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[bookmark: _Toc431290332]Course evaluation template 
After the course has ended, the course leader must fill in this template. The program director and education management will use your reflections to make adaptations to the program and/or the next time the course is given. The reflections will also be posted on the program web for students to read.

	Course code
4FH086

	Course title
Epidemiogical Methods for Studying Determinants of Health

	Credits
7.5

	Semester
VT25

	Period
May 5th – June 6th




	Course leader
Karin Modig
	Examiner
Karin Modig

	Other participating teachers
Giorgio Tettamanti
Stina Ek
Mozhu Ding
Ying Shang
Mary Baker
Christina-Evmorfia Kampitsi 
Javier Louro
Anna Humprey
Eva Skillgate
Maria Feychting

	Other participating teachers



	Number of registered students
58

	Number who have not completed the course1  14
	Number passed after regular session2  36

	Methods for student influence other than course survey3
Discussions during the course, student representatives in the program committee



1 At the time of completed grading and mandatory assignments/revisions.
2 After first summative examination.
3 State: how the students were given the opportunity to participate in the preparation and decisions at course level, how the students were given the opportunity to provide feedback on the course and how this forms the basis of the analysis and proposals below, response frequency (for example, concluding survey 70 % response frequency, post-it notes – improvement suggestions after the second course week 90 % response frequency, course council 85 % attendance). 

Conclusions from the previous course evaluation
· Very positive.  
Description of conducted changes since previous course occasion 
· No substantial ones. The course evaluation was very positive but only conducted by 14 students.  
Summary of the students’ response to the course valuation 
· First it should be noted that only 53% of the students responded to the course evaluation, and therefore the results must be interpreted with some caution in terms of their representatives.
· 68% of responders reported that they had developed valuable expertise or skills during the course. That is a bit lower than the previous year. However, that year had only 14 respondents for the course evaluation why it cannot serve as a fair comparison. In this year’s evaluation it is between 3 and 5 individuals who respond low or very low values on the course questions. It seems as if time was one of the most problematic items, “I had enough time to reflect on what I have learned”. 
· In the free comments a few commented on that the recorded lectures were too long and lacked capitation. Some prefer live lectures, but more students comment on that they appreciate the recorded lectures on the possibility to go back and listen again. 
· Some students complain that the exam is too long.
· Some negative comments regarding time-rule, i.e. that lectures start on time and late students are allowed to come in 15 minutes after the lecture starts, or during the break. Gor the mandatory sessions, a later attendance than 15 minutes is considered as absent. The same with leaving early. 
The course leader’s reflections on the implementation and results of the course 
It is a pity that many students feel that they don’t have enough time to reflect and learn. My view on this as a course leader is that one reason is that students start a bit too late with reading the literature and writing their assignment, and that for many students this level of epidemiology requires more time that the less than five weeks that the course runs. I am not sure how to address this. One solution could be to take something out, but it is not clear what that should be. Another solution is to try and coordinate even more with Olena who has the first EPI-course to see if we can distribute topics more effectively. We have already discussed this in the program committee, and I will have a meeting with Olena soon.

Regarding the recorded and live lectures, this is a topic that comes back every year and it is clear that students have different preferences regarding this. As it is now the course provides both live and recorded lectures. Every recorded lecture is also followed by a seminar to discuss the lecture. Unfortunately, only half of the students attend this live seminar.

The exam has continuously been shortened, from 5 hours to 4.5 hours, and will be shorten a bit more to next years course, to 4 hours. 

As for the time rule, I realize I have to communicate this rule earlier and in advance than putting it in practice the first day, this clearly upset some students. Although several students came to me and said they really appreciated the rule since they had been much disturbed during previous courses by other students being late leading to a constant disruption of concentration in the lectures. As for the mandatory session, being later than 15 minutes should, and will be counted as not being present. If this is not practiced in other courses in the program that should be improved. 

Course leader’s conclusions and suggestions for improvement 

The recorded lectures should be re-recorded into shorter episodes and with subtitles added. Exam will be shorten to four hours. Tiem-rule will be kept but communicated in advance. 
Other comments
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