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Evaluation of the Biology Master program

The structure of this document follows the specific points addressed in the Oslo university procedure for periodic evaluation of the program at the Mathematic and Science faculty. 

1 – Helhet og sammenheng i studieprogrammet
The master program is divided in four study programs, Evolution and Biodiversity, Marine Biology and Limnology, Toxicology and Ecology. There are a total of 31 different courses some of which are mandatory for each study program (8 courses for EB, 11 courses for Marine Biology and Limnology, 4 courses in Toxicology, and 5-7 courses in Ecology), the other courses are free choice. Out of these 31 courses, 3 count for 5 study-points and the rest count for 10 study-points. We noticed a slight inequality in the spectrum of courses between the four study programs, and while EB and MBL offer a broad range of courses, this is not the case for Toxicology and Ecology. On the one hand this may reflect the expertise of the staff members therefore ensuring courses of high quality. On the other hand this may reflect differences in the structure and the planning of the different study program. We note also that supplementary courses are obtained from other departments or self-study in special topics as “special pensum”   
2 – Students evaluation (deltakerns vurdering av studieprogrammet) 

Although nearly half of the students did not reply to the questionnaire the basic impression from the answers is a positive attitude to the programs. The students that reply to the questionnaire appear to be satisfied with the program and we assume that this would be the case for the students that did not answer. However, several students expressed uncertainty about the form of the examination. We found rather unusual that different forms of examination were coexisting in the same department and we are pleased to see that steps are being taken to rectify the problem. The document regarding the guidelines for the examination (Retningslinjer for gjennomføring av mastereksamen ved Biologisk institutt) is an excellent start and all effort should be made to revised when required. 
3 – Læringsmål/kompetansmål og læringsutbytte 

The basis material to evaluate the question is rather limited, but since all students that finished the study program and that have replied to the questionnaire (ca. 58%) have found employment, we interpret this as a positive sign. We encourage the department to continue this form of questionnaire.  
4 – Oppnåde resultater

The distribution of the marks for the master thesis does not reflect the national guidelines for the letter grading. The marks are generally too high as for example the complete lack marks lower than C for the master in toxicology. The marks on the mandatory courses for students in Toxicology do not reflect this trend of excellence. We also noticed that the average grade for courses in general is B, while the average would be C if the national guidelines were followed. 
5 – Målgruppe/rekruttering  
Although the requirement, in terms of obligatory bachelor topics, may limit the movement of students between departments and universities, we understand the reason for this demand is to maintain a high level of teaching in the master courses. Otherwise, the number of students recruited in the master program seems to be appropriate for the available resources at the department. 
6 – Undervisnings- og vurderingsformene

From the available information (individual course evaluation) it appears that different forms of teaching and evaluation are used in the program. However, it is unclear to us whether the different teaching forms are used in each study program. It is particularly important that written and oral presentation of scientific themes and results should be achieved in every program.
7 – Universell utforming og tilrettelegging for funksjonshemmede studenter

We are quiet confident that the existing rules at the university level and the professionalism of the teaching staff will be more than adequate to cover any situation in the future.
8 – Internasjonalisering
The program is fully open to international students with all the courses presented in English if necessary. Since 2005, 5 international students entered the program. On the other hand, there is apparently no strong demand from the Norwegian students to go abroad during their master study. Note that lots of students are actually conducting field work in several countries in different continents. 

9 – Læringsmiljø og programtilhørighet

We noticed a general dissatisfaction from the students about some social aspects of the learning environment. The main criticism is the lack of contact between students from the different scientific groups involved in the master program. 


The new Introduction course BIO5000 partly resolves this problem as an excellent forum for the students to meet each other. However, we believe that the responsibility for the development of a permanent social structure must lie with the students though the department may contribute with some form of support, possibly financial.
10 – Ressurser/infrastruktur
In the absence of complains regarding this specific point we consider that the resources and infrastructure available for the master program are sufficient. 

11 – Gjennomførte forbedringer / tiltak underveis

This is the first external evaluation of this new program (first students finishing in 2005). It is therefore difficult to evaluate improvement from past experience. We feel that this question will be more relevant in the future when more evaluations have been carried out. Nevertheless, we were pleased to notice the willingness of the majority of teachers to adjust their courses using constructive feedback from the students. 
12 – Forslag til tiltak
The Web description of the possible master assignments (“Master oppgave”) could be improved specially regarding the use of time.
As noticed before there is some unequal use of the mark system in the different study programs. It would be advantageous to standardize the marks and the use of a standardised form to cover the examination is a good idea. However, the weighting of the different categories in this form does not reflect what most supervisors would consider as important during a master study. This standardise form has not taken the criteria put forwards by the national guidelines for student evaluation. For example qualities such as independent thinking, excellent judgement and personal initiative, which are necessary to achieve a high mark in the national guidelines, are only given 10 out of 100 weighting points in the institute masters evaluation form (Vurdering av masteroppgaver). 
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