
Karin Hjälmeskog
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Sammanställd enkät

Denna rapport innehåller resultaten av enkäten Intensive Course.

Ett övergripande genomsnitt presenteras först och följs av genomsnittet för följande avdelningar i
undersökningen:
- Course in general
- Teachers presentations
- Groupwork
- Presentations
- Arrangement

I rapportens andra del presenteras resultaten för varje fråga individuellt.

This report contains evaluation results for Intensive Course.

The global indicators are listed first, followed by the individual average values, consisting of the
following scales:
- Course in general
- Teachers presentations
- Groupwork
- Presentations
- Arrangement
 

In the second part of the analysis the average values of all individual questions are listed.
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Intensive Course ()
Response rate = % (22/)

Overall indicatorsOverall indicators

Global Index +- av.=3,2
dev.=0,8

1 2 3 4

1. Course in general +- av.=3,2
dev.=0,8

1 2 3 4

2. Teachers presentations +- av.=3
dev.=1

1 2 3 4

3. Groupwork +- av.=3
dev.=1

1 2 3 4

4. Presentations +- av.=3,5
dev.=0,6

1 2 3 4

5. Arrangement +- av.=3,3
dev.=0,7

1 2 3 4

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole n=No. of responses

av.=Mean
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

25%
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25%
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Relative Frequencies of answers Std. Dev. Mean

Scale Histogram

1. Course in general1. Course in general

Were the dates of the course convenient for you1.1)

n=22Yes 81.8%

No 18.2%

Comments:1.2)

A little long but good

Dates did not interfere at all my lectures at my home university.

Hade an home exam the same week which suffered. Otherwise the dates were fine.

I managed to make them work since I'm mainly working on my bachelor's thesis and move the starting day of my practise by one
week. However most 2nd or 3rd year students couldn't make these weeks in the fall, maybe in late August or during our intensive
period in October.

It was a bit cold

My practice was in week 46, so it wasn't so good (considered not to participate in the course because of that).

They could have been more convenient, but it was ok.

Those dates were OK for students who are not last year students. Because those who are the last year students have a lot of things to
do for Home Instution like Bachelors thesis and so on

Yes because I didn't have so many course now. But I miss couple important lecture anyway. 
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Did you get necessary practical information during the course?1.3)

n=22Yes 81.8%

No 18.2%

Would you recommend this course to other
students?

1.4)
AbsolutelyNot at all n=22

av.=3,4
dev.=1

9,1%

1

4,5%

2

22,7%

3

63,6%

4

Comments:1.5)

Could have gotten som more information before going to Riga. But the information before going to Uppsala was good.
I would recommend it to teachers on their 3rd og 4th year in their education, so that they have some knowledge about inclusion in their
schools/schoolsystem. 

Definetly, fun and good to go abroad and learn things

Especially for 1st or 2nd year students who are not so far long in their studies since they might benefit more from it.

Great group. Not sure it would have been the same with others.

Great opportunity to learn and met different people and perspectives on subject relevant to ones program. You learn and develops a
lot a person. Also good networking.

I always consider that every experience is an expierence, so I think that everybody can get a new information or fullfill the knowledge
thay already have, it means this course will be useful for everybody

I didn't learn almost anything new and I think that students came from so different backgrounds. It was difficult to talk to the theme
which didn't mean same thing to everybody. And what you mean about inclusion should be told at the beginning.
But if you don't care so much about learning aspect then maybe.  

I recomend it becouse in this two weeks any one can lear more than in all semester: practical and theory.

It course be very interesting, can get a lot of new information expierence and friends.

It is one of the very useful projects. Personally, i got a lot of useful information, not only for my professional side, but also for daily life. 

It was a nice experience, and opportunity to meet new people and learn more about inclusion. 

It was at some times very unclear about the schedule because the teachers couldn't agree. 

It was more precise in Riga where we have to be at what time - I would like more specific informations in Uppsala.
But a really good course with relevant tasks, lectures and nice people (also the teachers!) :)

It would depend on what they're expecting from the course. If they want to have nice experiences, meet new people and learn some
new skills, I could recommend it. But if they really want to learn theoretical knowledge about inclusion, then maybe not.

It's very good course to get more knowlege. It's good skills for communicate ant cooperative with others

Its kind of tiring and schedule was very intensive, sometimes also stressfull. So there can be some difficulties for some people.

The directions of the assignment were vague and confusing as were the directions for the theory part. No deeper theory was
presented or argued during either of the weeks. 

