Staff feedback to students.
Overall, extremely positive:

· Students are hardworking

Attendance of lectures and practical classes is high, assignments are done to a high standard
· Good attitude

Both relating to work and non-work issues. This is the friendliest department I have worked in and that is important.
· Good comparative grades

The grades of biochemistry students are constantly higher than other students taking the same courses and the average mark on the continuous assessment on the biomolecules course was nearly 10% more than on a near identical course run in the UK
· Good completion rate

The department has one of the highest completion rates in the faculty
· Good employability

The department has the highest rate of employment of graduate students in the faculty

Points which could be improved

Take more responsibility for learning

The biggest difference between school and university is that students need to take more responsibility for their own learning. There is nobody watching you to make sure you do things. There should be no more spoon feeding of information.
· be more interactive, ask more questions

Questions and answers come from the same people time after time. Active participation is required for learning. If you are afraid to ask you are afraid to learn (Danish proverb). You shouldn’t be afraid of giving the wrong answer in interactive sessions.
· read (and buy) more textbooks

The senior staff can remember buying a dozen or more textbooks during their BSc studies, but the impression is that few students buy textbooks anymore. The internet is a wonderful thing, all human knowledge available at the touch of a button, but it is also full of rubbish. If you have the skills, knowledge and experience to shift the few gems from the mountains of rubbish available, then use the net to the full; but textbooks still (usually) represent the best condensation of accurate knowledge available.
· 1600 hour working year

The teaching year is less than 40 weeks so the working week for students should be around 43 hours per week of studies. A recent survey showed that students at the University of Oulu studied on average for less than 20 hours per week. Biochemistry students are studying more than that (we think), but it is unclear how much additional work beyond lectures/practical classes etc is being done. Most courses have a large “self study” component, is this always being used? Are too many students taking holidays during term-time? 
· look at the big picture

Start to see how courses link together to form an integrated picture. Do not see each course in isolation. Courses in later years build on information taught in earlier years. At the start of the Protein chemistry and enzymology course I have a test on the basics of protein chemistry (which students have seen before), very few people get more than half the answers right and the average mark is probably closer to 25%. You have to know what has gone before to hope to understand what will come.
· study to understand, not just to remember

It is relatively easy to study for a course to pass an exam (or even to get a good mark in an exam), but if you study to remember facts for an exam you will have forgotten them a week later. Study to understand, to build on your knowledge rather than to relearn facts again and again as you need them and you have the potential to be a good scientist.

Discussion items:

Student math skills – are they good enough for the quantitative nature of biochemistry? Do we need more courses? Who teaches them? Do we need a more specific statistics course just for biochemistry students?

Continuous assessment i.e. the use of marks from both practical classes and debates, presentations etc AS WELL AS the final examination to give the final mark for the course – something we should use more widely or something we should avoid?

Integration of practicals into theory courses (and the loss of Biochemistry I practical course) – is this a good thing? Will it help the demonstrators? How do we ensure independent student learning? How to get the balance right?

Teaching in English – was the active decision to make the first course taught to new students in English right? Have we got the balance right between teaching in English and in Finnish (students MUST be able to actively and effectively able to communicate about biochemistry in their mother tongue)?
Integration of English courses – did this work? Should we extend it to other ancillary courses e.g. maths?

Integration / coherency of courses within each year and between years – does it work? Are their gaps? Is there too much or too little overlap?

Timetable clashes – please let us know about these as soon as possible.

Next year – MUCH more student participation would be appreciated. The feedback session will be timetabled in advance and (hopefully) kahvi ja pulla will be on offer.

Anytime you have comments or suggestions about teaching please contact the relevant person, pop by their office or send them an email.
