Course evaluation report


Course title: 			Conflict and Human Rights in International Politics
Course-code: 		STV2235
Course coordinator: 	Felix Haass
Date:				10.09.2024	


[bookmark: Språk_norsk][bookmark: Språk_engelsk]Language: |_| Norwegian |X| English


1. Course convener’s assessment of the course: 

Core learning outcomes included a thorough understanding of the various types of conflict and human rights violations with a special focus on their international dimension. We covered theoretical explanations for the causes and consequences of conflicts and how the international community, such as the United Nations, responds to these issues. Skill-wise, we focused on literature and data searches, analyzing cases through different theoretical lenses, and critically evaluating research. General competencies included analyzing and evaluating explanations for conflict, distinguishing between empirical and theoretical statements, and applying the scientific method to investigate social science questions related to war and human rights violations.

To achieve these goals, the course was organized in a lecture format with accompanying seminars. Ten lectures and five seminar sessions were held. Half of the lectures were covered by the course convener, focusing on explanations for conflict and human rights violations in IR based on a course textbook. The rest of the lectures zoomed in on specific types of conflicts and violations, such as civil wars, and their resolution, such as institutions for international criminal justice. 

The course was popular with almost 100 registered students out of whom more than 90 completed the seminar assignments. Student engagement in class was good with many questions from the audience. Discussions in the seminars were also very much engaged. Examination took place in form of a final four-hour school exam as well as completing the seminar portfolio assignments (pass/fail). Those included regular attendance, a summary paper of a core course reading, submission of discussion questions, and a final term paper. 

2. Summary of feedback from student contact-point:

Overall, the student contact-point reported that the course was well-structured, covering essential aspects with well-selected readings. The students generally liked the articles for the core readings. Students particularly appreciated the Blattman textbook (“Why We Fight”) since they felt it provided a strong foundational basis for the rest of the lecture. 
The reading load was well-balanced, with three articles per lecture deemed appropriate. Students found the amount manageable and not overwhelming.

The course worked well for students from different backgrounds and the variety of disciplines in the student body enriched seminar discussions. 

Overall, students felt that the seminars worked well and instructions were clear. They particularly appreciated the opportunity to discuss in more depth the different readings. 

In terms of criticism, some lectures appeared to be somewhat disconnected from the Blattman book. To improve coherence, lectures could give a brief introduction to each topic at the beginning of each lecture—explaining its importance and relevance and how it connects to the core ideas of the textbook. 

When it comes to the seminars, sometimes it seemed that expectations for the assignments were a bit confusing. This largely stemmed from the limited number of seminars, which sometimes made the seminars feel a bit crammed with covering too much. One suggestion for improvement would be to focus on fewer articles per seminar session, allowing for more in-depth discussion of articles. 


3. Overall assessment and further development

The overall assessment of the course is good. It is a very popular course among students and the learning environment and teaching methods work well. 

The following changes would improve future iterations of the course and are aimed to be implemented:

· Reduce the number of readings discussed per seminar session. One way to do this is to identify one or two core articles per lecture, and focus on discussing these in the seminars, rather than trying to cover all of them. This might imply some students having to summarize the same article, but that’s not necessarily problemtic. They could serve as “experts” for their article in the following discussions.

· Better integrate the individual lectures with the textbook. One way to do this would be to reduce the number of application lectures and focus more in-depth on the individual Blattman chapters (which were crammed in five lectures in the beginning). 