To make it more interesting for the students to apply, the students who has finished the course should talk to them in their home city
before. Not many of us in my home college knew about this course.

Working withg student from other countries is a really great thing to experience! You get to share different ideas and view on things
that may be usefull to you in the future 

How was the schedule for the two weeks in Riga and
Uppsala?

1.6)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=3
dev.=0,6

0%

1

13,6%

2

68,2%

3

18,2%

4

Comments on schedule1.7)

A bit to tight. Preferable one day longer with a "free" day in the middle. Otherwise eventfull and fine.

BUSY! 

I would like to have more free time in Uppsala so I could see the city and enjoy being abroad bit more
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In Riga we get very nice start, like introducing and ice-breaking part, so it was interesting and understandeble. We did great job
already at the beginning of project. Also we found new skills in each other and find new friends. In Upsala the programm was really
open and we could have choice to work independently, that i think is important for students which learn to be a teachers. We learned
many staff and like i said before, not only for our professional area, but also for ourselfs. Thank you for this choice being part of that
kind of project. 

It was nice to see the to cities, but maybe the schedule was a bit full. We had long days and very little time to relax and recover from
the long day before.

It was thight!

It was tight but I'm glad we could make changes when possible to get a bit more free time to be able to process everything. 

Some days are too long, also we can work in hotel where we stay.

Sometimes you are just wasting time and after that some teachers are all about the time and how to be everywhare on time and
makes me feel like its all my fault.

The Uppsala week especially was way too full of activities if you count in the time groups needed to work on their presentations we
were working 12 hrs a day at least.

The schedule was quite tight.

The schedules were to tight - and not everything was important in my opinion (e.g. the high school visit in Uppsala - most of us are
going to teach the lower grades...)
In Uppsala we had to prepare a lot of stuff, so we didn't have time for anything else! We finished 16.30-17.00 and had to be
somewhere to eat at 18.00.. And the thursday was not so busy, but EVERYBODY needed to prepare their lectures and did not leave
the university before 17.00! 

The week in Uppsala was to more intensive 

Too much programme in Uppsala - we almost did not get any time to explore the city on our own.

Very late days, but most of them interesting and good activies. 

We had some really long day now and then.. Would have loved some more school visits maybe!

When I knew it would be an active course, I imagined it would be a week full of activities and lectures. An think that the schedule was
well planned. 

i know it was a tight schedule, but the days were long and not that much free time

2. Teachers presentations2. Teachers presentations

Did the presentations made by the teachers help you
to know more about Inclusion?

2.1)
Very muchNot at all n=22

av.=3
dev.=1

9,1%

1

18,2%

2

36,4%

3

36,4%

4

Comments on  the presentations:2.2)

Especially the co-teaching, learning styles and drama.
But it would have been nice with a (more) clear definition on what inclusion is - instead of having the discussion the day before the end
of the course!

I just started pedagogy studys so all information was new and very inportant.

I think we all know about inclusion but on a daily basic I wasn't aware of the different approaches you have to the inclusion aspect.
There are severale ways to deal with this topic and this was definitely an "eyeopener" for me

I would like to know what each one of the teachers mean about inclusion. Because now we talk about languages, outdoor activities,
learning styles and so on... which is the tools that you can use to integrate student. But at the beginning it would be nice to know how I
should understand inclusion? 

Interesting to see different perspectives on inclusion, also from other countries.

It was very nice and informative to have examples from teachers lecture, but i think it's good that we can use our selfs articles

Many things I knew already, but of course there was some new information also.

Not at all. Teachers´ presentations were so interesting, all of them related directly with inclusion; but almost at the end of the week in
Uppsala we realized that the term "inclusion" was not enough clear neither by students and teachers. 

Presentations be okey, intere4sting that teachers are from different countries and give to us different view and opinions.
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Some of them definitely did, others I felt were either a bit far from the subject of inclusion or otherwise hard to understand. Of course
there were many teachers so you did have to make sure that you would talk about as different things as possible. As I understood not
everyone spoked about their expertise so maybe that's something to consider to make sure that every student would gain new
information from the lectures and not just repeat the old one.

The presenatitons teachers made could let us think of things we wouldn´t think in other situations

The presentations spanned a wide variety of topics and differnt takes on the subject inclusion. Gave oneself a hugh insight in many
different ways I have not personally considered before.

The presentations weren't theoretical enough and didn't encourage any "academic conversation".

There was actually very little information about inclusion and i thought/hoped that there would have been more.. On the second to last
day was the first time we were really comparing our vision/understanding of inclusion. 

