Sustainable Development
Staff-Student Liaison Meeting
Meeting Room 3.11, CMB
6th  November 2024 
Minutes
Attendees:
Year 1:  Claira Turvey (SocAnth), Noura Najm (PIR), Year 2: Faye Stephen (Geog), Finn Hughes (PIR), Year 3: Ben Fulford (Geog), Year 4: Clara Dalla-Vedova Sanjuan (PIR)

Staff:  Sarah Parry (SSLC Convenor), Sue Renton (SD Student Adviser/Minutes) 
Apologies:  Zainab Ali (Year 3 – PIR)
Chair: Claira Turvey
The School had requested that the following questions were raised at the meeting:
· Clear assessment feedback and assessment criteria: In response to concerns raised about unclear assessment feedback, the school formed a working group last academic year to improve the process, including new rubrics and clearer marking criteria. How have you found the changes so far? Has the feedback on your assessments been clear and was it clear what was required for your assessments?  
No feedback to-date had been received by students.

· Timely return of feedback: The University and the School are committed to ensuring feedback is returned on time. If delays occur, students should be notified and given a revised return date. We’d like to know how we’re doing in this area so far. Have you been receiving your assessment feedback on time, and if not, were you informed about any delays and the updated return date?
Students received email that there would be a delay with feedback on SD1a course due the tutor having more than normal workload.  It was reported that two Geography courses and Cases in SD do not provide expected due dates or SD1a.  Geography had reported a delay one week after expected date which in turn meant a 2-week delay.

1. Year 4 Feedback
SD briefs have been well-received, and students find them very useful and help to feel more connected, especially with the lack of contact hours in 4th year.  Positive feedback was received about the meeting with all year groups at the beginning of the semester.  All reps are in support of developing SD families.  

Action:  Names of those interested from each cohort will be sent to Sue who will organise a meeting, bringing all years together, to discuss the structure and benefits of this peer support scheme, and suggest ideas and topics that could be covered.  




2. Year 3 Feedback
Curriculum and Learning Experience:
Students find the curriculum interesting, more specific and engaging, with particular appreciation for the Cases in Sustainable Development course and the practical information it provides. Some students fed back that, in particular the SPSN fieldtrip, could be more tailored to career pathways for SD graduates, and whilst informative leaned more towards engineering topics which may not directly align with all students' career expectations.

Support and Resources:
Students feel generally supported, particularly highlighting the drop-in sessions as beneficial. This indicates that existing support mechanisms are effective, and that students value these opportunities to receive guidance on assignments.

Assessment and Communication:
While assessments are generally seen as helpful, there is a suggestion for more clarity around key submission dates, specifically for the dissertation proposal.  Students would like more clarity around expectations of assignments, particularly with confusion over the policy brief.  Students are unsure of when feedback will be received and concerned that it is not being received in time to take on board for final assessments.  Social Anthropology and Sociology dissertations are submitted in 1st semester and Geography and PIR in 2nd semester. 

Action:  Sarah to ask Jacob to circulate tables with the deadlines of all pathway dissertation dates, supervision allocation, and when fieldwork should begin.

Instructions for the Cases in SD Policy Brief did not align with the 2nd year policy brief, caused confusion and what is a policy brief actually is.  Clara raised the point that you have to keep in mind that different courses may require a different approach when tailored to a course.  Sarah explained that there is a big difference between pre-hons and honours where expectations are higher, and more depth and detail is required.  IDAH is a level 8 course and Cases in SD Level 10.  IDAH is from African Studies and open to wider community of students, and Cases in SD is from STIS and only for SD students. 

Action:  STIS team are liaising with IDAH team to cross-reference assessment guidance.  

Several students have also noted that the timetabling for the course, with different days for field trips and seminars, has made it difficult to arrange work around studies. They have asked whether more advance notice could be given on this for future years, or a consistent day chosen for both seminars and field trips where possible.  

Action:  Sarah will follow up point with having a note on Cases in SD LEARN page at start of semester stating that fieldtrips are scheduled for Wednesdays, dates to be confirmed, as this would be helpful in future.

Feedback suggests a need for more communication and advance notice on dissertations, and could help students manage their workload better, both within the university and where part-time jobs are required to support students' studies.

