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Mandatory standard questions

1. My overall impression of the course is:
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2. |found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.
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3. My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.
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4. The information about the course was easily accessible.
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5. The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.
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6. The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.
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7. The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.
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8. The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what | had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).
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9. The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).
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10. | believe the course has included a gender and equality aspect, regarding content as well as teaching
practices (e.g. perspective on the subject, reading list, allocation of speaking time and the use of master
suppression techniques).
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11. The course covered international perspectives.
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12. On average, | have spent ... hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).
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Course leaders comments

Principles of Fisheries Science (PFS) is designed as a full-time course. The general impression is that also this year
the students enjoyed the high engagement required by this course and the combination of theory with applied cases.
Few new teachers joined PFS this year and the course expanded with a lecture on the socio-economic dimension of
fisheries management. In class learning (>60% of the course) was preferred by the students but the parts of the
course given by distance seemed to provided still good outcomes in terms of learning. The students engaged in the
assignments and project with overall good results. They seemed to have appreciated the first hand experience
offered by several parts of the course including the assignments. Background and competences of students
attending the course are sensibly diverse as well as individual competence and experience in problem solving, basic
data analysis and writing. The high level of integration of lectures, seminars, laboratories remains a strength of the
course. The course relies on the contribution of numerous experts at the department which is highly appreciated by
the students year after year. This allowed to achieve a high educational standard in each part of the course. The



field trip to the Department field facilities (full week at the Marine Research Institute in Lysekil) represents a moment
of full-immersion into the course and have been highly rated as in previous years. During their staying the students
were full-time involved into diversified and interlinked activities which guided them from the theory to the practice of
data collection, processing and analyses up to derive potential advice on the management of fish resources. As
noticed in previous years, the students would like more field activities coupled with the already included laboratory
part. Field work involving the use of vessels or sampling gears in open waters remains difficult to be added at
present within the budget limits of the course.

Student representatives comments

The course received praise for being educational, particularly in handling and producing scientific data. Lectures
were well-received, with the "learn by doing" approach and Excel-related content highlighted as strong points. Lysekil
was described as a positive and enjoyable experience despite the heavy workload. Additionally, students
appreciated the engaging and enthusiastic lecturers, especially during study visits, which made them feel welcome.

However, some things can be improved or adjusted:

1. Distance Learning: Some students felt there were too many online lectures and expressed a preference for
more on-site sessions, though it was acknowledged that geographical constraints made this difficult.

2. Unmet Expectations: A significant point of disappointment was the inability to participate in boat trips and
trial trawling, activities explicitly mentioned in the course description.

3. Assignment Clarity: Instructions for assignments and projects were seen as unclear. Some students noted
that prior knowledge of R was implicitly required despite it not being listed as a prerequisite.

4. Workload Distribution: The heavy workload during the Lysekil week was a challenge. It was suggested that
the first assignment be scheduled earlier in the course to alleviate pressure during that period since the
lecture that the first assignment was based on could have been held online (since so many lectures were
online anyway).

5. Mandatory Components: There was frustration regarding the fact that missing lectures resulted in additional
assignments. Non-compulsory activities should not result in assignments and if they do, what is compulsory
and what is not compulsory needs to be communicated more clearly.

6. Study Visit Arrangements: While study visits were generally appreciated, it was suggested that in future
visits to Lysekil, separate room bookings for men and women should be considered or at least check so
everyone feels okay with mixed rooms.

Overall, students appreciated the course content and the enthusiasm of the lecturers but emphasized the need for
clearer instructions, better alignment with the course description, improved scheduling, and sensitivity in logistical
arrangements.
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