars) and the other half 
online (3 seminars, of which the first was held fully asynchronous via Teams and the last two 
seminars were held synchronously via Zoom).  
 
In sum, while the students seemed to enjoy the class as such, the readings, the topics covered, class 
discussions, group presentations and the teaching, the lockdown seemed to throw them off and it 
seemed a bit challenging to resume class online, via new and unfamiliar platforms.  
 

2) Communication between course coordinator (teacher) and students 

This question asked for feedback on the course communication and discussions in the seminars and 
outside of class (e.g. digital platforms, personal communication). The answers are again reflective 
of the Covid-19 disruption and the transition into online teaching. Students provided the following 
feedback: 
 

• Teams was not as dynamic as I had hoped. It worked to share group presentations and group 
supervision, but I didn't feel like it worked very well for general discussions. 

• The teacher created an understanding and caring environment for us students to cope with 
the situations.  

• Taina communicated in a clear and concise way and was very helpful regarding all queries I 
had throughout the semester. 

• This semester was a special one with digital lectures, so the opportunities for after-class 
questions and office hours was of course not the same as in-person lectures. Taina was 
always available for questions, however I would have liked more opportunities for one-to-
one feedback and communication beyond email.  



• The discussion in Teams between the class and instructor also felt a bit disengaging because 
it wasn't 'real time.' Perhaps trying discussion threads in Canvas with a deadline could help 
facilitate more synchronous discussion? 

• She is very good at reaching out and caring about the students 
• I believe the coordinator has been open to questions and suggestions at all times. 
• Not all of the students cooperated although the teacher was very much involved and did 

everything to encourage them to discuss seminar's topics. 
• Online is really difficult but we don't have any other options. 

 
3) Curriculum 

 

 
(5 persons said “very good”, 3 persons said “good” and 1 person said “average”) 

More specifically, the students noted: 

• I would give a thumb-up for the course curriculum. As mentioned, the curriculum has 
consisted of a wide range of topical research areas. I really liked the way that the curriculum 
conveyed the sense of inclusiveness in discussing different aspects of societal issues and 
cultural phenomena. I believe this is a breakthrough based on my experiences in studying 
media where nearly all the texts were somewhat Westernized, capitalistic, and social-class-
segregated. It's nice for us young little scholars to jump out of the "glass ceiling" in 
academia and really to see different sides of the society and its issues. 

• I felt the selection of texts for the course was quite political, and I missed the more 
theoretical background that such material is built upon. I would have liked to see a mix of 
both classical/theoretical material. 

• It was very cool and modern texts which did teach us a lot. 
• Definitely one of the best courses when it comes to the curriculum and subject selection. 

 
4) Students’ own efforts 

 
2/3 of the students felt that the course required the same effort as other courses of the same ECTS 
scope, while 1/3 felt that it required more effort. When asked to elaborate on why they evaluated 
their efforts the way they did, students reported: 

Very good Good Average



• Although we discussed many various topics, the subject is so interesting that I have a feeling 
that there is much more to read and learn. 

• To me it was crystal clear what aspects of Screen Technologies we approached (e.g. 
algorithms, digital labor), why they are important, and how we could go about further 
research. 

• Whilst there was certainly a lot of material to digest, I generally found the literature to be 
accessible and easy to understand, which saved some time. I also found the course material 
very rewarding and illuminating, so it didn't always feel that strenuous. 

• To be frank, this is a MA course and I never expected it to be easy. It's no longer the level of 
paraphrazing the text you read but to really conduct the critical thinking process. I feel it 
was challenging at the beginning when we all started from our free spirits and discussed the 
topic of "technology", which is a seemingly simple topic for millennials. But to really 
articulate a certain attitude towards the technology with good support of evidences, is 
definitely a skill which I have to learn about further. 

• I feel like there was a good balance and pace in the way the syllabus and seminars were laid 
out (looking away from the coronavirus difficulties) I found it a bit hard to come up with a 
term paper question, but once I did, I was able to include a lot of the knowledge I had gained 
during the course. 

	
Final quotes and sentiments: 
 
The final question in the evaluation form asked students if they had any final comments: 
 
“This has by far been my favourite course in the MA-programme thus far.” 
 
“I think that overall the course was well put together” 
 
“I enjoyed this course very much. I think it was one of the best coursed I have ever attended. The 
syllabus was relevant and the chosen readings leave a lot food for thought.” 
 

Teaching  

Course materials and readings 
 
Generally, the course readings appeared to work well and be satisfactory. The course was designed 
with careful attention to a broad range of topics, examples, disciplines, writing styles, concepts, and 
methods represented in the syllabus. Rather than thinking of screen technologies as stand-alone 
objects, the course focused on situating an understanding of screen technologies in broader 
historical, social, technical and cultural contexts. The course also attempted to broaden the scope of 
what counts as a screen technology, including examples as diverse as body-scanners, VR, 
wearables, body-cameras, facial recognition, CCTV, dashboards, urban screens, and billboards. 
Most importantly, the course was designed with intersectionality and differential identities in mind, 
meaning that students were encouraged to develop a critical understanding of the ways in which 
screens intersect with issues of race, gender, orientations, and disability. Rather than teaching about 
gender or race in a dedicated seminar, each lecture/seminar contained readings that were attentive to 
these issues. The reading list is also meant to reflect the diversity of topics and problems addressed 



in the readings by including non-western and bipoc scholars. The students seemed very happy about 
the syllabus and course materials as reflected in their evaluations.  
 
Lectures/seminar 
 
Lectures worked well and the students were generally very engaged in discussions. The course was 
more discussion-centered than lecture-centered, giving much room for student-led discussions, 
critical questions and group work. Discussions emphasized engagement with course readings, 
concepts and theories. This required preparatory reading by students, which took place to a varying 
degree (more so in the start of the term than towards the end).  
 
Qualifying activities 
  
To qualify for taking the final exam (term papers), students were required to give a 15 min group 
presentation in class. The group presentations were based on a specific allocated text, but 
functioned more as a presentation of a critical reading and contribution to a common discussion, 
than a summary of the text. The students were explicitly asked to prepare a presentation of what the 
group fond the most interesting, useful or provocative about the readings. For each student group 
presenting there was a dedicated student group responsible for giving feedback. Overall the 
presentations were well-prepared and provided much room for subsequent discussion. The feedback 
groups, however, didn’t really work that well and should therefore either be skipped entirely or 
reconceptualized. In addition, students had to submit a term paper outline by one of the last two 
seminars, on which they all received extensive individual written feedback from the teacher as well 
as from one dedicated student opponent.  
 
Exam 
 
The final exam for this course was a term paper, and constituted 100% of students’ final grades for 
the course. The term paper formulation was kept deliberately broad in order to cater for the 
students’ own interests. The exam results, however, could probably have been more satisfactory 
overall as there were only a very few excellent and very good papers. In the next iteration of the 
course, more emphasis should be placed on in-class exercises and supervision dedicated to 
developing skills needed to write a term paper. Spending more time on equipping students with 
skills to formulate research questions and developing ideas, even if this comes at the expense of less 
discussions or lecture time, is probably a good idea.  
 


