
Periodic evaluation form of courses IPED   

Please fill out the form and send it to the administrative coordinator of the course.  

Course  EDU4201 

Semester  Spring 4201 

Lecturer/responsible for the course  Lene Buchert 

Time for mid evaluation (short evaluation 

midway through the course) 

24 February 2015 

How did you carry out the periodic 

evaluation?   

Orally in class 

How many students took part in this 

evaluation?   

25 

 

The students experience of the following points:  

 

*Study information   The study information is fine. Students 

requested more guidance on topic proposal 

development. One student maintained that 

they did not receive the same information on 

the development of the topics by all three 

lecturers (Lene, Fengshu, Teklu). 

 

 

 

 

 

*Teaching start and implementation of the 

course   

Some students recommended only three days 

for teaching per week in order to have more 

time for reading. One student asked for a 

shorter literature list.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Lessons/teaching, teaching plan and 

learning environment  

Students appreciated the lectures, the guest 

lecturers, including the CIE Graduates, and 

the workshop for topic development.  

One student indicated that the environment 

was not conducive to discussion – ‘that other 

students and lectures were not interested in 

what students had to say’. Other students 

disagreed. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

*The content of the course (level and 

relevance in connection to the course aims) 

The contents are interesting, in particular the 

international aspects and the concrete 

examples. 
 

 

 

 

 

*Assessment    One student indicated that some lecturers 

should manage time better. 

 

 

 

 

 

*The students´ individual effort  One student remarked that students were not 

engaged in providing feed-back on the 

individual presentations of student topics, 

whereas they were engaged in the workshop 

when they were working in groups. 

Suggestions were made to organize the 

workshop earlier in the course, also to permit 

exchange students to get on board. 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusion  

 

*Suggestions for changes (the students and 

the teachers)  

The proposal to have the workshop on topic 

development earlier in the course will be 

taken up next year. It will also be considered 

to have two workshops of one hour rather than 

one workshop of two hours. 

 

A meeting with the student who felt not 

listened to was arranged and the issue was 

clarified in the sense of pointing to personality 

differences between students, where some are 

more timid and others less so in terms of 

speaking in public. This means that lecturers 

have to be even more aware of the quiet 

students, but also reiterate to students that they 

need to take initiatives themselves. 

 

From the lecturers’ point of view, there 

seemed to be no disagreement. This probably 

means paying continuing attention to how we 



communicate.  

 

*Reasons for not doing changes that 

students have suggested   

The number of pages on the literature list is 

determined by the number of credits for the 

course. The students were again informed that 

the literature is sorted under topics on the 

course plan and that they themselves 

determine in the end what to read and not to 

read. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


