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21 September 2016 

ISSUES LOG 

REF 
MEETING 

DATE 
DESCRIPTION PROGRESS REPORT 

5.01/2016 08.09.2016 
1) Graduate School Gallery- how will this operate during 

the teachout and the operations of the SCA on main 
campus? 

2) Who is the Dean and who will be an advocate for 
SCA? 

3) What are the implications of SCA becoming a school 
or department of FASS? 

4) Can information be provided to the students from 

the University in an email?  

5) What will be taught on main campus 2017? 

6) HDR student supervisors- will main campus 

supervisors be available in both theory and practice 
research? How soon can the supervisor allocation be 
brought back to the approved ratio? 

7) When will redundancies take place? 

8) Regarding the MFA and PhD: have the offers been 

stopped? When will they be reinstated? 

9) Is there any possibility of a merger happening in the 
future? 

10) Does the state government pay the maintenance at 
Kirkbride and would that relieve the University’s 

financial concerns if it was?  

1) All space considerations will be subject to consultation with staff, external experts 
and Project User Groups (end-users including students) 

2) There is an Acting Dean, and that person will advocate for the school. There has 
been a significant decline in applications to arts schools across all of NSW, and the 
proposed changes reflect a commitment to arts education by the University and to 
ensure the survival of studio based practices. To achieve this the only realistic future 
is on Camperdown campus. .  

3) This is an interesting question and there are pros and cons for each. Implications 
with regard to governance and budget processes are still to be considered. Either 
way, centralising administrative operations will allow SCA to be more sustainable in 
the future. 

4) This can be organised, directing students to the FAQ pages. 

5) Still a work in progress and planning, and absolutely no decision has been made 
yet. Still waiting for staff to engage with the DCP. Some feedback has been given 
but more is to happen over the next several months.  

6) Yes, we will ensure there will be available supervisors. Facilities and supervision 
required for HDR completions will be worked through on a case by case basis. The 
process of transferring supervision back to the Academic Board approved ratio will 
likely take some years to achieve. It cannot be done immediately. Students should 
note if they are worried about their own financial investment and the supervision of 
their projects that it will be on a case-by-case basis, and all the resources of the 
University including the PRSS, are available to them. More information about HDR 
supervision will be added to the FAQ. 

7) It is entirely a matter of negotiation between the University and staff, and exit dates 
for some staff members may be negotiated depending on curriculum and 
supervision needs. 

8) Some students on deferred offers will commencing in 2017. A number of HDR 
students will need to graduate before significant further intake happens, and we 
need to revise downwards the ongoing HDR cohort. 

9) UNSW is off the table. The only potential option would be studio-based collaboration 
at NAS. This is not under consideration at this time. 

10) Maintenance is not being paid by the state government. That is a myth.  
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4.01/2016 02.09.2016 
1) Undergrad students request to confirm the following: 

a) SCA staying at Callan Park for 2017 and 2018 

b) All students will be able to study honours 

c) No intake to BVA for 2017; new intake to BVA for 

2018 

d) Jewellery, ceramic, glass available to all 

enrolled students including honours 

e) Clarify what happens after 2019 as this is most 

pertinent for part-time students 

2) SUPRA requests to know why admin office closed 

3) Will reduced BVA intake in 2017 reduce financial 

viability of SCA? 

4) Will there be opportunities for PhD students to teach 

on main campus?  

5) What kind of entity will SCA be- school; department? 

6) Is space on Ross St a possibility? 

1) Will add responses to these to FAQ on website, which is to be updated ASAP 

2) Issue has been resolved, will open on Tuesday as normal. 

3) Yes it will, but this is not the point. 2017 is seen as the transition year, so that staff 
have the time to focus on the new revised curriculum and to focus on supporting the 
large HDR cohort to completion.  Reducing the income to SCA by reducing the 
intake of students will not be used as a reason to cut other programs at SCA.  

4) Yes, in other faculties about 50% of sessional teachers are PhD students. The 
better a faculty’s budget position the more casual and sessional teaching they can 
offer. The decision to make SCA more financially efficient will improve the 
opportunities for teaching. 

