Sustainable Development SSLC

6th March 2024, 14.00–15.00, Online via teams.

Attendees

Sarah Parry, Senior Lecturer, Solomon Anderson 1st year, Joud Almanie 2nd year, Beth Garrard 2nd year, Maelle Tholome 2nd year, Josephine Akoumianaki-Addison 3rd year, Catalina Rincon 3rd year, Jeongmin Sun 3rd year, Berrangere Webb 3rd year, Holly Derrett 4th year, Milly Sibson 4th Year & Kirsty Buckley, Student Adviser (minutes).

Apologies

Sue Renton, Student Adviser
Guillaume Verleyen 1st year
Tanya Azam, 1st year

Minutes 

Ideally, next meeting can be in person. 

1st Year
SA – Collected via survey and informal discussions with peers. 
Feedback is focused on a course that we’re doing now: Science, nature and environment
MT – Course is received very well, would be good to have it better contextualised in the SD context so we know how it relates to what we have already learned and the 4 years.
SD lunches are going well.
SDA positively received too, there was an event at the end of February.
The feedback form didn’t raise anything else. 
SP – No news is good news. Glad lunches are being enjoyed and the SDA continues to be a positive experience it gives us confidence to continue.
2nd Year
MT – People are overall pretty happy.
There are a few things about SD2A to feedback. 
Positively people like the structure, particularly enjoying the concept and then a case study.
Some feel it is a bit repetitive from SD1A, and a bit of a faster pace would be good and we’d like a deeper dive into content rather than repeated content. 
Repeated content
MT – A lot of the themes are repeated from SD1A for example environmental justice, SD1A and like the first lecture for that is quite repetitive to what we'd covered in SD1A. The second lecture I felt went into Malta. Yeah, for sure.
Some of the lectures as well are repeated like some of the information is repeated from previous lectures within SD2A.
The environmental justice lecture - we also talked about climate justice in a different topic in SD2A. 
More examples for assessments would be welcome, e.g. a policy briefs that they could refer too. This was a similar issue with IDA(?)
Some people wanted additional support for the in-person exam as this is the first in person exam. Tutors do provide that but some feedback was that they would like a bit more. Tutors are either really good or lacking, but this seems to be person to person.
We felt that the opinions of those who attended the lunches and cohort meetings were more heavily weighted than those who had not attended those events. Primarily as if you don’t connect with the additional support on offer then it’s on them not engaging rather than not being provided. 
There is not much other feedback, so no news is good news. 
SP – Acknowledges the SD2A challenge of having a course that needs to be challenging for those on SD pathway but acknowledges that the course must also meet the needs of those students who are perhaps only taking this course as a standalone elective. Finding the balance is challenging.
MT – It is acknowledged that students come from a range of different programmes. It is noticeable however that in tutorials, those students from other degree programmes don’t appear to engage as much as SD students, this makes the tutorial itself less engaging. One suggestion is that tutorials could be for SD students only. Another was that perhaps students on other programmes don’t take this course. 
SP – This is an interesting question:
Tutorial SD1A & SD2A
Question – Should tutorials for SD1a and SD2A have tutorial groups that are SD pathway students and separate ‘other’ programme student groups or remain in its current form of mixed tutorial groups.
SP – Notes that a timetabling slot may be challenging and that one of the cons may be that you wouldn’t interact with students from other degree programmes. It would be good to hear from the year 3 and 4 students too.
MT – When it comes to SD it’s good to hear the perspectives from all degrees, it makes SD all the more interdisciplinary. I think it depends. And other students may have different perspectives. The advantage is that you can dive into topics that bit deeper with SD only groups, but it could be argued that you could do that with other degrees to and it would be more beneficial for everyone. 
Maybe there’s a compromise of a seminar twice a semester where it is just SD students. But then the question becomes would folk shoe up for that.
SD – That’s a good idea, if we ran it twice and not everyone showed up it would be their loss but could be a lot of gain for those who do attend. 
Year 3’s & 4’s thinking back what are your thoughts?
HD – I did SDQAA a few years ago, I had similar dynamics in my tutorial. It was taken as an extra course, and our tutorial evolved into a dialogue between myself and the other SD students there. We found this beneficial because we could discuss topics to the level we wanted to. I am not sure if it encouraged students less familiar with SC to attend the tutorials, knowing that they didn’t have to carry the weight of the conversation. For us it would be potentially beneficial but for others they may not engage, and we wouldn’t get a wider range of perspectives. 
MS – Our Learning was online for year 1 & 2 so our lectures were recorded and we watched them in our own time. At the time I thought that was the reason for the lack of discussion. It seems to be still an issue however, our discussions were online so may be hard to directly compare, but the themes seem similar to their experience. 
