
Mandatory Final Course Evaluation - 2nd time  

 

Final-course Evaluation 

Course: MAE4231 Research Skills II 

Semester 4th: Spring 2021 

Answering frequency: 6/12 (50% response rate)  

Date: 12.04.2021 

 

The evaluation was conducted at the end of the MAE4231 course, beginning of April 2021 (after 

students handed in the exam but before they received the results), through an online questionnaire 

hosted on the UiO platform, Nettskjema. Six out of the twelve students who started the course in the 

autumn of 2020 responded the form; this provided a response rate of 50%. The participation in the 

survey, although requiring a FEIDE identification, allowed no personal information available at the 

system level therefore ensuring no possibility of tracking back individual responses and complete 

anonymity. 

 

The questionnaire was organized along several dimensions the course was designed upon, as 

mandatory questions, as well as an overall evaluation of the course and lecturers’ performance and 

open comments, as voluntary. The evaluation consisted of the opinions of the students with respect to 

all three modules of the course. More precisely, we evaluated:  

 the structure and clarity of sessions in relation to the course objectives;  

 the relevance of tasks, materials and examples during lectures, course assignments in relation to 

the content of the thesis and compulsory reading;  

 the group work;  

 the opportunities for feedback (during lectures and outside of sessions);  

 the exam in the form of a portfolio and  

 the overall relevance and utility of MAE4231 in the context of the MAE program.  

The statements above were asking for the agreement of students through 13 items of mandatory nature 

answered on a five point Likert Scale (1=strongly disagree, 3 = neither disagree nor agree, 5=strongly 

agree). As a final mandatory question students were asked about the effort put in the course in terms of 

workload expressed as the approximate number of hours per week.  

 In addition, the evaluation contained two dimensions, of voluntary nature, concerning: the 

course quality (2 items answered on a five point Likert scale, where 1=very poor, 5=very good) and the 

assessment of the lecturers’ performance (1 item for each lecturer, answered as a grade from F to A). 

 Finally, the students were given the opportunity to provide feedback, asked through: what was 

appreciated in the course; what could be improved in the course and any issues they would like to add. 

We report on all these aspects in the next paragraphs.  

 

The main viewpoints reflecting the student comments are provided in Table 1. 



 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neither 

agree 

nor 

disagree 

Agree  Strongly 

agree  

In my view, the content and structure of the 

lectures were clear. 

   4 (66.7%) 2 (33.3%) 

The task we were asked to work 

upon/discuss as a group were relevant for 

each session. 

   3 (50%) 3 (50%) 

The materials/practical examples were 

relevant. 

  2 (33.3%) 2 (33.3% 2 (33.3%) 

I appreciate that the course assignments 

were directly related to the content of the 

thesis. 

   2 (33.3%) 4 (66.7%) 

In my experience, the compulsory reading 

list/ the book was useful. 

  3  

(50%) 

2 

(33.3%) 

1 (16.7%) 

The group work/discussions during the 

sessions were helpful. 

 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%) 3 

(50%) 

I could see that there was a structure behind 

each session. 

   5 (83.3%) 1 (16.7%) 

I found there were opportunities for 

feedback in most face to face sessions. 

  1 (16.7%) 4 (66.7%) 1 (16.7%) 

I appreciate that there were extra 

opportunities for feedback planned outside 

of the regular teaching. 

  1 (16.7%) 2 

(33.3%) 

3  

(50%) 

Overall, I appreciated all feedback from the 

teachers. 

   3 (50%) 3 (50%) 

Overall, the structure of the course, the 

lectures and the assignments were aligned 

with this course’s objectives/learning 

outcomes. 

  2 (33.3%) 2 (33.3%) 2 (33.3%) 

The exam as a portfolio with assignments 

from each module is relevant and most 

suited for this type of course. 

   3 (50%) 3 (50%) 

I believe MAE4231 is a relevant and 

helpful course in the context of the MAE 

program. 

