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Course analysis, fall term 2020 

Course: Language in Use 7.5 ECTS / Språket i bruk 7,5 hp (LIM006) 

Teacher: Carl Börstell 

Date: 2 December 2020 

1. Course development, fall term 2020: 

The course is now entirely online, with weekly live Zoom lectures. Students are encouraged to 
send questions ahead of each Zoom session about the assigned readings, but are also free to 
ask questions during the meetings (directly using their microphones or in the chat). Student 
presentations were kept from previous years, but took place via Zoom allowing students to 
share their screen with slides and the other students could comment or ask questions in the 
chat or after each 10 minute presentation – this format turned out to work quite well. 

2. Strengths (based on answers to the student course evaluation):  

24 students responded to the course evaluation, which is more than half (≈ 57%) of the 
students who handed in the final assignment (N = 42). The responses are generally very 
positive, with high scores on both overall impression (mean = 4.375; median = 5; SD ≈ .77) 
and the achievement of learning outcomes (mean = 4.125; median = 4; SD ≈ .99): no scores 
<3 on the overall impression; only 2 respondents scored <3 on achieving the learning 
outcomes (both gave the rating 2).  

Students commented on feeling that the learning environment was open and inclusive and that 
the course included a diverse range of topics and perspectives. 
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3. Weaknesses (based on answers to the student course evaluation):  

Several students commented on the course being heavy with regard to reading and theory. A 
few of them found the description or motivation of some of the assignments somewhat 
unclear. 

4. Instructor analysis: 

The online format has mostly worked well, but a major problem at the start of the course was 
the unavailability of the main course book (The Discourse Reader, 3rd edition) as it was not 
available as an e-book and many students were unable to physically visit a library or 
bookstore. The student presentations could be conducted as planned, via Zoom, and students 
could ask for help with the course assignments via Athena or email, or during the scheduled 
Zoom meetings.  

Most students handed in their final assignments and the majority received passing grades after 
the first submission. The distribution of grades is slightly higher than last year (mean 2019 ≈ 
2.95 ≈ C; mean 2020 ≈ 3.4 ≈ C+), although this difference is not significant (K–S test: D 
≈ .16; p ≈ .7).  

5. Conclusions and suggestions for course development: 

For future courses, it would be good to explicitly go through style and formatting guidelines 
as part of the final assignment description. A few students requested a possibility to select 
final project ideas from a list of suggestions, as some found it difficult to come up with their 
own. Two assignments included students posting a first draft on the Athena course page for 
open peer feedback, but unfortunately very few students gave comments/feedback on others’ 
drafts, possibly because it was not framed as a course requirement – thus, this format may not 
be ideal. The student presentations were kept in order to create a checkpoint for the teacher 
and other students to comment and give feedback on projects before the final submission, but 
if time allows for it, this could be extended to also include a memo/sketch pre-submission to 
guide students towards manageable, relevant, and successful final projects. 

In general, knowing how many students are expected to enroll is crucial in order to organize 
the practicalities of presentations (e.g. course description/schedule and length of 
presentations) and assignment submission (e.g. format and word limits of assignments). 
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