Summary evaluation: JOUR4330 – Freedom of Expression

Spring, 2013

Charles Ess

Overall comments

The course did not have an attendance requirement.  I kept track of attendance; many of the students registered for the course did not attend more than 3-4 lecture/workshop sessions.  What effect this will have on the final paper / exam will be interesting to see.
For that, the overall evaluations in the course are somewhat higher than in MEVIT.  Part of this might be because of the following.
Innovation.  I experimented in this class with the structure – i.e., variations on the otherwise standard ca. 45 minutes for lecture / elaboration, break, and then 45 minutes for workshop / group discussion.  For example, I sometimes started with group discussion, based on questions distributed prior to the class.

This was useful – but the best innovation was to introduce “hands-on” exercises using their computers to explore some of the technological realities of online communication relevant to the course topics.  Specifically, when discussing privacy online (as ostensibly contributing to greater freedom of expression, etc.), I gave students instructions for downloading and installing Collusion, an add-on for the Mozilla Firefox, that tracks and graphically displays the various cookies and websites tracking one’s browser choices and patterns.  This was a real eye-opener for the students – one they also enjoyed because of its hands-on character.
These “experiments” were received with considerable enthusiasm, and so I plan to incorporate these and perhaps additional ones in future classes.
Quality of teaching

Both in quantitative and qualitative terms, the course evaluations are extremely positive regarding the teaching, e.g.

100% of respondents fully agreed that the teaching was engaging;
100% of respondents fully agreed that the exercises made students work actively with course content;

and the strong majority (e.g., 9 of 13 = 69%) agreed that the teaching methods were “demanding but exciting”.

See also the various comments on the teaching, collected below.

Quality of the course

In general – with exceptions to be noted in the next section – the course appears to have worked well, starting with the teaching and, in general, the workshops and discussions planned in conjunction with the lectures.

Overall, 69% of the students reported “very satisfied” with the course, and 31% reported “satisfied.”

Critiques and suggestions for improvement

A good number of the criticisms and suggestions for improvement – e.g., too much reading, too much reading in too short a period of time, etc. – have to do with the unusual schedule of the course, i.e., within a 7 week period.  

As with my other spring, 2013, course, this was indeed a problem – an artifact of my electing to teach one course followed by another, rather than in parallel.  The rationale was that I wanted to be able to concentrate on JOUR4330 as a new course.

Perhaps for me this worked well – but it clearly resulted in an unusual reading burden, as well as time conflict for the students who had exams towards the end of the semester. 

The good news is that now that I’ve taught the course once, I can schedule it – as some of the students rightly suggest – over a longer period of time in spring, 2014, i.e., in parallel with my other scheduled course.

There were some suggestions for more contemporary case studies (hate speech, pornography) as well as more overview of national legislations regarding freedom of speech.  These are excellent suggestions that I will incorporate in the spring, 2014, instantiation of the course.
Examination results spring 2013

A: 2, B: 9, C: 3, D: 2, E: 1.

Summary Evaluation

1. How would you evaluate the following statements regarding the quality of teaching in this course?
	Statements
	I agree
	I partly agree
	I disagree

	The teaching was engaging.
	13
	
	

	The teaching was well structured.
	7
	5
	1

	The teaching was clear and comprehensible.
	8
	5
	


2. How would you say the teaching covered the course content?
… Very well - 9
… Well - 4
… Neither well nor poorly -1
… Poorly
… Very poorly
3. Are there parts of the course content that should have been allotted more teaching hours?
… No – 5 or no answer
… Yes
4. If you answered yes on the previous question, please specify which parts of the course content.
I would have liked more detail with philosophical aspects. A little bit more at least.
Term paper. In class presentations.
In-class presentations of the term paper.

I would have been interested in comparing the current legislation concerning the right of freedom of expression in Western democracies
In the beginning we talked about praxis examples from Warburton we could deeply look at such as Hate Speech or Pornography. I would liked have done this if we had more time.
I attended too few lectures to make an informed statement here.

5. Are there parts of the course content that should have been allotted less teaching hours?
… No – 9 or no answer
… Yes
6. If you answered yes on the previous question, please specify which parts of the course content.
Workshops – (better with more “direct” teaching) 
7. How would you evaluate the following statements regarding the exercises you were assigned during the course?
	Statements
	I agree
	I partly agree
	I disagree

	The exercises made me work actively with the course content.
	13
	
	

	The exercises made me work regularly with the course content.
	7
	6
	


8. How would you evaluate the relationship between lectures and workshops/group- based teaching in this course?
… Very well - 6
… Well - 7
… Neither well nor poorly

… Poorly

… Very poorly

9. On average, how many hours per week have you spent on this course, including attending classes?
	Period
	0-5 h per week
	5-10 h per week
	10-15 h per week
	15 h or more per week