We all already have some our skills and view on things around, so maybe that is why most of things we already know without teachers
help. But the presentations of teachers were like a motivation and pushing way for us to make something useful, clear and right. 

We used some articals and presentations when preparing our activity.

Yes, almost everyone of the lectures did. I learned alot about Learning styles and co-teaching. Maybe it could have been more about
inclusion from different perspectives f.ex. pupils with different learning disorders. 

yes of course, i knew something, but they gave me an another perspective

3. Groupwork3. Groupwork

How did you experience to work in an international
group?

3.1)
Very GoodVery Bad n=22

av.=3,2
dev.=0,9

0%

1

27,3%

2

27,3%

3

45,5%

4

Did you get good support from your supervisor
during your groupwork

3.2)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=2,8
dev.=1,1

13,6%

1

22,7%

2

31,8%

3

31,8%

4

Comments on groupwork3.3)

1. It was very hard to work with some cultures because of the language and education barrier... It was a shame for those who weren't
that good at English + didn't study the same as everyone else on the course, but also for others in the group because they had to
explain a lot and start from 'scratch' with a lot of things and theoritical/didactic matters.

Definitely good that it was in international groups even though it made it hard to work on it between the two intensive periods, it gave
you new perspectives otherwise. Naturally there were some language barriers though. I think a bit more time for the group work in
Riga might have helped in getting more work done before Uppsala.

Everytime working with some group of people from different countries and with different look on things is a challange. ''What does not
kill you - makes you stronger'', so working in a group we push yourself to be included in and help with, maybe, organizing the things. It
is everytime interesting and important. 

Good. Personally I might should've tried to seek a little bit mor guidance to increase my contribution in the group. We all usually
contributed according to our skills and personalities which in the end went up just great.

Group work was good becouse some of us no more than another so we help each another. I have to say thanks for me groupe.

I found it really educational to discuss teaching and methods with teacher students from other countries. We have a lot in common, but
different experiences

I like working in groups. Each of our group have task and all are included in that pressentation and activietie part.

I think my group did a great work on supporting me, also I think it´s good to work in international groups so we can experience other
countries´ situatuions about inclusive education for example

It was difficult because I felt that my group members didn't know so much about their school systems and inclusion. And I wasn't sure
did they know what inclusion mean. But it would have be fun to know about it. We came from so different backgrounds so expectations
was so different.

It was very difficult, because we don't all study to be the same thing, so we don't have the same vision and hopes for outcome. and
also language was a very big factor since it was very hard to understand and communicate wit some students.. 

Like the other groups we were dealing with the language barrier.. But besides that I think my group did really well and had all the
support we needed from our supervisors during the 6 weeks between Riga and Uppsala 

My group worked pretty well, we had our ups and downs, and some did more than others, but all in all a good group.
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Some students did all of the work and some did less.

Sometimes it was a bit difficult to work together, because we had so different backgrounds, working styles and ways of seeing things. I
think that some group members did a lot more work than the others. But I also got a lot of support from my group members and we
had fun together :)

There were only two students in the group that planned the lesson The other two's didn't participate that much. Some because of the
language barriade and some because of their education and knowledge. But they coulds have participated more by offer to do things,
and the other groupmembers could have helped them. It was difficult to work in groups when the members in the group are on
different places in their education. So in future- only bring 3rd og 4th grades students.  

With different background in education it is very difficult to create an presentation that is suits everyones learning goals. 

difficult to work in a group when you live that far away from each other. but also nice to see how they do it... also it was a little bit
difficult to work with the baltic countries sometimes because they had a different way of thinking and doing things... not that it is a bad
thing but then we had some more discussions

people from different countries were so funny, social, and I really liked their company during those weeks. I would like to meet them
again in the future. 

What did you learn about inclusion?3.4)

How important is to think about many things and how fast find the way to help and find out the persons who need special attention. 

I dont think that I learned something new...

I learned how the term is understood is different countries, how things that I didn't consider before were connected to it like oppressive
education or co-teaching. I did miss some practical examples to make sure that everyone had the same conception of the term.

I learned that included pupils can have lots of different needs that you have to think of when preparing a lesson. E.g. hearing losses,
bilingual pupils, ADHD and all the different ways of learning.

I learned that it is so different from my own country and some of the Baltic countries how they include pupils with learning disorders/
disabilities. But over all we are quit the same in all of the countries on how we include everyone in regular classes. It is something
everyone think is important to do. I also learned how to include people where there were language difficulties.  

