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Student Staff Liaison Committee 
Meeting 3pm-4pm, 16th November, Violet Laidlaw Room CMB. 
Attendance:
Chair – Dr Patrick Theiner (PT)
Secretary – Mr Alexander Dysart
Secretary – Ms Cristina Roman (CR)
Academic staff:
Dr Ben Coulson (BC)
Student Representatives:
Emily Wilson
Carrie Baxter
Nadia Faher
Khanak Gupta
Natasha Mansukhani
Alexander Limper
Casey Chu
Aman Shirgaokar
Isabela Prendi
Jin Ha
Mia Ritter
Leqi Pan
Clara Zhang
Zhiqian Lyu








Dr Theiner opened the meeting.
Accomplishments since last meeting:

· Year 1, Student felt that there was a slow start to PIR 1A. Patrick has already begun re-working the course content in weeks 1-3 for next year. 
· Year 2 students want more information on the year abroad process. We’ve now run a few in-person sessions since the last meeting. Student can also contact Lucy Abbott directly.
· Students wanted more information regarding the Comparative Politics assignment. Patrick has put out more info on assignment 1
· Students wanted more online exams. Most SPS exams have now been moved online (only 3 in-person exam across the whole school). 
· Students requested more info regarding the dissertation. Ben has now run a few sessions on the dissertation and has another one set for tomorrow.
Year 1:
Students would like a dedicated exam session in class for PIR 1a.
PT will run an exam session

Student noted that the PIR 1A essay feedback has been delayed. 
PT- There has been a delay, it will be released in the next 48 hours.
Students find that the PIR 1A lectures seem to go off course, and don’t follow a single narrative. This makes it difficult for many students to follow. Oliver Escobar goes also makes too many jokes.
PT- Different lecturers have different styles and this doesn’t sometimes translate to all students. 
Students would like a more standardized approach to tutorials with more particle examples like the Devolution course.
PT- There is a tutorial plan, but tutors have freedom to run their own sessions as they choose.
If the Devolution course was particularly helpful with the examples that have been given it might be something to mimic in other courses.
How do PIR courses compare to other degrees?
REP - Other courses only have 1 or 2 lecturers and they know what topics have or haven’t been covered. This makes lectures more consistent.
PT - PIR 1A having 12 lecturers has strength in its wide range of teaching styles and depth of knowledge, but this can also have its downsides.



Year 2:
- PPE students find time management difficult (2 essays due on the same day from PIR and PHIL).
-Students are also taking the economics exam in person and would like support on how to approach an exam (many haven’t had an in person exam since high school). 
-Economics tutorials aren’t as interactive as PIR. Economics release answers to tutorial questions at the end of the week and it’s often too late to get a full understanding of where mistakes were made by that time.
PT- We have limited influence on how Economics and Philosophy run their courses and tutorials. PT will talk to David Yarrow about these concerns. David will then be able to raise it as an issue with the other schools in his role as programme director.
CR- The SPS Student Development Office run many time management workshops and other sessions throughout the year. CR posted a few links to upcoming sessions earlier today. Students should be encouraged to sign-up and develop their skills.
The year 2 course ‘Theories of IR’ students would like the deadline to be moved due to the impending strike action. 
PT- Teaching events aren’t typically moved due to strike action. Strikes by their very nature must be disruptive. Individual staff will choose how they strike and if they strike. Staff aren’t required to notify the university about potential strike action. Most lecturers will notify students by the end of the week (as a courtesy). 
There appears to be a disjoint between the tutors on ‘Theories of IR’. One tutors hasn’t given any information on the outline for the final essay, while other group has already started outlining and having discussions.
PT- will speak with Steve about guidance, and see if it can be released to students earlier. PT will also speak about the tutorials to Steve and see if they can be brought in-line with each other. 
LAW study aboard hasn’t given much guidance. Students find it difficult to know what universities offer valid law courses . It seems that students are left to arrange it themselves. 
PT – Join IR&IL students should go through SPS specific exchange run by Lucy Abbott.
Lucy has run a number of sessions and is there to help advise. Students will need to reach out to specific institutions themselves to see if their curriculum matches that of Edinburgh.

PPE students have limited list of specific exchanges.
PT- PPE needs all 3 departments to agree the exchange location. This is difficult as not many institutions have strong departments in all 3 areas of PPE. This naturally limits the PPE exchange. Students should speak to Lucy Abbott for advice.



Year 3:
Many students don’t know how to structure their essay in the ‘Research Design’ course. This issue is made more difficult by the fact that the course is primality focused on teaching data methods. PT - these methods you’re learning are intended to be used in the dissertation, not during the course itself.

Students would like to know where their grades fall within the class (class average or ranking). 
PT- The university doesn’t give grade averages or rankings by default. Individual courses could release the class average if they choose too (this will need to be checked with the UTO and school L&T committee). 
There is a time clash for 2 PIR courses.
PT- We have 44 hons courses and it’s difficult to completely avoid clashes.

Year 4:
Students enjoyed the dissertation meetings held by Ben. Students would like to implement a dissertation peer review session like Soc Anth (Sus Dev). LLC also have an early deadline 10% for the dissertation lit review, bibliography etc. This would encourage students to submit early. 
PT- A 10% submissions component has pedagogical issues (would students actually use this information in their final dissertation?).
Students would like a reading week in sem 1. Breaking up a semester would be helpful.
PT – Will look into this issue.
Year 4 students wouldn’t like class rankings or grade averages. 
PT & BC – We mark ’consistently’ across all degrees and a 2.1 in PIR should be the same as a 2.1 in Soc Anth. We can see the arguments both for and against this issue.
Tim Hayward asked students to critique his own BBC interviews (he left the room during discussions) This made students feel uncomfortable.
PT – This issued has now been noted.
Year 4 students would like more cohort building.
PT- Unfortunately its too late for year 4 students to see the new system that will be rolling out next year.
BC- I can also look to set-up a dissertation peer-review system to give students support and more contact time with each other. I’ll investigate he feasibility in the next few weeks.
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