
Appendix 4: Example of discussion: 

 
Example 1: Role of the supervisor 
When discussing the role of the supervisor we agreed that a “Guide/Explorer” role was 
suitable. However, we also concluded that some of the time we actual work more like an 
“Expert/Novice” and spend most of the supervision on talking about technical stuff. This 
means that there is a tendency to neglect focus on general stuff on for example how to 
conduct a project, how to write a report, and how to do a time plan. This discussion may be 
linked to the discussion we had about “wether a supervisor should only supervise projects 
dealing with topics which the supervision is an expert in”. If the supervisor is too much an 
expert we identified a risk that the supervisor may “forget” to supervise on the non-technical 
stuff, and be too interested in the technical details. After these two discussions, we agreed to 
make an action point from the workshop: “On the next supervision meeting we focus on the 
formalities of the report that the students are to hand in; number of pages, what to include in 
the main report and what to put in appendices, align if the timeline in the report should follow 
the time line in the project”  
 
Example 2: Process and expectations 
The students were asked to consider if they prefer to have a learning process like scenario A or 
scenario B. 

 
The students' choices have a predominance of scenario B, but since the project must be 
assessed and they want to achieve a good grade for their final bachelor project, they are 
inclined to choose a project that has a predominance of scenario A. 



This gave rise to a dialogue about expectations and alignment: What is most important for 
the students? That they learn the most or that they achieve a good grade? Is it correct that 
there is a greater risk of getting a worse grade with a project similar to scenario B?  
From these questions we had a good discussion on whether a well-documented negative 
result  can also lead to a good assessment - and that one might  
not need to be afraid of diving into deep water with a process like scenario B. 
 


