Agenda for the Student Section of the Staff-Student Committee: Meeting 19th November 2009
Attendance: Rachel Palmer (chair) , Amy Masson, Claire Haines, Emily Morgan, Katey Warren, David Bruce-Smith, Sally Alstead, Doug Somerville, Stephen Chappell, Sam Roberts, Chris Bennett, Rob Hopkins, Roz Glynn, Eric Olson, Jenny Saul.
· Any unfinished jobs from last meeting:

Personal Tutor problems, but this is covered in the agenda for this meeting. See Below.
STUDENTS:
Modules in 2nd/3rd year queries: Readings/PHd Students/Changes in Course Outlines/ Masters Students – Rachel will introduce 

· Problems are excessive reading for a 3rd year and 2nd year module. All staff understood the amount of reading is a lot for the module. RH said that students should still fit within the recommended hours set for reading a week. If the reading is less then students are expected to understand the material more and go over it a few times. Think of it as an opportunity to experience a different mode of study.  A student brought up the fact that with older texts, it takes more time to understand them and when you have 150 pages to read this is unbearable with other readings as well. RH said that lecturers tend to forget how hard the old texts are to read because they are used to reading them. EO explained that there is a website that has translated a lot of the old texts into modern English which students may find useful.  Students asked whether this could be made into a MOLE link. JS agreed with the comments and said they will work on it. Student brought up the confusion in that in the ‘everything a third/second year should know’ meetings students are told that they shouldn’t read much, but what they do read they should really understand it and re-read a number of times. JS agrees that this is a problem that needs to be sorted out, but we should be aware that the change of lecturer happened at the last minute. JS also recommended that students should speak to the lecturer involved and not be embarrassed. RH agrees with this, he said you should be honest with your request because the lecturer is the one in the position to make the changes needed. 
· Regarding the same lecture, students were not aware that the lecturer had changed when they came back to university in September, they were also not aware that the module outline had changed. Students wondered whether there could have been some prior warning, an e-mail over summer just explaining the circumstances as it threw a lot of people off and would reduce stress at the beginning of term. JS: there were specific, complex issues with this particular case. She wasn’t aware that students felt this way, and said that in future in this situation she would try to send out an email to students so they could prepare themselves and think about add and drop if necessary. RH added that the university has agreed on acquiring a new political philosophy lecturer for the department.

· Students brought up a problem surrounding third year references. There are modules this year being taught by PHD students which are receiving good feedback, however, receiving a reference for a job application or a masters application from a PHD student is not the same as getting one from an established lecturer. JS: go to the person with the credentials and explain to them that the person who knows you best is the PHD student so they should speak to them. That way the lecturers work as a kind of ghost writer. She also said that she will send out an email to all students informing them of how to do this and also an email to PHD students informing them of what might happen.
· There was a comment on the facebook group for representation that asked whether masters students should be allowed in seminars for 2nd/3rd years. The student felt like the masters student took the discussion to a level they could not contribute in. RH explained that if there are more than two MA students they have their own seminar. He also added that students should talk to the module leader if they feel this so something can be done about it. CB said if this is happening then students should come and speak to him. EO added that students should not approach the SSC rather they should speak directly to the tutors. 
1st Year Modules content clash – Sally and Emily 
· In the spring semester in the 2008/2009 academic year there was a clash of content between the Human Rights module and the Matters of Life and Death module. Students felt that there was too much overlap in the content, for example the Doctrine of Double Effect, which made the modules much less interesting.  Could the modules be possibly be moved into different semesters or could there be sufficient warning about the overlapping content. It was also noticed that the 20 credit modules were in the summer semester opposed to having a mixture which means that the autumn semester only has 10 credit modules which increases the amount of stress. RH agrees that we should not have overlapping content so this should be sorted as soon as possible. CB did not realise about this overlap and thoroughly agrees. JS suggests that lecturers should swap their outlines before to check over any overlap prior to teaching. JS suggests looking at the timetabling issue to try and sort out the mix of credits as well.
Module Selection – Stephen

· Problem is that some students do not get to pick the module that they want because they are otherwise detained when they are meant to sign up. For example, some students had a meeting about doing a MA when the sign up session was on, which meant they could not sign up for the modules they specifically wanted which does not seem fair. It was also noted by our dual students that in their other department a lot of the module selections are done online so it was asked why we do not do this within Philosophy. JS replied by explaining that the secretaries really want to do this but it is difficult to organising a capping system through the internet, which is important in the department. Also if we were to do it electronically we would not be able to give preference to Philosophy students meaning that some spaces may be quickly filled up by elective students. EO questioned whether we could organise it so that Philosophy students are allowed to login earlier than other students in order to counter this problem. JS explained that CICS have tried to do this but says that they can’t even though it would be really good if it could be implemented. It was asked whether we could try this for just 3rd level students. Finally it was mentioned that the history department manage to do online module selection and RH said that he would contact their department to find out the details.
Seminars: size, contribution. – Rachel