   3 (50%) 3 (50%) 

 

Table 1. Response distribution (raw, %) for the mandatory items 
 

 

Overall, MAE4231 was evaluated as a clear focused course with respect to its strucure and clarity of 

sessions in relation to its learning objectives. The tasks, materials and examples during lectures and 

course assignments were considered relevant in relation to the content of the thesis. The compulsory 

reading (the book) was considered useful by the majority of respondents. Most of them found helpful 

the group work/discussions during the sessions; there is one exception reflected by one student who did 

not appreciate this aspect. The opportunities for feedback, both during the seminars as well as the 



organized extra open office sessions for one on one feedback were one of the most valued part of this 

course. The exam as a portfolio with assignments from each module was considered relevant and most 

suited for this type of course. Finally, all respondents found MAE4231 a relevant and helpful course in 

the context of the MAE program. Concerning the last mandatory question, what was the workload in 

terms of approximate nr of hours per week for the course, students between 2 to 5 hours per week.  

 
With respect to the overall quality, 50% and 16.7% of the respondents found the course as very good 

and good, respectively while 33.3% rated it average. The overall competence of the lecturers/course 

coordinator for teaching this course was rated similarly. Lastly, also on a voluntary basis, the students 

were asked to rate the performance of both lecturers/coordinator with a grade under the UiO rating 

scheme (F to A). Both Alexandra and Stefan were appreciated with an A (50%) & B (50%) by all 

respondents.  

The course was appreciated for the following aspects: 
 Extremely useful content and great teachers 

 I appreciated the freedom to do activities and ask questions and the discussions without being 

pressured into participating 

 Examples, analysis, informality and feedback 

 This course was so encouraging to do my thesis. I would have been slower doing my thesis, if 

this course wasn’t there. It was helpful to improve my writing as well. 

 

 Suggestions for improvement 

 One more lecture on how to make good posters 

 Perhaps a bit more detailed feedback on the assignments - for example parts of the NSD form 

were still unclear for me even after the feedback 

 Is writing in class effective?  

 To me everything looks perfect. 

 

Summary of student viewpoints and suggestions: 
The majority of comments suggest that the courses instructional approach, with a focus on 

active participation, feedback and communication, was a well-received addition to the 

curriculum. The lack of pressure during the group discussion was also noted a positive aspect of 

the teaching style. Relevance to the thesis work and further on, development of oral 

communications skills was a plus.  

 

Comments from course teachers on the implementation of the course 

Unfortunately, the lockdown measures which lasted for the majority of the sessions pose some 

serious challenges on the group discussion initially envisioned in this course. This aspect, 

coupled with a lack of extra pressure not being imposed by the teachers, were in fact 

appreciated by some of the students as reflected in their feedback. Despite such positive 

comments, we do feel that the pandemic situation requiring for almost exclusive online 

teaching, decreased considerably student engagement and active participation in the course for 

some students. From a teaching perspective it required more effort from the lecturers with 

respect to reaching an environment where all students communicate and participate equally to 

the sessions.  

 



Proposed changes/comments/measures 
This was the second time the course was given; hence there is only one previous course evaluations to 

consider. We note that this year’s course took place during the pandemic and almost exclusively online. 

There were consequences of this strain such as an apparent decreased engagement as well less active 

participation; the response rate also decreased considerably (50%) from last year.   

Specific measures could be implemented and hopefully cater better to student needs: 

 

 Giving more resources on academic writing that, altogether, give a broader range of styles of 

academic papers 

 To encourage participation and foster student engagement during online sessions, if the 

situation will require, we consider changing the grading system in this course: changing the 

pass/fail to a grade; accounting for student participation in the final grade and making the poster 

session a mandatory part of this course.  

 

Alexandra Corina Niculescu, Course coordinator and lecturer 

Stefan Killian Schauber, Lecturer



Mid-course Evaluation 

Course: MAE4231 Research Skills II 

Semester 3rd: Autumn 2020 

Answering frequency: 11/12 (92%) 

Date: 03.12.2020 

 

Summary of student viewpoints and suggestions: 
The evaluation was conducted in a planned session for feedback on the course which took place on the 

3rd of December, 2020 as a group discussion on Zoom. 

The evaluation consisted of the opinions of the students with respect to: their expectations and 

perceptions regarding what the course is about, timing of the course, link with other course, relevance of 

topics chosen, materials chosen, hybrid solution, group work, feedback opportunities and finally 

assignments. 