5) Still to be determined, considerations regarding efficiencies of administrative 
functions will impact on this. 

6) It is a possibility, and Ross St is one of the options under consideration. Plans and 
pictures (around which students and staff will be consulted) will be available for the 
space options under consideration as soon as possible.  

3.01/206  26.08.2016 
1) Concerns about studio and exhibition spaces for 

sculpture students. 

2) Will the studios be proximate to each other? 

3) Can there be consultation with faculty on proposed 
studio spaces ie the FASS film studio? 

4) Concerns that more expensive disciplines like film or 

those that use high technology may be problematic to 
move to main campus and will be left behind. 

5) Will first year students be allowed to take jewellery 

next year? 

6) Offsite facilities? 

7) What is the scope of the proposed change and 
commitment? Is the main campus plan for the short, 
medium or long term? 

8) Does each faculty have to produce finances to break 

even? 

9) Graduate school gallery- can it be confirmed? 

10) SCA library and materials- can it be confirmed? 

11) How will the university reduce trauma for students, 

especially those who don’t know if their supervisors will 
be there? 

1) There will be studio and exhibitions spaces for sculpture students – undergrad and 
postgrad – on main campus. 

2) Exact spaces to be determined, they are planned to be proximate. Vacated spaces 
that are to be freed up from the end of 2018 will probably allow students to work 
near each other. 

3) Yes. Once we get feedback from staff on their needs via DCP, then the University 
will take staff ideas on how to configure the space. 

4) It is a financial problem, but the University wants a multidisciplinary, viable art school 
and does intend to keep most disciplines.  

5) Still under consideration. 

6) It is a possibility for small or difficult disciplines like glassworks, if they were 
continued, to hire external facilities. Possibly on a case by case basis, during the 
transition phase.  

7) It is a long term plan. It is noted that this has been a very challenging process which 
will ultimately be for the best long-term future of arts on campus.  

8) Not every faculty will, and cross subsidy is a reality. The structure of higher 
education funding is such that fee paying students do subsidise other faculties, and 
there is no real possibility of SCA being financially sustainable. However, the 
University is committed to SCA and is willing to subsidise to a certain level into the 
future – but at a lower subsidy level than current. 

9) ‘Guarantee’ or ‘confirm’ is complicated. Provost cannot dictate to the SCA (or any 
faculty) what will happen within the curriculum. The University can only set the 
context (ie on main campus) and it is the staff responsibility to shape the curriculum.  

Update at meeting 02.09.2016: Provost confirmed this is part of staff program 

design considerations; would not normally be part of a DCP- this level of detail is not 
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12) Research clusters- can it be confirmed? 

13) Graduate school forum- can it be confirmed 

14) Meeting of this group with VC to talk about bigger 

picture for UG, PG and masters students.  

15) More communication about positive message. 

16) What is the progress on hiring a FASS Dean? 

normally included. Spaces will be will be determined as the final curriculum and 
resources design takes shape. 

10) See update at 9. 

11) Update at meeting 2.09.2016: counselling services are available.  

12) See update at 9 

13) See update at 9 

14) VC cannot be guaranteed, Provost happy to focus a meeting with a larger group. 

15) Students requested to provide feedback on the sorts of message that would be 
helpful. Students advised they especially would like information about 2017 and 
2018 classes being held on campus. Comms team would be able to run a draft 
message to an interested group to (Dean Cross, Gianni Wise, Tamara Voninski). 

Update at meeting 02.09.2016: work on this to take place ASAP; students have 

updated that they don’t want to be involved in forming a message. It should come 
straight from the Provost.  

16) Interviews continue. 

2.01/2016 
Student 
member 
issues 

12.08.16 
1) Students request to be provided with load data 

informing the Draft Change Plan (noting it will be 
University applications not UAC) 

2) Students request a timeline and more information 

about the teach out  

3) Will current BVA students be guaranteed their 
honours year at Rozelle? 

4) Will electives be timetabled for SCA students to 

attend? 

