Course evaluation 2018: GEOM09 Summary based on six students
1. How did you perceive the course in general (from 1-5, where 1 is poor and 5 is excellent)?
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4) 67%
(5) 33%
2. How did you perceive the level of the course (from 1-5, where 1 is too simple and 5 is too difficult)?
(1)
(2)
(3) 67% (4) 33%
(5)
3. How easy was it to keep your level of interest up during the course (from 1-5, where 1 is difficult and 5 is easy)?
(1)
(2)
(3) 17% (4) 50%
(5) 33%
4. Did you miss something on the course? If so, what?
NA
5. How could we improve the course?
Comments:
- More organized list of resources for home study.
- Maybe hand-in of project less close to exam.
- Presentation of projects sooner.
- Guest lectures could have less slides, more breaks and interaction with students.
- Reduce lecture intensity slightly
6. Potential views on the lectures?
Comments:
- Mostly good (particularly the core teachers), very interesting. Some (guest lectures) too extensive.
- One student reacted towards labs with animals.
7. Potential views on the labs and seminars?
Comments:
- Seminars very useful/good/good for understanding/good practice.
- Perhaps more time to prepare for seminars.
- Perhaps only use plant material in taphonomy lab.
- Too many seminars but very interesting.
8. Potential views on the excursions?
Comments:
- Very good, liked them a lot, museums were great!
- Too short but very interesting. Really good to first see museums and ten quarries.
- All excursions were amazing. Really relevant and interesting but too short.
- Great fun and good learning experience.
- Could be slightly more interactive.
9. Other issues?
Comments:
- Perhaps a little too much material.
- Organize the lecture handouts on Live@Lund better for invited lecturers (corresponding to schedule).
- Of all the courses I have had in Lund, this was the best! Thank you for a great job.

Thanks for participating in this course evaluation! Johan Lindgren and Mats Eriksson (course leaders)

