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Perils of SSLCs
❖Role ambiguity and weak efficacy for student reps

❖Power imbalance and “partnership” rhetoric vs lived reality

❖Tokenism risk: “voice” without action (politics of listening)

❖Normative participation: the “tyranny of participation”

❖Consumerism and governance tensions

❖Termly cadence amplifies lag and weak follow-through (inference grounded in 

the literature)
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Finger on the “student voice” pulse
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Curriculum Review Principles



Student Staff Partnership



Visibility of Partnership Model



Student Voice since NSS



Module Evaluation by Students

❖ Scalable “student voice” at module level (breadth & speed)

❖ Reliable lead indicator for stage evaluation, NSS, PTES

❖ Good psychometric teaching performance when aggregated

❖ Formative feedback can improve teaching

❖ Potential (context-dependent) link with academic achievement

❖ Utility as one of the inputs in a wider evidence set for enhancement



Perils of Module Evaluation by Students

❖ Often weak (or nil) relationship with measured learning

❖ Systematic bias (fairness problem)

❖ Halo and “irrelevant” influences (looks, accent, identity cues)

❖ Incentive distortion (grade expectations/rigour)

❖ Statistical fragility in small modules & low response rates

❖ Comparability problem across disciplines/modules



Democratising Business Information



Finger on the “student voice” pulse



Risk based enhancement led assurance

Scottish Funding Council



Risk based enhancement led assurance
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Aston 10: Core Elements

1. 2.

3. 4.



Student Life and Lived Experience



Leadership and Advocacy
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