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Welcome!

Welcome to IPPP!  This handbook contains – we hope – all the nut-and-bolt details of studying with us on the MA in Values and the Environment.

Names and Contact Details

Shown below is a table of who’s who in terms of postgraduate study at IPPP. We have marked in bold the contacts most relevant to your scheme of study.  The Director of the MA Programme and the Postgraduate Secretary are jointly responsible for the smooth running of all the MA schemes within IPPP.  Each scheme also has its own Convener, who is responsible for admissions onto that scheme, for advising the students on their dissertation choices, and should be the first point of call for issues of pastoral care.

	Postgraduate Secretary

Christine Dundas

Tel.:
01524 5-92491

E-mail:
c.dundas@lancaster.ac.uk

	MA Director
Dr Brian Garvey
Tel: 
01524 5-94669
E-mail:
b.garvey@lancaster.ac.uk


	MA Values and the Environment Convener 

Dr Cain Todd

Tel: 01524 5-92305 

email: c.todd@lancaster.ac.uk 


	MA Philosophy Convener

Dr Rachel Cooper

Tel: 
01524 5-94702

E-mail:
r.v.cooper@lancaster.ac.uk


	MA Distance Learning Programmes Convener
Dr Dave Littlewood

Tel.:
01524 5-92498

E-mail:
d.littlewood@lancaster.ac.uk
	Doctoral Director
Dr Alison Stone
Tel: 
01524 5-93781
E-mail:
a.stone@lancaster.ac.uk 



MAVE and AwayMAVE

The MA in Values and the Environment (MAVE) and its distance mode (AwayMAVE) are the same course studied in two different ways.  The programme has three broad aims within the field of environmental concern:  

(1)
to provide those who wish to develop research careers in the field with a Master's level platform from which to apply for funds and openings, in line with current Government and British Academy policy;

(2)
to provide a relevant qualification for those seeking to establish (or develop) careers in environmental policy or management;

(3)
to provide a means by which people with a personal interest in matters of environmental concern can develop their understanding and knowledge.

On completion we expect students to have:

· in-depth knowledge of five topics within philosophy or other environment-related disciplines (at most two of the latter);

· the ability to use philosophical techniques of analysis and argumentation;

· where policy problems are addressed, the ability to apply philosophical skills and knowledge to their resolution;

· 
the ability to successfully plan and complete a substantial piece of independent research.

The course involves you taking five modules and completing a dissertation with individual supervision. 

Changing modes and occasional attendance

Distance students are warmly welcomed to attend events at Lancaster whenever possible.  In the past, distance students based in the UK have dropped in on seminars and attended staff- student seminars and conferences.  The intensive module 412 (a one week field trip) would be a good opportunity for some face-to-face contact with the teaching staff and your fellow students.  

Proximal students have access to the web notes and discussion site that are essential for the distance learners and are encouraged to join in the discussion (more on this later).  Moreover, having a distance version of the MA also means that in an emergency or illness it is possible for proximal students to shift to distance study for part or the whole of a module.

Module Outlines

Below is outline information about IPPP MA modules. For each module, you will be provided with a much more detailed module handbook, which will set out the exact syllabus, core readings, supplementary bibliographies, and assessment methods, including possible essay titles. MAVE students need to take at least three MAVE modules (marked Ф) but can, if they wish, choose the remainder of their modules from the ECS range (521-527) or from those offered by other departments. Modules marked with a D are available in distance learning mode.

IPP 502 Land as Community
Our aim in the module is to develop sufficient grasp both of the history and the current trends in ecology to enable us to engage critically with its concepts and theories; further, to understand the links between the ‘science’ of ecology and the normative goals of nature conservation; also to understand the values and other cultural influences that may underlie both; finally, to engage critically with existing nature conservation values and practice, and to develop a considered articulation of the underlying philosophy of nature conservation and of environmental policy more generally.

Thus, through weekly reading and discussion, our aims are to:

· Develop some grasp of the history of ecology

· Reflect critically on some key ecological theories and concepts

· Appreciate the potential linkages between ecological theories and conservation policy and practice

· Appreciate the values and other cultural influences that may underlie both ecological theories and conservation goals

· Deepen our understanding of the rationale for nature conservation

· Expected learning outcomes

By the end of the course you should be able to:

· expound some of the key concepts and theories of ecology

· reflect critically on the ‘authority’ (e.g. the origins and legitimacy) of these concepts and theories

· relate these concepts and theories to the philosophy of nature conservation

· reflect critically on existing conservation values and practice

· articulate a considered rationale for nature conservation and for environmental policy more generally. 