SP – There doesn’t seem to be a simple answer. There is the diversity of the student body and there is the danger that your peers aren’t really talking and engaging, there needs to be space for those who are not comfortable speaking. There is the possibility of creating and SD only tutorial, I imagine it being this room full of buzz and ideas. But would it mean that unlike holly’s experience that you have that level of tutor contact and focus. You could still be one of the few who have prepared and are willing to engage. Or alternatively have 12-15 voices all super engaged with excitement and energy. 
From what has been discussed the consensus seems to be keeping as it is even though not ideal.
MT – For my IDA and SD2A tutorials have had a mix of degrees represented and both have been phenomenal with everyone participating. I think it’s just different student’s experiences, and luck really. I don’t think there is a reasonable explanation and would leave it as it is.
SP – A lot of luck involved, when I was teaching tutorials as a PhD student, I had 4 groups one year and every one was different. Some needed extra work to get talking others left the room still talking. Some of you may also experience this if you go one to teach. 
BW – My SD2 group was all SD students and it was one to my best tutorials, but I think also because of the tutor. I think the experience was good because we all had the same foundation of knowledge and we were able to build on those. In another group we had more of a mixed group and I felt sometimes we were talking and perhaps the other people weren’t aware of some of the fundamentals that we were.
SP – Its useful feedback to hear a broader context especially when we are exploring if something is really a problem or okay. 
Consensus appears to be to no change to current format. 
Exams 
MT – As all our previous exams were online there has been some concerns about not being familiar about that kind of set up as many haven’t done a in person exam before at university, so some kind of support around that or possibly moving it online. Most geography exams are online and in politics as well. 
SP – The exam will happen in person this year. Its already organised and this is done through central timetabling. But we can explore further support for the in-person exam.
MT – Returning to the topic of repetitive content, we mentioned environmental justice in SD1A but recently everyone in my tutorial was raving about the Climate justice lecture and that they were phenomenal. It touched on every angle. It was repetitive but it was really good. 
SP – It was repetitive but enjoyed?
MT – Yes, so I think it depends on the topic. Once we had gone over the repetitive parts we could really get into the topic and the bits we haven’t heard before including specific case studies. It would be good to restrict the first half of a lecture to introducing the topic rather than the whole lecture.
Choosing pathways
MT – there was one person who thought it was too quick to choose a pathway, and they would have liked longer to explore different options as some of the pathways were things they hadn’t studied before. Logistically that is quite hard because you to need to take the foundations of different courses. 
SP – Is there an element of the terror of having to choose?
MT – Yes
SP – We can do our best to keep emphasising to first years so that they see the importance of trying different topics to explore the different pathways. Timing wise there isn’t a lot we can do. 
MT – Perhaps an introductory session to introduce each pathway like in the first meeting we did when we split into our pathways. There could be an introduction of the basic’s session. I remember it was really useful to speak to different students on the different pathways and being able to hear about them, it was really helpful.
It could also be an option to make it mandatory to explore 2 pathways in first year may be good, because some people are set in their ways and just decide to do one, but found themselves not happy in the end. 
SP – I think we are mandatory as we can be. Traditionally first years would have been asked why only one pathway was being followed and asked to make a strong case for this. E.g. I did Geography so I don’t want to do a little anthropology or sociology, I know that geography is my future. This information is useful as it reinforces that we need to encourage the first years to explore alternatives and understand the routes to each pathway. 
MT – In my year we split into what pathway we chose and I don’t remember going around and hearing about different pathways, I think because I had already chosen. 
SP – In the past, pre-Covid - there was a member of staff and students from each pathway and students would rotate round. I think we could reintroduce something like that. Did first years’ experience the rotating?
SA – We had introductions to each degree pathway that we had chosen not a rotational introduction to each one. It was Sue who had suggested that I expand to two pathways instead of just one and I’m of a different pathway now. Having that exposure would have been really helpful rather than just reading a description on a website. It would be good to have a real introduction to each pathway. 
SP – Those are clear action points. 
ACTION – Re-introduce introductions to each pathway. 



3rd Year
The Academic support
CR – Overall students are satisfied with the degree, they a receiving a lot of great support from staff, we said this in our last meeting too. We always know who to reach & office hours. 
SD briefs have been amazing it’s great to have all the updates in one place with a summary. 