5) What is the Academic Board rule on limit of HDR 

students per supervisor?  

6) Can the Provost reconsider ceramics, glass blowing 
and jewellery? Nothing to set SCA apart if they don’t 

have these facilities. Are they viable? 

7) Specifically re the glass facility: is there the option for 

a hot shop; what facilities are needed; what OHS is 
needed; could it be a separate structure? 

8) SCA, SCR and SUPRA to exchange emails to 

communicate with students and bring more 
representatives from SCA.  

9) Why no consultation with students in the DCP? 

10) What allowance will there be for students who wish to 
study cross-discipline into other areas? 

11) Students perceive there to be a lack of publicity 
about events at SCA, will this change? 

Update at meeting 26 August 2016 

1) Provided at meeting 26 August 2016 

2) Depends on the enrolment of students at Rozelle and on main campus. It will be on 
a case by case basis, generally  

3) Depends on the year that the students do their honours year; 2017, 2018, probably 
yes. By 2019 may be better facilities on campus.  

Update at meeting 02.09.2016: honours years in glass, ceramics, and jewellery will 

be determined on a case by case basis.  

4) Exact course offerings and timetables still to be determined; this will be taken into 
account. Almost everything at Rozelle in the 2017-2018 period. 

5) s 13 (1) Supervision of Higher Degree by Research Students Policy 2013. “A 
research supervisor will not normally supervise more than 5 full-time equivalent 
postgraduate research students at one time.” This is determined by the Academic 
Board, has to be limited so that quality supervision can occur.  

6) Waiting to see what staff come back with responses to the DCP. We will see what 
issues they come back as to whether the issues can be managed, or whether the 
program will need to close. 

7) Waiting for staff to come back on the DCP with facilities issues, and space 
consideration on campus and what spaces are required. 

8) Students to organise; other reps may attend with notice. 

9) There is not normally student consultation about normal staff and operational 
decisions through a DCP. The current meetings with students are forum for 
discussion on the proposed changes.  

10) Exact course offerings and timetables still to be determined; this will be taken into 
account in the move onto main campus. There are likely to be more students 
studying cross-discipline when the classes are on main campus together.  

11) Noted. 

http://sydney.edu.au/policies/showdoc.aspx?recnum=PDOC2013/316&RendNum=0
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1.01/2016 
Student 
member 
issues 

05.08.16 
1) Issues as detailed in the SUPRA letter provided at 

meeting 19 July 2016.  

2) That were would be a loss of benefit to the 
surrounding community, noting that the University 

believes that there is a pedagogic benefit to the move 
to main campus. 

3) Whether there would be the maintenance of studio-
based practice with studios near each other, for 

interdisciplinary learning. 

4) Whether main-campus spaces would be similar to the 
existing spaces at Rozelle. 

5) That SCA students perceive there to be 
administrative issues surrounding cross-faculty 
enrolment such that it is difficult for SCA students to 

enrol in main campus class, and vice-versa. 

6) Whether there would be sufficient Higher Degree by 
Research (HDR) supervisors available on main 

campus, such that there would no longer need to be a 
higher ratio of supervisors to students than Academic 
Board has resolved.  

7) Whether there would be a dedicated student 
exhibition space in new main-campus museums 

being developed from 2018. 

8) Whether a main campus presence would have the 
capacity to provide additional professional 
development opportunities for students in the form 

of placements, exchanges, or similar programs  

9) Whether the audio/visual equipment loan program 

will still be available. 

10) Whether SCA students can have their own purpose-
built film studio instead of using the FASS studio 

11) Students raised concerns about access to disabled 
parking and parking in general on main campus. 

Update at meeting 12 August 2016  

1) Noted, and on file with the Provost 

2) Noted. 

3) Yes. 

4) Exact configuration of spaces still to be determined 

5) Noted. 

6) Yes. 

7) Yes. 

8) Exact course offerings and opportunities still to be determined. 

9) Exact programs and facilities are still to be determined. 

10) No. 

11) Added at meeting 12 August 2016; noted. 

 