I learned that it is very important part of all education and that teachers have to be very flexible in oder to include evry student in the
classroom.

I learnt that there is too much to do in order to understand completely what the word INCLUSION means. I have my own ideas about
this term, but I would like to continue researching about this interesting topic. 

I learnt the meaning of the term, how it can manifest itself in lot of situations, what to do for inclusive education back home

Inclusion is a thing that all countires are aware off but we have different ways to approach is   

Inclusion is more than make the education differentiated.

NOTHING NEW

Nothing new. 

People have equal rights for life, education etc. It's no metter what people can do or can not to do. We need to make feeling for all
childrens that their are included in school and social life.

That is very important thing and we should include everybody in any activity. 

That it is hard, but there are many ways of doing it in (or outside) a classroom

That its important in all countries. and that inclusion is alot of things. and there's no one definition. 

That we need tu include every person in education. It's very important to know everything about every person/pupil/student, because
you know what they wanna learn and you can create a lessons plan and include every person.

To always be aware that ones action can subconciously or habituosly make someone feel excluded. I was also given the tools to
better observe and notice actions and tendencies of exclusion and the power and knowledge to fight it.

many different ways to include students with special needs, how different ways of teaching can help them learn

4. Presentations4. Presentations

How did you like the groups different ways of
presentation?

4.1)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=3,7
dev.=0,5

0%

1

0%

2

31,8%

3

68,2%

4



Karin Hjälmeskog, Intensive Course

2014-11-14 EvaSys evaluation Page 6

How was the feedback on your presentations from
teachers and other students?

4.2)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=3,3
dev.=0,7

0%

1

13,6%

2

45,5%

3

40,9%

4

Comments4.3)

4.1: The presentations were very different and people interpreted the assignment very differently! It was nice with all that inspiration :)
4.2: The feedback the first day was not so good - all the focus (especially from the teachers) was on the bad things, even though they
presented a very good lesson. It was much better comments the other days because we (and the teachers!) became aware to focus
on the positive things as well. So altogether it was fine comments - especially those who gave advice or asked reflective questions to
the groups.

Feedback is good, but should be relevant and not only negative (this improved). Also, it sometimes felt like some of the teachers
thought they had the only right opinion on how something should be done. 

For me was to many good comments. I prefer get more bad than good. Becouse bad comments give ooppurtunityto think and repare
all mistakes. 

I comments from the teachers and student varied very in content, and could be more focus on even more specific things

I like that students and teachers give feedback because we need to hear opinions for others who watched and enjoyed our work.

I like that the students presentations were so varied and had a somewhat personal touch and take on the task. The feedback from the
teachers and the other students was good. Not taking the first presentation in consideration I would maybe have seen a bit more
constructive commantary aswell.

I think the presentations were very different in the end which was positive. Feedback system was good, especially when you got it in
writing as well. More time for the feedback was needed and time to reflect on giving feedback after the presentations.

I was very starteled with the first 'discussion' there was of the first group. And I would like if the teachers in the future were more clear
about what the were expecting and also agreed (some what) on that. 

It is a good idea to receive feedback from students and teachers at the same time. You have both perspectives. Probably, it would be
interesting that every group receive different feedback every day. 

It was clear and after the first group organisased well. But I didn't feel that all the feedback that I got was criticise the goals just if you
like it or not.

It was really useful the feedback my group got from the teachers and the students aswell. The groups presentation were completely
different from eachother, and that was the best part. Cause no-one inturperated the task in the same way. 

It's good that everyone say them opinion and give a feedback, because now we know what we do good and what no, so in the future
we can change some of our plans to have better lessons

Mainly the feedback was good, but I really didn't like how the first group was told that they were not allowed to defend themselves and
that the other groups would be punished if their comparitive aspect was similar (="as bad"). 

We had really good feedback!! We also worked alot inbetween the 2 weeks so we were really prepared for this.. 

we all are very different, but all words are correct and we should listen all information anyway and make our conclusions. 

we were the first group so we were the testpersons, we only heard what to improve, because of the short time, but then some felt like
a falure

5. Arrangement5. Arrangement

How did you find the hotel in Riga?5.1)
Very goodVery bad n=21

av.=3,8
dev.=0,4

0%

1

0%

2

19%

3

81%

4

How did you find the hotel in Uppsala?5.2)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=2,9
dev.=0,9

9,1%

1

18,2%

2

45,5%

3

27,3%

4

How did you find breakfast, lunch and dinner in
Riga?