In the following sections, the main viewpoints reflecting the student comments are given. 

 

Statements with general evaluation:  
Overall, MAE4231 is a course focused on topics that were not covered before in any course during the 

master program. The content is concrete in terms of what needs to be prepared, including practical tips 

to learn from and easy to follow-up. Students mostly appreciated the fact that they can work on topics 

that help them with their master thesis and having examples from the lecturers’ papers in the educational 

field. The opportunities for feedback, both allowing time for feedback during the seminars and, in 

particular, organizing open office sessions for one on one feedback were particularly appreciated.  

 

Course content  
Students reported that the lectures and structure of the course were clear and the task were relevant for 

the sessions. The course content has provided more than what they expected. The new content, as 

compared to the other courses, was considered very good and helpful. The structure of the lectures 

provided a template as well as recommendations easy to use, therefore alligned with the thesis. The 

structure provided them with a reinforcement on writing, which helped with the reflection on “why” they 

chosen a particular topic.  

 

Materials 
The compulsory reading list was evaluated as really useful. The materials used in each lecture were 

equally valued as practical examples from the lecturers’ papers in the educational field that can be 

followed upon. The studelnts also liked the recommendation of the three model articles to be used as 

examples and support during the actual writing of the thesis. An idea that occurred was to implement 

this in a separate session dedicated especially to discussing the chosen articles.  

 

Face to face versus online teaching 
The first issue signaled by the students was that they had a sense of being disconnected in the online 

environment and therefore less engaged. Compared to this, they perceived the face to face sessions as more 

enjoyable and more effective overall.  
 

Group discussion Face to face versus online teaching 
The small group work and the group discussions during the classroom sessions were perceived as 

particularly difficult due to the social distancing imposed by the corona measures. It was proposed to 

make more use of the discussions in smaller groups on Zoom in order to reinforce the participation.  



Timming of the course 

This year the timming of the Module on Writing did not match the real time process of the work on thesis but 

provided preparation and a template for the final product. It was suggested by the students to switch in terms of 

timining, the Module on Writing with the one on Communication. 

 

Feedback 
It was appreciated the instant oral feedback provided by the teachers during the 2nd part of the face to face 

sessions. The one on one feadback were appreciated as particularly helpful by those who used this 

opportunity. It was expressed that “everyone should take this chance”. The same opinion was stated by 

the previous cohort.  

 

Assignments and Exam 
Students mostly appreciated the fact that they can work on assignments that complemnt directly their master 

thesis. They also stated that having a portfolio with assignments from each module is usefull for this type of 

course and in addition it does not add extra presure.  

 

Points for further implementation 
To summarize, several points were expressed that can either improve the current course or consider it 

for the next cohort: 

- An idea that occurred was to implement the model articles in a separate session dedicated 

especially to discussing these.  

- It was proposed to make more use of the discussions in smaller groups on Zoom in order to 

reinforce the participation.  
- It was suggested to consider switching in terms of timining, the Module on Writing with the one on 

Communication. 

- It was expressed that “everyone should take the chance” for the one on one feedback. The same opinion 

was stated by the previous cohort.  

Comments from course teachers on the implementation of the course 
Proposed changes/comments/measures 
 

This was the second time the course was given, and there are some important things that differ from last year 

and that need consideration: First, the recent pandemic with the restrictions/changes required is 

unprecedented. Second, the timing of the Writing module and the thesis development are not running 

paralel, with the later appearing to go on a slower pace than the last year. Will address these briefly 

below.  

With respect to the first point, the pandemic, this affected heavely on how we conduct teaching as 

usual. The sessions have moved from face to face to online. It appears from the students’ report that the 

new situation had a negative effect on engagement and participation during the group discussions. As 

immediate changes, making more use of the discussions in smaller groups on Zoom in order to 

reinforce the participation will be implemented as January 2021. 

With respect to the second point, the timing of the thesis, we can only speculate the reasons for the 

delays potentially related to the pandemic. In the previous cohort, the timing of the Writing Module 

was evaluated as starting a bit too late. Before changing when we deliver this part will need to observe 

the development of the current situation and foresee its ending. Finnaly, the positive appraisal of the 

extra feedback sessions with individual students will be followed up in the next module.  