Overall, the feedback reflects a positive experience with the course content and support available, with room to improve in aligning practical components with career relevance and enhancing clarity over assessment expectations and timetabling.


3. Year 2 Feedback
Feedback about disparities between pathways.  IDAH content is really good, all enjoy tutorials, but lecture coverage of slides was sometimes too fast and not all were shown and students were left to look at content after lecture.  The 2-hour, with 3 questions, IDAH handwritten exam was felt to be outdated, and lecture recordings are only published when teaching finishes.  Online exams versus in-person would be more popular. Concerns were raised about the expected word count per question in the exam. 

Action: Sarah has received further information from the course organiser. They have confirmed that in the ‘Exam Preparation Guidance’ made available to all students on the course, it states that ‘word count penalties to not apply [emphasis in original]. Consider this soft guidance: you may aim for between 1,000-1,500 words per question. The amount you write for the entire exam (i.e., all three essays) would normally be no more than around 3,500 words. Aim for quality over quantity’.

STIS courses that were cancelled had upset students and mean that students had pulled away from STIS pathway.  First years would like more information so they can decide whether to continue the pathway in 2nd year.  Sarah stated that it’s a small pathway, needs more communication and structure, and in future years will have fewer core courses than other pathways.  SNE is core course and so in first year and 2nd year it will be taken with one other STIS course.  In honours it will be Data, Design & the City one year and Technology in Society for pre-hons.  The idea of whether there are other complimentary courses that could be suggested as electives, and highlighted to students would be possible.  Students happy with tutorials and interaction with other disciplines is positive experience.
Action:  Sarah to highlight and encourage anyone wishing to take this pathway to ensure they chat to an academic about STIS.

4. Year 1 Feedback
Being on different pathways, students haven't necessarily been signed up to other subject area emails and so are unaware of events etc happening within their pathway discipline. There's an interest in building connections and the idea of organising additional email lists, may be a way round this, and whether pathways in each year could be added to the cohort year email lists, e.g., for  seminars.  The SDO have lunches for WP students with 2nd years invited along too. 
Action:  Sue to discuss with Catriona about additional email lists and send link to SDO funding opportunities. 
A request to consider locations for any future meetups to suit possible disability access needs (for example, need for lifts and not stairs), and Sue has already contacted Jacob and other member of the SD Team when booking rooms through SDO.  The allocated by the SDO for the all year gathering, at the start of the semester, was 
It was felt that students felt overwhelmed and that there was a lack of structure and guidance with the SD1a tutorials, compared to other subjects where there were more focused questions prior to tutorial taking place.  The tutorials tend to be loaded with a lot of material to cover which makes it difficult to prepare for them as it is often unclear what to focus on in a 50 min class. Perhaps more guidance on Learn before the tutorial, such as listing key questions that will be discussed, could be helpful.  There was feedback highly praising some tutors for guiding students through tutorials and who helped explore the readings in more depth.

Rooms that are too small made it difficult to effectively see and communicate with others creating an environment that is not suitable for effective group discussions.  

Although there is more freedom in reflective writing, the Reflective Diary assignment was somewhat lacking structure. At times it was unclear how to balance reflection and academic writing making it difficult to prepare for the final essay.  Perhaps it may be beneficial to balance traditional essay writing while also engaging in a couple of reflections as students don’t feel prepared for writing final exam because of this.   There would be a benefit to having more traditional writing in assignments, drawing on evidence rather than talking.  It was suggested that half reflective, half mini-essay could be considered.

5. Any Other Business 
No students attended the meeting organised by Anthony Newton for students on the Geography pathway years 1-4.  Third years had wanted to attend but it had been scheduled on the same day as a fieldtrip.  Sarah asked whether students wanted this kind of meeting to take place, and would like to understand why students did not turn up.  
Action:  Claira offered to find out information from 1st years.  
Geography pathway rep invited to attend Geosciences SSLC on Friday 29th November 12-1:30pm, 2.05 Ogilvie (Institute of Geography.
Action:  Sue circulated an all-student email from Sarah inviting feedback from students on the Geography pathway.
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