	First part of the semester
	5
	5
	3
	

	Second part of the semester
	4
	8
	1
	


10. How would you evaluate the following statements regarding the amount of effort you put into this course?

	Statements
	I agree
	I partly agree
	I disagree

	I could have put more effort into working with this course at the beginning of the semester.
	4
	5
	4

	I get more out of the teaching when I prepare for class.
	11
	2
	

	I could have put more effort into working with this course during the whole semester.
	6
	6
	1

	I have spent more time working on this course than on similar courses.
	6
	3
	4

	I have generally been well prepared for class in this course.
	4
	7
	1
(1 no answer)


11. Which learning activities have you used, and how would you evaluate their usefulness to your learning in this course?
	Teaching methods
Statements
	Demands too much time
	Demanding but exciting
	Could have been more of this

	Reading the required readings
	5
	8
	

	Writing papers
	1
	9
	3

	Attending lectures
	
	7
	6

	Attending workshops/discussions
	1
	8
	4

	Other
	
	
	1 (no elaboration)


12. How do you evaluate the following statements about the course?
	Statements
	I agree
	I partly agree
	I disagree

	The course has taught me to analyze problems.

	6
	7
	

	The course has taught me facts, ideas and methods.
	11
	2
	

	The course has taught me practical skills.

	2
	5
	6


13. How do you evaluate the following statements about the forms of examination used in this course?
	Statements
	I agree
	I partly agree
	I disagree

	They give me the opportunity to show acquired knowledge.
	11
	2
	

	They give me the opportunity to show acquired skills.
	9
	3
	1

	They make me work regularly with the course during the semester.
	4
	7

	2

	There is too much assessment during this course.

	1
	2
	10


14. If you could choose, which form of assessment would you prefer for this course?
… Portfolio - 2
… Written examination - 1
… Semester paper - 9
… Home examination – 1 
… Oral examination
… Oral presentation - 2
… Other
15. How would you evaluate the information given about following issues in the course description?
	Information about
	Good
	Sufficient
	Poor

	Time and place for teaching
	8
	4
	1

	Time and/or place for examination
	9
	2
	2

	Course content and objective
	11
	2
	

	Prerequisites for the course
	7
	6
	

	Forms of teaching in the course
	9
	4
	

	Forms of assessment in the course
	8
	4
	1


16. What were your most important reasons to choose this course? (Check all that apply)
… It is required in my study programme and/or course group - 1
… It was convenient to take the course this semester - 3
… I was interested in the topic - 10
… I wanted to take a course from this teacher - 4
… Other – 1: relevant for my master’s thesis
17. How satisfied are you, all in all, with this course?
… Very satisfied - 9
… Satisfied - 4
… Neither satisfied nor unsatisfied
… Unsatisfied
… Very unsatisfied
18.  Qualitative comments

A.  In your view, what has worked especially well in the course – i.e., which aspects of the reading, the teaching, etc.?

The interactive workshop / lectures works well because it requires students to work with the material and actually think and formulate arguments.  And we need that small nudge to get discussion flowing (apparently) but that’s when we learn most.

Teaching. Most of the course success is the work of the teacher.

Teaching was extremely good and informative, but a little too philosophical.

Philosophical approach. Group discussions. Teacher is very available on email.
Discussions in class.
I liked the philosophical aspect of the course.

I was really impressed by the way Charles managed to teach in a compelling way, even if it is sometimes tend to be either a “dry” topic or a too demanding topic. But Charles motivated us to follow the complex ideas and therefore helped to reduce the information to the key ideas. So the teaching definitely worked especially well. And I don´t say that because I want to get a good mark or anything. I was simply impressed and I think it is also because he has more experiences in teaching, living abroad and teaching abroad.

A bit difficult to answer due to limited attendance, but the main point has been a higher degree of participation by us students. Slightly different than a “normal” UiO course, but it worked well. And a slightly unorthodox, but engaging and funny professor (this is more important than you might think).

The combination between lectures / seminars, and the “open floor” discussions.
B.  In your view, what could be done to improve the quality of the course for the next time it’s offered?

Could maybe have started earlier in the semester, to avoid colliding with other exams.
It should be extended to the whole semester, with more time between lectures.

More presentations and group works.

Workshops were sometimes a bit tedious. I prefer more lectures.

Structure of the teachings and readings

Less reading( more close reading

Personally, to spend more time on practical cases such as hate speech or pornography would be much more interesting, because then you could prove arguments for/against freedom of expression.

Clearer information about assessment and examination. 

C.  Any additional comments, suggestions, criticisms, etc.?
Feel like I’ve really learned something useful from this course.

A very informative and great class. Superb teacher!

Syllabus a bit too big.

Less readings for every session would give a better and more comprehensive overview of the most important topics.

The information of the exams, teaching time and time schedule as well as literature should be correct this time. It was nearly a problem, because I bought a book that was within the literature list, but in fact it was not the book Charles planned to discuss. 

More relevance of the read topics in connection to the lectures / seminars.

Every other course [sic] at IMK should learn from this one!
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