Core texts: 

Aldo Leopold, A Sand County Almanac, any edition.

D. Worster, Nature's Economy: A History of Ecological Ideas 2nd Edition (Cambridge 1994)

IPP 503 Environmental Ethics

This module will explore some key perspectives on environmental ethics. 

 Its objectives are to:

· Introduce students to the main different approaches to ethics can be and have been applied to environmental questions.  This will include utilitarian, deontological and virtues theories. 

· Consider the boundaries of the beings to whom moral consideration is owed in our environmental decisions. 

· Examine the claim that nature has intrinsic value.  

· Engage in the debates specific controversies such as the value of wilderness and the paradoxes involved in the restoration of nature. 

· Examine ecofeminist approaches to environmental ethics;

Core text: 

Light and Rolston eds. (2002) Environmental Ethics: An Anthology (Oxford: Blackwells).

IPP 507 Aesthetics and the Environment
In this module we consider traditional and contemporary philosophical discussions of aesthetic experience of the natural environment.  We begin by looking at theories of aesthetic appreciation of nature in relation to the beautiful, sublime and picturesque. Moving into contemporary thought, differences between natural and artefactual appreciation are discussed, with an emphasis on the environmental aspect of appreciation. We then critically examine various theories of aesthetic appreciation in the current debate, and the implications of these different approaches for environmental conservation. Issues arising in this context include: the role of science, emotions and imagination in aesthetic experience, the subjectivity and objectivity of aesthetic judgements of nature, and how aesthetic value is placed in conservation strategy.

By the end of the module you should be able to:

· Outline the history of theories of aesthetic appreciation of nature from Kant to the present. 

· Critically discuss the contemporary debate, providing an outline account of the major arguments.

· Discuss the role of aesthetic value in relation to aesthetic evaluation of nature and in relation to aesthetic judgements in the practical context of environmental conservation and policy-making.

Topics normally covered:

· What is Aesthetic Experience? 

· The beautiful, the sublime and the picturesque 

· Disputing about taste: objectivity and subjectivity in aesthetic judgement 

· Cognitive approaches to aesthetic appreciation of nature 

· Non-cognitive approaches to aesthetic appreciation of nature 

· Aesthetics, ethics and conservation

Core texts: 

Emily Brady Aesthetics of the Natural Environment (Edinburgh University Press 2003)

S. Kemal and 1. Gaskell (eds.), Landscape, Natural Beauty and the Arts (1993).

A. Carlson Aesthetics and the Environment (2000)
IPP 508 Nature in Romantic and European Thought
This course provides an introduction to ways in which nature has been thought about within German Romantic thought and literature, and in subsequent philosophy in the continental European tradition. The course takes a historical approach, focusing first on Kant and the early German Romantics including Schlegel and Hölderlin, and then moving on to look at ideas of nature in Hegel, Nietzsche, and Heidegger. Concentrating on core readings accompanied by secondary literature, the course explores philosophical and literary understandings of nature in these authors, and looks at the ethical implications of these understandings of nature. The course focuses particularly on the Romantic idea that nature has been 'disenchanted' and could be 're-enchanted' through poetry and philosophy. By taking this course, students will be able to appreciate the range of distinctive approaches to thinking about nature which are available within the Romantic and European traditions, and will be able to compare these approaches to those of environmental ethicists.

Topics normally covered:

· An initial overview of approaches to nature within the continental tradition.

· Kant’s theory of purposiveness in nature. 

· German Romanticism and the attempt to re-enchant nature through poetry.

· Hegel’s philosophy of nature and its implications for ethics.

· Nietzsche’s idea of nature as will to power.

· Heidegger’s criticism of traditional ideas of nature and the organism and his rethinking of nature as physis. 

IPP 511 Environmental Decision-Making

What makes for good public decisions about the environment?  A variety of different and competing decision making tools and procedures have been employed in environmental decision making from formal procedures such cost-benefit analysis and multi-criteria decision analysis to deliberative institutions such as citizens juries and consensus conferences. In this course we look at the theoretical underpinnings of these different approaches.  Doing so will take us into foundational issues in ethics in particular surrounding the utilitarian assumptions of some of these approaches.  It will cover issues in social and political philosophy on issues such as the use  market-based approaches to the solution of environmental problems, different models of democracy and their role in environmental policy making,  the appeal to justice and equality within and between different generations in environmental policy, the compatibility of environmentalism with liberalism, and debates around the politics of wilderness.