· This issue focused on the NSS results from last year in which our students seemed to show they had a lack of confidence. It was a thought by the students that the size and the fact that seminar count for nothing could be a contributing factor to this. It was questioned whether receiving contribution marks would be something that the staff and the students would find helpful as a way of increasing confidence within the department. RH had an initial worry that people would not want every little piece of work that they do to feed into their marks. JS followed this by saying that having a contribution mark may put pressure on those students who are shy but still gain from seminars. JS’s own technique is that students have to submit a brief paragraph about their thoughts on the current topic on MOLE, which is a way of keeping track of the students and encouraging thoughts, there is also a penalty is this is not done at all. It was suggested that maybe at the end of a seminar the lecturer should look into what has been achieved over the hour and summate thoughts. JS asked whether what we need is clearer guidance on the structure of seminars; often a worry is what to do with big groups, should they be made into four separate groups, one big group or half and half. RH said we should encourage staff to look into what works best. There is often not one way, and students should talk to tutors if they feel it is not working. The conclusion to this was that we would canvas students about contribution (negative result) and that JS would pass on thoughts to other members of staff to see if seminars could be better at encouraging students to build confidence.
Drop in Session Wednesday?/ departmental seminars? – Rachel 

· The ‘drop in’ sessions that have been created and the departmental seminars do not seem to be well advertised or have much definition of why they are happening. Specifically the ‘drop in’ sessions. The course reps discussed what would make this better and they came up with ideas such as making each session a themed discussion. For example, ethics, pragmatism etc. JS said that this is worth a try. The departmental seminars are not understood by students, the fact that there is a time slot on the timetable is confusing for students and is often written off as being for PHd and lecturers only. If these were publicised more through emails that would be good. CB said it is understandable that there is confusion lecturers often do not know where to look for information on them either. JS said that she would talk to FW about sending out more regular emails to students. RH said that he would take it off the timetable.
Personal Tutors (issue raised also in last SSC) – Stephen
· Students in the philosophy department have a very mixed opinion when it comes to personal tutors. There are many students who feel that they cannot go to their personal tutor for support as they do not know them at all and there are others who feel very comfortable with theirs. What is going wrong in the cases where there is no relationship because it appears having a good relationship with your personal tutor is an excellent way of doing well in your degree. JS initially replied by saying that there is a required meeting, however the course reps explained that not all students go to this and there is no follow through after that. Students asked whether there could be a formulated structure that would make the relationship better. RH said that it is a two-way thing, although the department has to try to improve it. It was suggested that there could be a group meeting set up at the start of each semester so students would not feel intimidated and there could be an open discussion, could also make use of the kitchen. RH says good idea, worth a try.
Internet: Website update/ u-space/turn it in – Rachel

· The philosophy department website is not very well structured and is very complicated to manipulate. JS sais that YS is still updating the website and it is in the testing phase but it will be done and will be a lot clearer to use. 
· There is a new online system lots of departments are using called U-Space, are we going to use it at all? JS said that we will probably be sticking to MOLE as it is what we are all used to and U-Space seems to be more free-flowing. 

· Turn It In has been introduced into the department but not many students were aware that it was going to happen and moreover did not understand how to use it. JS said that emails should have been sent out to inform students and this will be done. Maybe we could have some form of departmental guide on how to submit online as it has changed dramatically, specifically reassurance that the system will allow larger file sizes. 
Library/Coursepacks/E-offprints -  Katey
· Why do we have coursepacks when there are e-offprints available in other modules? It is expensive to buy a coursepack and e-offprints can just be read online if that is what you want. JS said that having both e-offprints and coursepacks is not a feasible option as it is expensive. If we only have e-offprints it excludes some students who do not have the internet. RH said that this issue is like being between a rock and a hard place.
Wednesday Afternoons: Sports/Socs – Katey

· Other departments manage to have Wednesday afternoons free to do sport and societies why is it that the Philosophy department cannot? JS room bookings are very hard to organise, especially with the Arts Tower being out of use. It was questioned whether having 9am lectures would help relieve this issue. JS maybe it is something we should talk about.
