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Student Feedback

Student feedback through the formal feedback mechanisms and also through staff/student committees is taken account of when improvements are prioritised.

Staff Views

We plan to seek staff views regarding facilities and in particular the use of chalkboards, slide projectors and barriers to using computers in teaching (real and perceived).
Funding for Teaching Spaces

The University is spending significant amounts of funding for learning and teaching capital projects funded for the period 2006-2008.. Approximately £4M of this capital is contributing towards the Health Exercise and Biosciences (HEBS) Building and £738K was initially allocated for pool teaching space and wireless networking.

The University has recently had a further £961K allocated and departments were asked to suggest spaces that could be developed as informal learning spaces with the aim of improving the student experience, increasing a sense of belonging and having a secondary effect of improving some areas in need of refurbishment. These funds have been allocated as described below. Some of the funding will be used for further pool rooms developments.
In addition various departmental equipment/laboratory projects are being funded (£532,747 SSH, £541,308 Engineering, £543,526 Science with 10% of the cost being met by departments).

Pool Teaching Room Developments

The following improvements are planned or underway:
· Four pool teaching rooms in the HEBS building (due to open semester 1 2008/9) to replace those in Ann Packer. One room will accommodate 100 students in a tiered room, one will have fixed seating arranged in curves to facilitate discussion/interaction and accommodating approximately 60 students and two flat-floor rooms with loose furniture accommodating approximately 45 each. The plans have still to be finalised.

· Refurbishment of the James France rooms in the “D” wing. These will be undertaken in the summer and planning is underway. There are five rooms each holding 50 students.

· Refurbishment of G block – two rooms holding 47 students and three holding 20 students.

· Refurbishment of two pool rooms located in LUSAD – this may depend on the cost and scale of the removal of asbestos but the rooms are in very poor condition. Due to their location they tend not to be used by many departments but cannot be left any longer.

Informal Learning Spaces

These are to be created in:

· James France Exhibition area including carpet replacement which is unsafe. The challenge is to make the space also usable for exhibitions.

· Create a new entrance to S block under the covered area to include seating areas for students.

· Extend the entrance to the Wolfson School outside T003 and create seating areas.

· Create PG(T/R) rooms for SSES in Matthew Arnold and at the same time reorganise some of the rooms to bring together quiet/noisy activities.

· Information Science – to create some seating areas for students in the foyer and two other rooms and to provide some equipment.

· Library – some additional seating.

· Design and Technology – refurbish an informal learning space.

· Informal learning points – add some seating and tables in foyers at various points on campus.

In addition some projects are on a reserve list (because they came in after the deadline) for:

· Civil and Building Engineering

· Human Sciences

· Schofield entrance
Timetables and Room Bookings

The additional rooms in the Stewart Mason and Keith Green Buildings have resulted in fewer failures in allocating rooms when departments want them. However there are still peaks in demand. In addition we see increasing numbers of double and triple periods each year which constrain the allocations. Good practice in space use suggests that triples should be limited as to when they can start and we are looking at that option. Departments did say they would liaise on the bookings for PG block release courses to ensure that they did not clash. There is no evidence to suggest this has happened.
Some analysis has been undertaken for semester 1 and semester 2 this year to compare requests for rooms with numbers registered on a particular module. The timetable for semester 1 is very uncertain at the point at which departments make their room requests and departments are in some cases requesting rooms which end up being far too large (thus making a poor experience for both staff and students). Feedback from departments suggests that some of the requests mask a flexibility being used within a department to use one slot across a number of groups, sometimes the group size is overestimated as student choices are not firmed up (a problem with students in some departments more than others and also a problem with students who have been out for a year). There are some departments who appear to be making requests for certain sizes of rooms in order to ensure they get allocated particular rooms they want. This practice needs to stop.
Comparison of Requests and Actual Student Numbers

Departments put their requests in during June/July for semester 1 and in November for semester 2. The difference between semester 1 and 2 is marked. The graphs shown here only look at requests for rooms with a capacity of over 100. It can be seen that estimates can be both over- and under-estimated.
Semester 1
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Semester 2
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Comparison of Student Numbers with Lecture Room Capacity
The rooms need to be big enough but if they are too large then the experience for staff and students can be a very poor one. The allocation over a room which is far too large may be a result of poor information when the requests were made. In other cases the room may be the only one available and departments generally prefer to maintain their timetable than to look for a more suitable room at another time.

Semester 1
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Semester 2
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