Suggestions for the SD course this semester
CR – We had one piece of feedback regarding the Sustainable development fieldtrips where they were amazing. All of us really enjoyed it, it was one of the best experiences ever because we got to learn in person about sustainable development and learn first-hand from case studies.
We struggled with the outline for the course including the lectures, and the structure but we did love the field trips. E.g. for our last essay a class to chat to discuss upcoming assessment 2 weeks before the due date rather than 3 days before the deadline.
We know we could reach out to the course director and could have asked questions but it would be better if that class was earlier. 
The academic support has been really good. One student wanted to give a shout out to Claire. 
Suggestions for the challenges is SD course, one student said they enjoyed hearing about the lecturer’s own research. We also like that the essential readings are mentioned in the lectures and talks about key points which is really great. 
Some topics are repetative. But no examples were given. 
We have weekly quizzes that some have enjoyed. 
Students are happy with the seminar format for Sociological theory; lecture, seminar with more interactive and engaging activities at the end. However a small break in between would be great. 

Dissertation
CR – 
Geography – office hours have been very useful. 
For SD – support has been clear and helpful especially the research methods.
PIR – Courses have been very well tailored. We haven’t received any emails about where we should be so more updates about our dissertation would be useful. 
Sociology – The project preparation course has been helpful in terms of guiding through steps, and the session hearing about the tips and lived experiences from the fourth year was great.
Thoughts on the new cohort events
CR – Happy with SD lunches, but there are some timetable clashes which was a barrier. Dissertation sessions have been very helpful.
Assessment Deadlines

CR – A lot of final essays are either 4th, 10th or 15th of April. While we completely understand that is due to the schedule, it is very difficult as very close to the end of the course. It means we have a lot of April and May free other than a few exams. 
Is there any way that in the future it could be pushed a little bit farther back So that way we have more time to actually invest on the essays, we have had a lot of feedback around that.
SP – We do hear about the timetables a lot and that a lot of essays are due all at the same time. While students may have more free time in May, the academic calendar for staff is full with marking essays/exams before June exam boards. We work out the timetables backwards from when the boards take place there’s a lot of administrative work and processes that take place during that time including moderation and external examiners. This is why it seems like there is a big window but it’s the reason why we can’t have later deadlines. I can appreciate there is a crunch of assignments due at the same time and the most we can really do is suggest to use the support available to you and to schedule and work towards those deadlines within your own timetable. I know it’s probably not the answer being hoped for. Particularly as we don’t schedule deadlines during the holiday period it shortens the window for when work could be handed in. 
The dissertations all work on a different timetable which we acknowledge and that the deadlines for each pathway are quite different. When you chat to students in other pathways there may be some of you that feel behind due to the different timings. 
BW – We had a dissertation meeting recently with Claire and four-year students and one of the PIR students said that they had to write a short proposal due in April. But the current PIR path students haven't heard about that yet, but there is still a month to go. I don't know if they've changed the deadline for that proposal compared to last year, but we haven't heard about that yet.
SP – If you haven’t heard about it, then it’s possible it’s not happening yet, it’s possible they have changed their practices. We can connect with Elizabeth Bomberg who is the pathway liaison to ask about this. 
Which is a good reminder – there is a pathway liaison for each pathway who you can email about these kinds of questions. 
MS – Last time we had a meeting we were told that geography has one, but the reason we hadn’t heard anything is because Anthony Newton was on leave. 
SP – He is on research leave bit your pathway liaison is head of students. 
MS – That is who we have been talking to, I wasn’t sure there had been a replacement. We had been talking to Margarita, she’s head of the dissertation.
SP – That sounds about right as the dissertation gets run as a course, so you have been talking to the right person. 
HD – To clarify the PIR thing. I don’t want to scare anyone because the proposal is just a couple of sentences and a couple of keywords of roughly what you're interested in. Your proposal does not even have to be related to what you finally end up writing about, as far as I remember, the deadline was in April last year. This year, the allocation of supervisors was pushed into October, PIR are taking everything later, so I don't if that's going to be the trend for the next year.






