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Evaluation PED4011, Autumn 2021 

PED4011 is a big course with five components: philosophy of science, history and science 

theory, quantitative methods, qualitative methods, and mixed methods. The teaching was 

done mainly through a combination of lectures and seminars/group work. Feedback was 

elicited from both the students and the instructors, concerning the organization, content, level 

of difficulty, workload, relevance of the syllabus, quality of the lectures and seminars, and so 

on. The instructors were asked to collect student feedback on their own individual parts of the 

teaching as well as provide reflections on the teaching from their own perspectives. Some of 

the instructors collected open-ended reflection surveys from the students at the end of their 

parts of the course, others gave brief written comments. Besides, a survey was administrated 

to the students on the ‘nettskjema’. The response rate to this survey was very low; only 13 

students responded. Generally speaking, the course went well, but there are areas in need to 

improvement. Below is a summary of these.  

A common perception among both the instructors and the students is that the course is over 

loaded. Some instructors (particularly for the ‘history and science theory’ and ‘mixed 

methods’ and ‘philosophy of science’) indicated that there was too little time for their part of 

the course to do a comprehensive introduction or to have seminar. The quantitative teaching 

team felt that the limited goals set in the course objective were met. Looking across the entire 

course, students felt there were too many topics, or components, in this course, too many 

readings and too heavy a workload which was somehow demotivating even if there was 

strong motivation for certain components. They reported that workload is way too much for 

the number of credits this course gives. Some would like to have more time for seminars and 

wished for in person lectures.   

Another main critique from the students who gave feedback is that the various components of 

the course are not well linked to each other. There should be more coherence among the 

readings for the whole course. It was further pointed out that the various instructors lacked 

dialog among them about the whole course.  

Some students think for the UDO-students, this course came too late in their study program, 

hence not so relevant to them.  

For the qualitative part, the instructors would like to revise the reading list next round to 

make it more closely related to the seminar activities. 

Here is another useful piece of experience from some instructors concerning the hybrid mode 

of teaching: ‘Despite our hard preparation, there were some technical problems with Zoom 

and the computer in the lecture room on a particular day, which even the IT support team 

could not address, and students who were attending the seminar online experienced difficulty. 

We hope that the renovation of seminar rooms in HEH that are now equipped with new rigs 

and equipment to facilitate hybrid classes will contribute to addressing the limitations.’ 


