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Course evaluation summary

Designing for User Experience, 2017

Are you a program student or have you taken the course as an individual course?
Program 19 Individual course 8
1) Describe your overall experience of the course (e.g. relevance, workload, insights)?

Some student voices:

Fun with so many different people take up relevant information about experience design

I really like it. It couldn’t be better

Relevant and interesting. Good basic introduction to designing. Balanced workload. Many new insights.
Overall the course was well structured and educational. The workload was OK, besides te last big report. It
should’ve been groupwise, with individual diary kind of report

Thought it was repeatable and not very advanced since much things in the course was covered from
earlier courses

Liked the course. Relevant and broad. A bit too much individual work without teacher

Workload was manageable... Work was interesting + engaging

The course was very interesting, with seeing a whole design process and different methods to achieve this.
The workload was OK.

A lot of responsibility put on the group, which worked out very well. I really liked staying in one group
for 2 months.

Fun and fast

2) Describe how you experienced the overall layout of the course.

Some student voices:

I like the layout. Good time between every event and they all were good activities
Perfect

Good balance, a few more lectures or workshops would be appreciated...

Very good with all the practical parts. Good teachers

Good, no comment

Nice layout. Good that we had non-scheduled time to do groupwork

The layout was good. Nice balance between lectures + group work

I like that it was practical rather than theoretical

The third assignment had little time, but I learned a lot from it.

It was fewer lectures than I thought

Thought the course material was relevant and interesting. The workload has been fine.
Fast, would like more classes

3) How did you experience the lectures? (3 lectures, a workshop and session on
paraphrasing)

Some student voices:

Did not go to workshop. All other were good, not much to say

Absolutely enough. I am keen more on the practical assignments

Excellent, I learnt a lot of new things and they were fun/interesting and interactive

Good, no comment

Nice lessons but a bit few, would have liked more lessons and less reading

Gave good background to HCI (my background is not HCI)

Quality of these lectures was high. Every time I learnt something new. Maybe would be nice to include
more practical examples.
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I really like historical examples I lectures of ex how personas have been used. I would like more lectures,
because I like lectures.

The lectures got better over time.

I enjoyed the workshop the most, perhaps have one more of those? Paraphrasing was unnecessary but I
get why it was scheduled.

4) How did you experience the Review of Readings sessions?

Some student voices:

Great, made me actually read the literature on the course

Helpful and a great way to motivate students to read

A good way to reinforce my theoretical understanding. It was also valuable to discuss the concepts
brought up with others

It was very good if you followed the planning. Made it a lot easier to use it in the assignments and
decreased the workload a lot.

I like it a lot since you talked about the book and got a reason to read

Good way to motivate reading but didn’t add anything additional to the readings

Good, but could be longer

I was pleased about calm atmosphere during sessions. I felt free to express any opinion.

Insightful, they became more open discussions which was interesting

I liked them. The readings got a lot clearer when you could ask someone who knew about the subject.

5) How did you experience the assignments on the course?

Some student voices:

Relevant, learned a lot, workload was good

The assignments were enough for the course. Easy to do and in a nice format

Fun and interesting. Varied and curiosity inducing. They helped me learn a lot about design.

Nice with open assignments. Pitty that almost no one took the chance to go big and made only apps!
I like it

Good, relevant, broad

Very good and interesting, diverse and fun

I’m still not sure if I met requirements because there were not much information about it, but I get it is
part of the plan to let students write freely.

Finding a blend was hard because it is quite ambiguous

They have been fine.

6) If you could make changes on the course, what changes would that be?

Some student voices:

Nothing really

May be to move the workshop on prototyping earlier. I think it would help with all assignments and
presentations. Also to include a session for creating better presentations.

More workshops + guest lecture with expert designer

Maybe putting a sidenote to the students so that they stick to relevant questions during the question
sessions of the presentations

More advanced design for user experience

Small computer-based workshops for prototyping

More instructions on the logbooks/reports, maybe an example

More workshops.

Lectures less similar to the reading parts.

7) If you could give advice to students about to start working on their theses, what would
that be?

Some student voices:
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This question was used in an evaluation that was used as a template for this one and regrettably I missed
to alter it.

Teachers’ comments:

It was a good course and students seem to be generally pleased with the course and so are we as teachers.
It is a challenge to find the best level of teaching on an introductory course with so many students with
various backgrounds, and maybe some flexibility could be added.

Most students say they are pleased with the overall layout of the course. Students seem to have
appreciated both the practical and theoretical components of the course. Some additional practical sessions
could be arranged with a focus on practical issues such as development of personas and scenarios. The
prototyping workshop was perceived as valuable, but could be placed earlier and extended with an hour,
or maybe two. The paraphrasing sessions was deemed as unnecessary by a student, while another thought
it was interesting. The idea that students should upload their own texts did not work due to them not
being of the type needed to get some indication in Urkund. Lectures could take a step further away from
the readings.

One student asks for more guidance on how to present. An idea for the next time the course is arranged to
add this under the umbrella making professional presentations. This could be combined with other
sessions of a more introductory nature.

Students appreciated the assignments, but several expresses the opinion that more information about
these would have been valuable. This is something that we will address the next time the course is
arranged. The teacher might also consider adding supervision to the schedule in order to guide the
students when working on the assignments.

Many questions in the final presentation was about implementation issues and questioned practical,

technological aspects instead of focusing on the evaluations executed and the blends, the core of the

assignment. This should be considered when revising the assignments for the next time the course is
arranged.

Thanks for a good course

Rikard and John
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