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Stockholm
University Course report

GG4208  Sedimentary Systems

1. Course Director: Malin Kylander
2. Number of enrolled students: 6
3. Number of students who completed the course: 6

4. Changes in the course since the last time it was given

The course has changed course director and we have revamped the teaching and schedule.

5. Course strengths according to the students
(summary based on quantitative results, as well as free text)

The students liked the structure of the course (2 h lecture plus exercises in the afternoon). They felt
the field trip was a useful way of tying things together. They liked the engaged and relaxed teaching
staff.

6. Course weaknesses according to the students
(summary based on quantitative results, as well as free text)

One student thought the exercises were a bit too much. Some material didn't get up on the Athena
web page in time for the exam. The basins essay could have clearer instructions. Some of the
material taught by the different teachers was overlapping. There was also a need to improve the
communication of learning goals and linking that to the course content and teaching methods.
There was little student reflection in the course.

7. Conclusions and proposals for changes

We have quite a few ideas for the next course and we propose to:

-coordinate all lecture material given by the different teachers to avoid overlap

-revisit the structure of basins essay assignment

-keep the lecture + exercise format but change some of the exercises to hands-on labs
-increase the percentage grade value of the field report

-revisit the learning goals and their communication

-build some reflection component into the course
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