5.3)
Very GoodVery bad n=22

av.=3,5
dev.=0,6

0%

1

4,5%

2

36,4%

3

59,1%

4
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How did you find breakfast, lunch and dinner in
Uppsala?

5.4)
Very GoodVery bad n=21

av.=3
dev.=0,8

0%

1

28,6%

2

42,9%

3

28,6%

4

How did you find the program in Riga besides  the
education program?
sightseeing, excursions, school visits etc.

5.5)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=3,5
dev.=0,7

0%

1

9,1%

2

36,4%

3

54,5%

4

How did you find the program in Uppsala
besides  the education program?
sightseeing, excursions, school visits etc.

5.6)
Very goodVery bad n=22

av.=3
dev.=0,7

0%

1

22,7%

2

59,1%

3

18,2%

4

Comments on arrangement5.7)

BUSY! Interesting, but busy. Good food and sightseeing both places. 

Everything was very, very good. NO MORE COMMENTS. 

I think the accommodation was very good in both places, understandably different because of the price range. I was positively
surprised that most of the meals were included and they were mostly satisfying as well. Naturally time was limited but in Uppsala I
could have wished for a sightseeing tour downtown and of the castle in addition to the library and church that were a tad too long now.
I would've rather seen a primary school in Uppsala as well since most of us were going to work with that age. 

I think the bathrooms in the hotel in Uppsala was very dirty. In the shower the floors was black from dirt, but othervise ok.-

I would like to have more free time in Uppsala so I could enjoy the city more i did 

It's very interesting that we have change to visit schools and country we be. I like Riga part better than Uppsala part.

The arrangement was perfectly fine. A bit much but on the other hand we did not have much time. I would like some more focus on the
studentlife in each area due to it being a large part of the majority of us' lives. And to experience the student culture.

The food-organizing in Riga could have been done differently. It was very difficult to know if you had taken enough food for the whole
10 euro. But the food tasted good.
Uppsala-food was good.
Interesting visits and sights to see.  

The hotel in both city was good, i liked it. If we talk about dinner in Uppsala it was complicated for a little. Program in both weeks was
good and interesting, but in Uppsala it was more intensive, so i like more program in Riga.

We had to spend a lot of our free time on shopping and preparing breakfast, I wish someone else could have this responibility
(especially the grocery shopping).

We are going to be teachers in (mainly) primary school, so the visit to a high school was a bit timeconsuming and not that relevant
although it was interesting.

The library, church and city walk was nice, but I wish it would not last that long, and that we instead could have spent this time
exploring the city on our own, due to little spare time

more freetime, so we could get to know each other even more 

6. Summary6. Summary

How satisfied are you with your participation in
Intensive Course 2014?

6.1)
Very muchNot at all n=22

av.=5,9
dev.=1,4

0%

1

4,5%

2

4,5%

3

4,5%

4

9,1%

5

36,4%

6

40,9%

7

Please give us your advise  and suggestions for Intensive Courses to come!!
What should be changed?
What should be improved?

6.2)

About the presentations: more time for the theoretical part and discussion, and less for the actual lesson.

At first evening that all students and teachers meet each other can go somewhere with all participates and do something together, just
like in Riga, not only have social activieties. In informal atmosphere we can more easy know each other.

COURSES ARE VERY INTENSIVE. MAYBE THERE SHOULD BE CHANGES IN SCHEDULE. MORE COUNTRIES COULD
PARTICIPATE. 

Directions for the presentations should be more clear, also the content could have been more about theoretical arguments.
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Enough time to also have fun on our own. Clearer criteria on portfolio and presentation. All participant should be studying sort of the
same thing - or at least teaching (in approximately the same age group)

Get some more information in front.
Make sure that there are only 3rd and 4th graders participating, because they have more knowledge of this topic.
 

I think that the information could be better. I think it was alot of the information we could get in advance, but didn't get..

I understand that time is time, but still I would like that you would find some space for more free time that students could use for
walking in city (Uppsala)

If possible - one more day to give us some sleep and free time in the middle of the week. Take more advantage of students different
subjects and fields of study. Otherwise an awesome experience!

In my considerations, there is nothing to change and improve. I have the feeling that staff behind this intensive course has enough
experience to continue doing this amazing job. 

It was a pleasure to be a part of this programme!!

I was like for the future participants of this programme to have some more school visits maybe - if possible!?
More focus on the theoretical part!

It was difficult because all student came from so different backgrounds so if someone know bit more its frustrating because you don't
get almost nothing new. 

Maybe when you do a program, it need to be similiar like program in Riga when we have more free times and we can rest. But
everything is good for me. 

