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Recent Recommendations 

Using your most recent review, please respond to all feedback and recommendations. 

Response: 

We updated and simplified the SLOA to make outcomes more measurable. We also differentiated MS and PhD 
further. However, we would like to note that both programs are designed to teach students how to become 
competent scientists and experts in their field of study; this includes preparation for the job market, 
communication skills, and scientific rigor. What really differentiates MS from PhD students is the scope of 
study. We made this more clear in our expectations, e.g., number of publications. We also added an additional 
SLOA for the PhD program, i.e., teaching and mentorship, while also an important skill for MS students, it is 
more critical for PhD students.Our program is supporting degree completion by scheduling regular ( at least 
annual) meetings with students and their committees, and most faculty have weekly or every other week 
meetings with their students to keep updated on research progress and help with potential pitfalls. Funding 
support is critical to student success. While our students are very successful in obtaining funding, this could 
become more difficult in the coming years considering the waning federal support, which is also reflected in 
thesis completition fellowships no longer being offered by the graduate school. Loss of student funding could 
also result in length of time necessary for successful completion, e.g., students trying to find funding support 
may spend les time on their research. Our HIPs are outlined below, but include, but are not limited to student­
authored publications and conference presentations. 

Student Leamino Outcomes 

Describe the assessment of your student learning outcomes (SLOs). Discuss your findings, changes 
you are making, and what you hope to see as a result 

Response: 

Simplified SLOA to assess only measurable outcomes, including publications, conference attendance, success in core 
courses and comprehensive exams 

Did you make any curricular changes based on your most recent SWA? If so, discuss what changes 
were made. If no changes were made, please discuss the strengths of your curriculum based on the 
assessment of your outromes. 

Response: 

We added a few new elective courses, e.g., MBI 667 to cater to the emergence of mariculture as a new priority 
and field of study in Alaska. As described in our mid-cycle review, we reduced the number of required field 
course credits from 4 to 2 credits and increased elective credits accordingly. This change had and continues to 
have several advantages: field courses are offered in the summer when the majority of students have their own 
fieldwork, thus creating conflicts. The change also made it possible for several other field courses to be eligible 
to fill the requirement shifting the teaching load from one to multiple faculty. This change also made it possible 
for working graduate students to fulfill the field requirement without too much hardship by taking time away 
from their jobs. The current curriculum in Marine Biology is strong, offering a marine science core to convey 
principles and overall marine science competency, in accordance with our SLOA. Our program also offers a 
large variety of electives that serve students to become experts in specific fields of study, while also building 
on analytical strengths. While we would like to see additional elective courses, e.g., marine microbiology, 
diseases, we do not have enough faculty to expand our teaching load that is already at capacity. The Marine 
Biology programs, both graduate and undergraduate, are at capacity with little room to expand without hiring 
additional faculty. 






















