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The course 
The course Filesharing and Internet Politics was held for the first time as a distance course 
during the third and fourth period of the winter term 2014. It was the seventh time the course 
was held and was included in the Librarian program as an optional course for students 
wanting to understand the larger issues of the changing digitalized society as well as for those 
with various policy interests (cultural, information and Internet). For the sixth time, the course 
was also open for exchange students and was therefore in English. 

 

Characterization of the lectures and course literature 
The course was supported by several recorded lectures, held by Jan Nolin, Alen Doracic, 
Mathias Klang and Nasrine Olson. All of the literature was supported by lectures and 
discussed at the two virtual workshops during the course.   

The structure of the course has not been changed, consistent of two theme blocks; Internet 
Revolution and Internet governance and the third block was a written assignment (paper). 
However some pedagogical adjustments have been made due to the fact that course was for 
the first time given on distance, such as all lectures were recorded and two examining 
workshops where conducted online, in the Adobe Connect .  

The course literature has not been revised. However, extensive literature list for the paper 
writing has been compiled. 

 

Results 
27 students (DV12, DV13 and 4 exchange students) were registered on the course. 12 have 
completed the course. Of those, 10 passed with honors (VG) and 2 with grade pass (G).  

 

Student response in course evaluation 
Of 27 registered students, 11 replied to the survey with 40% answering frequency. However 
since there only where 22 active students the surveys answering frequency is higher.   

Questions were structured in order to measure degrees of appreciation regarding various 
features of the course, where "1" indicated very low extent and "5" indicated very high extent. 



In the following, the average mean score for each question is presented. As the same 
questions were given in the most recent course evaluations, a crude comparison can be made 
between averages for this, showing some progress in most instances. The average mean for 
the course evaluation from Fall 2010/Spring 2011/Spring 2012/Spring 2013/Spring 2014  are 
given in brackets. 

x To what extent did you perceive that the learning objectives of the course were clear, 
allowing you to understand what was expected of you to do during the course?
 4.45 (3.88/4.05/4.62/4.38/4.33)  

x To what extent do you feel that you have accomplished the learning objectives of the 
course? 4.18 (3.88/3.63/4.25/4.62/4)  

x To what extent does the content of the course reflect the actual course plan?
  4.64  (4.12/4.11/4.75/4.25/4.38)  

x To what extent has the course literature served as support for attaining the learning 
objectives of the course? 4.36 (3.38/4.29/4.25/4.5/3.88) 

x To what extent have the lectures facilitated progress toward learning objectives?
   4.18 (recorded) (4.38/4.48/4.38/4.5/4.62) 

x To what extent have you been engaged in the work of progressing toward the learning 
objectives? 4.45 (4.25/3.71/3.88/ 4.5/4.38) 

x How well do you perceive that the examination has reflected the learning objectives of 
the course?  4.45 (3.88/3.67/4.25/4.5/4.38) 

x To what extent have you attended the course lectures? Excluded 
question/distance course  (4.62/4.33/4.38/4.5/4.12) 

x To what extent have you read the course literature?   
4.45 (3.00/3.67/3.62/4.12/4.38) 

x To what extent has the requirement of the course been suitable for a workload of 7.5 
HP?  4.45 (3.50/3.95/4.12/4.38/4.45) 

x To what extent have the workshops 1and 2 been suitable towards the learning 
objectives?  3.55 (3.75/4.38/4.25) 

Compared to earlier course evaluation majority of the questions received higher value. The 
highest increase is found in the question of students reading of course literature which went 
up from average 3.88 to 4.36. Thereafter the increase is found in the question concerning the 
content of the course reflects the course plan that went up from 4.38 to 4.64. However the 
questions concerning the facilitation of the lectures toward learning objectives went down  
from average of 4.62 to 4.18. Furthermore the question to what extent have the virtual 
workshops 1and 2 been suitable towards the learning objectives went down from 4.25 to 3.38. 
It seems to us that no real life lectures in the classroom and examinations (workshops) 
conduced on online are less appreciated and may be explanation to this negative tendency.  

Nevertheless the written comments in the evaluation survey tend to confirm the very positive 
progress of the course. Several students have stated that this was a very interesting and giving 
course. The workshops where very appreciated despite some technical difficulties that some 
groups experienced.  



The course administration and the content have lived up to their expectations and recorded 
lectures were appreciated. Again, it was especially nice to see a high degree of engagement by 
students who were stimulated by literature and variety of contemporary issues throughout the 
course, during the workshops and in the written assignments. Even this course round, the most 
popular topics were about privacy, personalization of information, surveillance and 
transparency followed by some papers on internet politics/governance and internet 
democracy.  

Finally, engagement and integration of Swedish and exchange students worked very well, 
despite the fact that Erasmus students where actually on campus while rest of the class 
participants where somewhere else on distance.  

 