More focus on new theories and work methods.
new approach on inclusion - can we experience it instead of hearing of it?

Mostly schedule because in Riga the begining was soo intensive that i thout i would not make it till the end and after few days it
became really delightfull because we had more free time and ect. And oposite in Uppsala at first it was very easy and sometimes even
boring and in the end of the week things got seriuos. Teachers were always in the rush and all about the time.

The basic structure of the course is good. The time of the course is hard since most students are busiest during the fall and that is why
the 1st and 2nd year students can't participate. I think it would be imporant to emphasize that the course is aimed for those students
since I didn't feel it gave me that as much theory wise since I'm already a bit further in my studies. However I did gain other
experiences and especially the comparison and international aspect of course benefitted me. If financially possible maybe the course
could start on Sunday and end on Saturday in both weeks to have more time for both the actual course (e.g. group work) and extra
activities. 

Think a little bit more about schedule. But any way it's not bad.
And in my oppinion need more discusion on each presentatio. 

more free time i think, i think it was very good

Here you can give any other feedback that comes to your mind...6.3)

All in all, all the presentations were helpful in their own way, the working in itself just was too stressful because of the vague directions.
Also, since we are all students in higher education, the content could have been aimed a little higher. 

Huggies

I heard that some of the articels is the same from last year... Maybe some more articels and new stuff.

I like that to weeks. I have a lot of new expierience in my life, carrier.

I really enjoyed the company and the task to prepare an activity was so usefull and intresting i learned a lot.

I'm really happy with this group of people that participated and glad that the Nordplus is organizing these kind of possibilities for
students!

Like i sad before more  discusions and teacher should spend more time with students: all teachers. 

Please be open to more ways on doing a lesson. There are not only one correct "answer".

Thank you for including me in the intensive course!! :) 

Thank you for the possibility to take a part in this project!

Thanks for at great program, and for ALL the work you have put into this. It was great mingling and socializing.
Nice to experience the different cultures.

Tack so mycket! 
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You have done a great job planning this!! Bringing people from 6 different countires together can be a challenge but you have
managed very well! So for the sake of the social aspect I only have positive things to say!   

don't know what that should be
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Profile
Subunit: Inst. för pedagogik, didaktik och utbildningsstudier
Name of the instructor: Karin Hjälmeskog
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

Intensive Course

Values used in the profile line: Mean

1. Course in general1. Course in general

1.4) Would you recommend this course to other
students?

Not at all Absolutely
n=22 av.=3,4 md=4,0 dev.=1,0

1.6) How was the schedule for the two weeks in
Riga and Uppsala?

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=3,0 md=3,0 dev.=0,6

2. Teachers presentations2. Teachers presentations

2.1) Did the presentations made by the teachers
help you to know more about Inclusion?

Not at all Very much
n=22 av.=3,0 md=3,0 dev.=1,0

3. Groupwork3. Groupwork

3.1) How did you experience to work in an
international group?

Very Bad Very Good
n=22 av.=3,2 md=3,0 dev.=0,9

3.2) Did you get good support from your supervisor
during your groupwork

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=2,8 md=3,0 dev.=1,1

4. Presentations4. Presentations

4.1) How did you like the groups different ways of
presentation?

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=3,7 md=4,0 dev.=0,5

4.2) How was the feedback on your presentations
from teachers and other students?

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=3,3 md=3,0 dev.=0,7

5. Arrangement5. Arrangement

5.1) How did you find the hotel in Riga? Very bad Very good
n=21 av.=3,8 md=4,0 dev.=0,4

5.2) How did you find the hotel in Uppsala? Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=2,9 md=3,0 dev.=0,9

5.3) How did you find breakfast, lunch and dinner in
Riga?

Very bad Very Good
n=22 av.=3,5 md=4,0 dev.=0,6

5.4) How did you find breakfast, lunch and dinner in
Uppsala?

Very bad Very Good
n=21 av.=3,0 md=3,0 dev.=0,8

5.5) How did you find the program in Riga
besides  the education program?
sightseeing, excursions, school visits etc.

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=3,5 md=4,0 dev.=0,7

5.6) How did you find the program in Uppsala
besides  the education program?
sightseeing, excursions, school visits etc.

Very bad Very good
n=22 av.=3,0 md=3,0 dev.=0,7
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6. Summary6. Summary

6.1) How satisfied are you with your participation in
Intensive Course 2014?

Not at all Very much
n=22 av.=5,9 md=6,0 dev.=1,4


