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Plans for following up the report written by the external panel. 

 

The external panel has provided a thorough analysis of the master programme. Although they point to 
the high level of the programme, they alo point to some weaknesses. We agree with the panel on their 
comments and would like here to describe how we plan to follow them up. 

Suggestion 1: The panel suggests introductory courses covering universal issues like ethics and more 
practical issues like library use and so on. They point out that these are main elements in the learning 
outcomes of the programme, as stated on the website, but are not reflected in the course structure. 
Ethical issues and scientific methods are probably more present in the curriculum than it appears since 
they are present in the introductory week, in the course GEO4012 and of course is a major issue 
during the master thesis. Still, GEO4012 is not compulsory in all disciplines and too much of the 
learning in scientific methods and so on is left to the master thesis advisor. It might be better and more 
efficient to have a larger organised part and we will see if the introductory week should be modified 
and if GEO4012 should be made mandatory for all disciplines, and then how this should be organised. 

Suggestion 2: Introductory courses for the individual disciplines. This will be communicated to the 
study discipline coordinators. One problem is that it is not convenient to have many small courses but 
we are encouraged to have mostly courses with 10 credits. Information that does need a whole course, 
like introduction to computing facilities, could be put in the introductory week. We have otherwise a 
Fortran course of 5 credits. The suggestion of the panel will be discussed with study disciplines 
coordinators 

Suggestion 3: Common standards for how thesis projects are communicated. This has already been 
discussed  in a meeting with the study coordinatorslast year. The disciplines are very different, from 
only compulsory courses to very free choice of courses.  Theses are necessarily more taylored to the 
individual student in the open disciplines than in the ones where all students have the same 
background and it may not be favorable to have the same standard for all disciplines. It is however 
clear that we need to sharpen the routines for following up that all students have their thesis in time. 
Students have  to deliver a study plan, a routine that should ensure that students have their thesis in 
time. It works in most cases but not all. This is the responsibility of the study coordinators and we will 
take this point with them.  

Suggestion 4: Common standards for thesis supervision and attitude towards students. This comment 
is probably prompted by elements in the student survey that suggest that some teachers see students as 
a problem. Our opinion is that this attitude is not widespread among the staff, but it should of course 
not occur at all. A larger burden on individual staff due to the decrease in staff and increase in student 
number may explain this fact. It is however the responsibility of the leadership of the department to 
make the staff aware of the fact that teaching and student supervision is a major part of our duties. 
This aspect of the report will be brought to the leadership of the department to see which actions can 
be taken to rise awarness of the staff on this issue. 

Suggestion 5: The panel suggests better use of the web for communication with the students, 
information about the programme, information about thesis topics and possible job opportunities. We 
are aware of the importance of the website and of the fact that both teachers and administation will 
save much time if information in the net is correct and complete. We plan therefore to put more effort 



on this aspect. We will get a new employee in the administation in January working part time on study 
administation and part time on information. It would be very helpful if this person could go through 
the website as one of her first tasks to get acquainted with the study and seek the necessary additional 
information according to the suggestion by the external panel. The responsability of what is on the 
website is however not in the administation but in the scientific staff and it is clear that the website 
improvement is a task that PUU should follow up by assigning the responsibility for different parts to 
different persons (PUU members or study coordinators). 

Suggestion 6: Reorganization of the discipline structure. We agree with the panel that the structure of 
the programme  is very complex. This has developed over time from a wish to provide a very broad 
number of options for the students and to cover the job market adequately. We should however 
consider if some simplifications could be done that would not deteriorate the quality and the breadth of 
the programme but rather increase its readability and quality. A meeting is scheduled with the 
involved teachers to discuss the structure in Environmental geology and related disciplines as a first 
step in this process. 

We would like also to discuss the comment on  low response rate of the survey among students. The 
low response rate of the student survey is partly due to the fact that the survey, which was orginally 
supposed to be distributed by the students themselves, had to be distributed by the study administation 
and that the students had only two weeks to respond. A previous survey had a somewhat higher, still 
unsatisfactory, response rate. In general, the students are not strongly engaged in student associations 
and student affairs. The fact that the students are not satisfied with the social environment at the 
department is also a related matter. The department organizes social activities at the start of the studies 
and numerous field trips in relation to courses. We consider that the students should take initiatives in 
this respect and that it would not be right for the department or the administative staff  to interfere too 
much in the students social life. Still it is our responsibility to provide adequate room facilities. In 
addition to the small GEA-cellar, we have aksed the students to give input into how the large room 
that will be free when the library moves from the department could be used for student activites and 
learning. 
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