4th years 
Agenda:
1. Feedback concerning the variety of topics covered throughout SD
[bookmark: _Hlk166234703]MS – Lots of positive from all the 4th years. 
Topics covered through whole degree really good. 
Some points where it had felt repetitive at times.
HD – To provide an example: the sociology of the environment and risk course, which was changed last minute from Claire running it to Catherine Sugar. The first four weeks relates to the environment being something to study sociology wise and was essentially the same as the SNE course. The idea of scientific knowledge being constructed, is incredibly important. Principles to SD, but it's there's been a bit of frustration that we spent four weeks basically reiterating that. I'm massively contradicting the point I made about making SD more inclusive, but I do wonder if having SD1A or 2A as a prerequisite for that course might allow the content to be potentially be more focused. 
The policy brief and assessments that are more than applying knowledge theoretically were popular. 
MS – We liked seeing how things would be applied in the real world outside of university
Sociology focused feedback was that the courses do feel a bit more centred towards Sociology than they would like. Some more opportunities to talk about international relations or geography, so you get a bit more variety and also an opportunity to ingrain what you learned in SD into practice and relate that to current practice.
IDA course in 2nd year popular. 
Suggestion that it would be good to incorporate some field trips into 1st and 2nd year. They are so helpful to understanding the application of knowledge into life after university.	

2. Dissertations 
Geography Communications
MS – After our last feedback meeting Sarah, you said you would follow up and communications improved. This was incredibly helpful and we were included in all of the further events going forward. Thank you for helping. 
Geography dissertation deadline is in February. At Christmas, a lot of us on the geography pathway really hated that fact, but now we have realised that was actually very good as now we have more time to focus on other courses. The whole process with the earlier deadline was quite useful, to get that out of the way.
SP – It’s new that the geography deadline is so early. 
MS – It was changed for this year, to avoid all the deadlines being bunched up in April.
SP – That’s a good idea, and its worked. 
MS – The mid-terms were a bit stressful but it’s almost better to have the pressure taken off your end of year essays, especially when they are the last ones. 

PIR
HD – PIR Communications were good so that has been positive. 
The politics deadline was brought forward it the beginning of April. The allocation of dissertation supervisors and engagement of supervisors has been delayed massively. I didn’t start getting regular meetings until this semester as it was seen to be an issue for in the future. That’s a consistent view in PIR but in bringing the dissertation in earlier it doesn’t quite line up. While separate from the SD Department, it would be good to encourage politics to follow the example set by geography, and to change the mind set to an earlier set up in relation to supervisor allocations and meetings. 

Sociology of the environment and risk course 
HD – This course and another that I heard of, there was little consistency with when they said deadlines were due. The end of term essay was originally due on the 4th of April on the same day's politics and then we were told that it was actually at the end of April then it's been brought back to the 4th of April. It’s caused an issue with some peoples timetabling/time management. We would like more clarity at the beginning of each semester as to when assignments are due.
MS – One of the frustrating things were that we weren’t told why the deadlines were moved, if things do need to move let student know why so they don’t feel like they are being disadvantaged for no reason. 
SP – So you had a later dissertation supervisor and an earlier deadline than previous years. For Sociology of the environment and risk, it is likely that Catherine Sugar didn’t realise how we identified assessment dates in the school and hasn’t connected that with the Undergraduate Teaching Office regarding when the dates need to be set for taking into account holidays and other marking etc. Catherine is getting to know the rules and regulations at this institution. Its good feedback for the UTO to help guiding us staff. 

ACTION – SP to communicate feedback to PIR pathway liaison.

3. General Feedback
SD team 
MS – The SD team in general have been the vest, it was all positive. You have all worked so hard to get us together throughout our four years, event when the first two years were deeply online. Thank you for that. 
We always feel listened to, comparing to people in other degrees of a similar structure, they don’t have half the support that we have got, so that’s nice. 
SD Briefs
MS – These are very popular with 4th years as well as the new skills corner. They are very useful and if the younger years aren’t reading them, we’d really recommend it because that’s how you find out about everything. It’s such a good communication. 
SP – The skills corner came out of our last SSLC meeting, you raised the idea of wanting more on careers and skills and Sue took it to the team as something we could do, as informed by you.
Student Issue
MS – One student is finishing the degree at 3 years so getting the BA they are going to graduate with it just in Sociology and not SD with Sociology. They feel like they have done equal amounts of SD and Sociology course and that it should be joint. They were hoping for some clarity and explanation why SD can’t be chosen as the BA. 
SP – It my job to find this out as the exam’s convenor, you can forward anything like this to me. There ae very specific technical regulations about what is available in relation to BA’s and a strict criterion to meet. 
MS – Will share information with Sarah.

ACTION – Milly to forward information to Sarah.

Thank you all for attending. 

Date of next meeting: Next academic year.
