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Announcement: 
- we will have an extra ordinary study board meeting in the beginning of the year where the
study boards will be presented with a structure of the programmes and a list of constiutive
studyactivities. 





Please find case presentaion attached including an overview of the suggested changes to
diff. study regulations. 

Task
 Can the board approve the suggestions? 

 



What
Status on feedback from the University management (UL) on the first draft of the phase 1
applications for the masterprogrammes Applied Mathematics and Scientific Modelling and
Molecular Health Science.

Molecular Health Science: no comments - it is approved that the group can carry on
working on the application for the ministry, deadline 19th of January

Applied Mathematics and Scientific Modelling: 
1) Data and IT skills must be clarified. 
Action: working group will elaborate in competence profile

2) It should be made clear that the cases studied on the programme should also be
applicable to other programmes and should therefore be considered in conjunction with
subjects from other departments. 
Action: the working group will continue to investigate possibilities and describe how different
fields of application can be integrated. 

3) It should be investigated further whether it is necessary for ‘Scientific’ to be included in the
name of the programme. In this connection, it was proposed that, among other things, data
be collected on how programmes with similar names have performed, for example in terms
of enrolment. In addition, a further study of the name should be conducted from the
perspective of employers, involving employers other than the members of the employer
panel.
Action: 
-The suggested data is not available. 
-Because of lack of time, the secretariat has contacted the INM employerpanel, including the
ones that could not participate the employer panel meeting the 11th November for at written
feedback re. the question of ‘Scientific’ as part of the name of the programme.

Task for the board
Inputs to qualification of name by board members: what is the boards specific opinion is of
the title. The names that are in play: 

1)Applied Mathematics and Scientific Modelling (suggested by the working group)

2)Applied Mathematics and Modelling (suggested by UL)

Please consider the following questions: 

What do you associate with the term ‘Scientific Modelling’ when you see it as a title?
Does the word 'Scientific' affect what you imaging the programme is about? How?
Does the word ‘Scientific’ convey an important message about the content and profile
of the programme -  or does it seem superfluous?
Which title is most clear and attractive to you: Applied Mathematics and Modelling or
Applied Mathematics and Scientific Modelling

Appendices - for your orientation only so you are informed about what has been
submitted to the University Management
1) Phase 1 application to UL for Applied Mathematics and Scientific Modelling 
2) Phase 1 application to UL for Molecular Health Science

 



Case presentation

Group work in class and in exams is a significant part of teaching and learning in many
programmes and study activities. Sometimes working in groups is experienced as successful
other times students experience group work as difficult and counterproductive to learning.

Task

The study board is to discuss and share experiences on what contributes to successful
group work. This is both in the sense of group work in class as part of teaching, and group
work in exams (not only projects).

Questions that can help the study board to explore and share experiences:

What characterizes good group work?

When does group work operate well? What is needed for group work to operate well?

What challenges successful group work? What should we be aware of?

Concrete ideas to improve group work dynamics? For example, regarding:

Group formation: groups can be formed randomly, by teacher or by students.  Pros and
cons?
Group size: does the size of group matter and how?
Balance in learning styles: How do we find out what a good balance is btw different
learning styles and make sure that group work is not experienced as a burden?
Master reform: what important points are we to consider when developing new master
programmes?
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