
  
 	

 

Minutes, REAC meeting of 16 September 2019, 13:00-15.00 

In attendance: Philip Winn, Chair (PW), Skúli Skúlason, Vice-Chair(SS), Guðbjörg Linda Rafnsdóttir 
(GLR), Hulda Stefánsdóttir (HS), Kristján Kristjánsson (KK) , Tove Bull (TB) , Sæmundur Rögnvaldsson 
(SR), Andrée Sursock, observer (AS) and Sigurður Óli Sigurðsson (SÓS), who took minutes. 

Apologies received: Ragnhildur Helgadóttir. 

(1) Minutes of the Last Meeting and Matters Arising 

The minutes of the meeting on 15 May 2019 were accepted.  

In terms of matters arising that were not already covered by the agenda, there was discussion 
about how the Quality Board and REAC ensured clear communication between the two bodies, 
and whether the Quality Board had any feedback on the work of REAC. Quality Board gets all REAC 
minutes and agendas, and AS observes most meetings. Quality Board members did provide 
feedback on the guidance note on reporting on management of research in SLR. The Board may 
also have an interest in the status of management of research sector-wide as more SLRs come in. 
AS shared an article from the European University Association with REAC before the meeting. The 
article covered principles of research management and the practice of developing research 
strategies in a bottom-up fashion. Following discussions of that article, REAC members agreed 
that there may room for more collaboration across the Icelandic universities to create research 
teams and seek national and international funding, especially for interdisciplinary projects. The 
impetus for the creation of such teams could come from impact studies emanating from the 
Icelandic CRIS system. There may also be benefits to a national graduate school, for the same 
reasons. These, and related concepts, could be a focus of the next annual conference of the 
Quality Board, and PW mentioned the Scottish Universities Physics Alliance (SUPA:  
https://www.supa.ac.uk/ ) as one example of good practice. 

(2) Update on CRIS and Data Definitions 

i. KK noted that the universities now have to agree on common definitions for CRIS input, 
and that is to be led by the National Library of Iceland. Icelandic research institutions also 
have to be involved somehow. SÓS will invite the Head of the National Library to the next 
REAC meeting, and get a list of Icelandic Research Institutions from Rannís. 

ii. In terms of possible remaining considerations for CRIS preparations, PW listed the 
Evaluation System of the Public Universities, definitions of outputs and types of impacts, 
and a systematic review from an arts perspective. HS agreed on the last point and agreed 
that she and colleagues at  the Icelandic University of the Arts could review the data 
definitions and comment on their suitability for use in Iceland .  

iii. GLR noted that the Icelandic scientific community at large should be given an opportunity 
to comment on the work of REAC on data definitions, and that she in particular would like 
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to share it at the University of Iceland. PW responded that this would be the next step 
after the University of the Arts had provided their input. 

iv. The Quality Council and the Ministry of Education, Science and Culture need to be kept 
informed about REAC developments. The common members of REAC and the Quality 
Council will make sure that the Quality Council is kept informed, and SÓS will send a note 
to the representative at the Ministry that handles universities and research (Una Strand 
Viðarsdóttir). SS noted that experience of evaluation of management of research in SLR 
and IWR should ideally be brought up in the Quality Council and next meeting of REAC. 

v. HS noted that the REAC work on data definitions may be informed by COST projects 
(European Co-operation in Science and Technology). For example, there is COST project 
on research management that has been going on for the past three years that could be 
particularly interesting. 

(3) Proposal for a Quality Board-led Review of the Impact of the Icelandic Research Fund 

i. PW provided an update on a proposal for a Quality Board-led Review of the impact of the 
Icelandic Research Fund, to be commissioned by the Ministry of Education, Science and 
Culture. The proposal went forward in the spring and Board is now working on project 
costings that will go back to the Ministry for approval. The review will be factual and data-
based, but not commenting on policy, etc. It will most likely look at projects over a 5-year 
period. 

(4) Meeting concluded at 15:00.  

(9) Dates for Future Meetings (provisional) 

Wednesday 20 November 2019 
Wednesday 04 March 2020 
Wednesday 06 May 2020 
Wednesday 09 September 2020 
Wednesday 11 November 2020 
 

 


