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Answers 8
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Mandatory standard questions

1.   My overall impression of the course is:

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 3
5: 3
No opinion: 0

2.   I found the course content to have clear links to the learning objectives of the course.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,6 
Median: 3 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 3
4: 2
5: 2
No opinion: 0



3.   My prior knowledge was sufficient for me to benefit from the course.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,1 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 3
4: 0
5: 4
No opinion: 1

4.   The information about the course was easily accessible.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,5 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 0
4: 4
5: 4
No opinion: 0

5.   The various course components (lectures, course literature, exercises etc.) have supported my learning.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 3,9 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 2
4: 2
5: 3
No opinion: 0

6.   The social learning environment has been inclusive, respecting differences of opinion.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,8 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 0
5: 7



No opinion: 0

7.   The physical learning environment (facilities, equipment etc.) has been satisfactory.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 2
5: 4
No opinion: 0

8.   The examination(s) provided opportunity to demonstrate what I had learnt during the course (see the
learning objectives).

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,3 
Median: 5 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 0
4: 2
5: 5
No opinion: 0

9.   The course covered the sustainable development aspect (environmental, social and/or financial
sustainability).

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,6 
Median: 5 

1: 0
2: 0
3: 1
4: 1
5: 5
No opinion: 1

10.   I 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).

 



 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 5 

1: 1
2: 0
3: 1
4: 0
5: 4
No opinion: 2

11.   The course covered international perspectives.

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 4,0 
Median: 4 

1: 0
2: 1
3: 1
4: 2
5: 3
No opinion: 1

12.   On average, I have spent … hours/week on the course (including timetabled hours).

 
Answers: 8 
Medel: 27,5 
Median: 26-35 

≤5: 0
6-15: 1
16-25: 1
26-35: 5
36-45: 1
≥46: 0
No opinion: 0

Course leaders comments
Principles of Fisheries Science (PFS) is designed as a full-time course. The general impression confirms outcomes
from previous years that students enjoyed the high engagement required by this course and the combination of
theory with applied cases.

The 2025 class has been considerably larger than in previous years. Overall, this contributed positively to the course
but required adaptations. Often the discussions were enhanced both in class and outside by the larger number of
perspectives and backgrounds, but it was not always the case for all classes. The larger number of students
somehow changed the dynamics of interaction in class compared to previous years and students appeared less
inclined to expose themeselves in class. However, I noticed some improvements after few weeks from the beginning
of the course. This year, more time was given for group work which I think helped and I am considering to keep that
in future editions. The logistics involved in the field trips to our research facilities worked well despite the larger



number of participants but it required extra effort from teachers and coordinator and also more course resources.

In class learning (which represented >65% of teaching) was preferred by the students but the parts of the course
given by distance seemed to provide still good outcomes in terms of learning. Students required some time to adapt
to the paise of the course which is characterised by more intense periods especially associated to the field trip and
assignments.

The students engaged in the assignments and project with overall good results. As in previous years, background
and competences of students attending the course are sensibly diverse as well as individual abilities and experience
in problem solving, basic data analysis and writing. Reading carefully the course syllabus, the detailed schedule and
introductory material which are available prior the course, and understanding the pre-requisites are all highly
recommended to get the right expectations from the course.

The course relies on the contribution of numerous experts at the department which is generally appreciated by the
students. This allowed to achieve a high educational standard in each part of the course. The field trips to the
Department field facilities (full week at the Marine Research Institute in Lysekil) represent 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.

Student representatives comments
The 2025/2026 course participants' overall impression of the course was positive, with the average of students' rating
being 4/5. The course consisted of both in-person and online lectures, assignments with individual and group work
components, and field trips.

The vast majority of students who filled out the course evaluation agreed that the social learning environment has
been friendly, inclusive, and respecting differences of opinion in group work and in the classroom. This has
contributed positively to the atmosphere of the overnight field trip in Lysekil and the day-trip to Drottningholm. The
students were also satisfied with the physical learning environments, including the classrooms, labs, and equipment
provided for use, such as fish tags and trawl nets for study.

The lectures were spread out in different settings: classroom, online, and during field trips. Some students did not
expect there to be as many online lectures, communication about this could be improved in the future. In Lysekil,
students learned both in indoor classrooms, outdoor workshops, and labs. This field trip was largely appreciated, the
only constructive criticism being that the indoor lectures could have been executed back on campus in Uppsala
rather than during the field trip itself. The field trip also included a group assignment, which some found stressful on
top of the already scheduled activities and socialising with peers.

On average, students spent 26-35 hours per week on the course, including attending lectures, reading the assigned
course literature, and collaborating for group assignments. One student pointed out that the workload was not strictly
this consistent, as the winter holiday was largely free from hand-ins, and other weeks had more hand-ins to
complete. The vast majority of students agreed though that these hand-in assignments allowed them to demonstrate
what they have learned during the course, most of them being satisfied with the quality of the exercises and work
they were expected to complete.

Most students found that their prior knowledge was sufficient to benefit from the course. One student shared that the
expectations were neither too easy nor too hard; based on the course description on the SLU website, the student
expected the course to be more intense than it actually was in practice. A student noted that those who took another
freestanding SLU course titled “Ecology for Fish Management and Conservation” beforehand could have had greater
prior knowledge compared to those who haven't taken fish courses before, and a student felt that the content of
these two courses occasionally overlapped, creating some repetition. Furthermore, some students wished the
expected levels of prior knowledge on computer programmes used in this course would have been defined in
advance, as some found the Excel classes too simple and instead wished to learn more about R.

Information about the course was easily accessible, and students enjoyed the book that was assigned to be read
throughout the duration of the course. There is some variation in students' satisfaction with how the course content
was linked to the learning objectives. Their average rating is 3,6 out of 5, but few comments were available to further
explain their experience. One student expected more practical learning, another expected clearer goals. For future
reference, expectations can be managed in advance regarding the course' focus on data analysis (some expected
less, some expected the full course to focus on it), and practical work.

Lastly, miscellaneous comments about the course mentioned that the majority of examples focused less on
international cases and more on Swedish topics (Baltic Sea, West coast - as the Lysekil field trip took place there),
sustainable development aspects could be discussed more holistically in the future, and the teachers who are spread
across Lysekil, Uppsala, and Drottningholm could coordinate their lecture contents and work in more harmony
wherever possible.
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