Course evaluation GEOMO09 (spring 2025)

Judging from both the written reports and our personal impression, the students seem to appreciate the
course. However, despite a re-arrangement of parts of the course, some students still find the work load
a bit unevenly distributed; however, for the first time, it seems as it is the first two weeks that are
problematic. There is also a suggestion from one student of an alternative course structure where the
examination is done first, followed by the excursion and then the written report (individual project). This
is something that we will look closer into for next year.

It seems as if the students greatly appreciated the four-day excursion to Denmark, where they—in
addition to excellent geological localities—also got a chance to directly talk to collectors, preparators
and museum scientists. At least one student was less impressed by the excursion to Fagelsdng (mainly
because of the poor exposure of the sediments and a lack of information/golden spike at the site).

Regarding the lectures, the overall impression is that they worked fine and had relevant content
(although we need to consider the specifics of the material presented so that the overall picture is not
lost). Likewise, the students seemed to be very pleased with the seminars, although at least some of them
want the course credits to be spread more evenly (meaning that the credits for the exam are reduced and
that the students instead get credits for the seminars). However, this cannot be done without changing
the course syllabus.

As in previous years, the level of the course seems appropriate given the different backgrounds of the
students and the fact that they additionally originate from multiple countries. In summary, we feel
reasonably pleased with the outcome of this year’s GEOMO09.
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Course evaluation 2025: GEOMO09 (summary based on the replies from 9 students)

1. How did you perceive the course in general (from 1-5, where 1 is poor and 5 is excellent)?
M @ 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)?
) @) (3) 45% (4) 33% (5) 22%

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)?
¢)) ) (3)67% (4) 22% (5) 11%

4. Did you miss something on the course? If so, what?

*Maybe a digital or CT-scanning exercise that could be tied to the individual project.
*Nothing in particular but I would have liked to dig deeper into certain topics.

*The GSSP at Fagelsang was a bit underwhelming (but out of the teachers control, of course).
*There is nothing missing.

5. How could we improve the course?

*Spread the credits more (e.g., give credits for the seminars) and integrate the essay with the excursion.
*Reduce the number of tasks that have to be worked on simultaneously.

*Hard to say; I just want more. Do the exam first, then excursion and finally the individual project.
*Reduce the work load the first two weeks.

6. Potential views on the lectures?

*Good! (x4)

*They were all great!

*Due to time constraints, hard to connect to other courses.

*Avoid just images on ppt-slides (hard to remember when looking at them after some time).
*Sometimes a bit specific and thus hard to follow (big picture is lost).

7. Potential views on the labs and seminars?

*Good!

*All are good and fun. (x2)

*Disintegration experiments 10/10 — would do them again. Seminars were also fun.
*Give credits to the seminars. Use fewer eggs during the lab or just show old results.
*Add identification of fossils. Seminars I enjoyed very much.

*Seminars are great but take a long time when time is limited.

8. Potential views on the excursions?

*The excursions are great! The best way to see in real life what is said during the lectures.
*Most are good; however, Fagelsing lacks a sign and golden spike.

*] enjoyed all of them; especially the one to Skive.

*Very nice excursions! (x2)

*Great but perhaps reshuffle the excursion to Denmark until after the exam.

*10/10

*Amazing time but perhaps a bit repetitive (but it’s fine).

9. Other issues?

*There are many things to do; spreading the credits would motivate more.

*l had a great time; definitely worth to be called master’s level.

*It’s great to see a lots of fossil specimens in class!

*A bit overwhelming (I lack background in palaeontology) but I learned lot of stuff.