Reading:

The main text will be John O’Neill’s Markets, Deliberation and Environmental Value. It will also draw on a book recently completed with Alan Holland and Andrew Light Values and the Environment. Discussions of a number of the main topics  in the course will be also found in my earlier books Ecology, Policy and Politics: Human Well-Being and the Natural World (London, Routledge, 1993) which is still available as an e-text and The Market: Ethics, Knowledge and Politics (London: Routledge, 1998).  A number of papers relevant to the course will be found in J. O’Neill, I. Bateman and R. K. Turner eds. Environmental Ethics and Philosophy (Edward Elgar, Aldershot, 2001).
Topics may include:

· Cost-benefit analysis and surrogate prices

· Value Incommensurability and decision making

· Property-rights and the environment 

· Markets in environmental goods and harms

· Austrian economics and ecological economics: some continuing debates

· Valuing goods over time 

· Sustainability, community and equality

· Democracy, deliberation and environmental problems

· What makes for a good decision

IPP 514 - Philosophy of Biology and Conservation - Rachel Cooper

1st term – Tue 6-8.30pm

The aim of this module is to examine conceptual problems in the philosophy of biology, in particular those related to evolutionary theory, and to conservation management. 

Evolutionary theory – topics will include the following

· Units of selection – does selection act on organisms, or genes, or something else?

· Developmental systems theory.

· Evolutionary progress 

· Species – what is a species?

Problems surrounding notions of evolutionary progress and the definition of species lead naturally into questions about the nature and importance of biodiversity and the second part of the course.

Conceptual problems with conservation management – topics will include the following 

· Biodiversity – What is biodiversity? And, is it important?

· Rarity - Are organisms more valuable if they are rare

· Nativeness – What is a native species? Does it matter if organisms are native?

· Extinction and replacement – is it possible to recreate environments or species once they have been destroyed?

IPP 513 Philosophy of Technology -  Brian Garvey (2nd term)

Philosophy of technology has only recently emerged as a distinct area of inquiry, and it is one of pressing contemporary relevance. This course will deal with key philosophical questions arising from technology - such as the concepts of technology, progress and science, and the relationships between them. We will also examine the implications of technology for wider social/political questions. Topics will include:
1 Can we give a definition of technology? 

2 What is the relationship between technology and science? 

3 Is technology a human universal, or are some societies distinctively technological while others are not?

4 What is technological progress? 

5 Does technology have its own set of values built into it? Or is it value-neutral? Or do different technologies embody different sets of values?

6 Does technology solve already-perceived problems or does it determine what counts as a problem?

7 Is there a way of looking at the world that is distinctively technological? 

8 Does technology alienate us from nature?

Does it lead us to look at things as resources, and make it more difficult to look at them in other ways?

IPP 515 Self-study module

Anyone wishing to take this module must first consult with the MAVE convenor or distance convenor in order to determine a supervisor, topic and schedule.

Aims: The module aims to extend student’s research skills under supervision to prepare students for more sustained research.  
· To offer students the opportunity for self-directed research on philosophy and the environment especially in those areas which are not covered other modules.  

· To prepare students for more sustained research enquiry at dissertation level.


      Develop a definition of the problem to be addressed


      State a well-defined research question

· Undertake a thorough search of the literature relevant to addressing that problem. 

· Design a suitable research programme in answering that question

· Enable students to develop interests and knowledge  in a chosen specialist area of research

Outline syllabus: 

The module will be run on the basis of self-directed problem based research methods.  Under the guidance of the supervisor the student will be expected to:

· Formulate a topic as a clearly defined research problem

· Produce a reading list of relevant literature

· Formulate a set of research questions

· Produce the outline of an essay on the basis of the research for comments by the supervisor

· Produce a draft of the essay for comments by the supervisor

Learning outcomes: – on successful completion of the module students should be able to 

· Apply, under supervision, research skills to the identification, analysis and investigation of a problem in a particular area of philosophy and the environment.

· Design and execute under supervision a plan of research on that problem.

· Demonstrate an extended grasp of the literature in the area of research.

· Develop a detailed knowledge of a particular specialist area of research

· Demonstrate increased autonomy both as a self-directed  researcher

Select bibliography: 

The bibliography will vary with the topic addressed and will be developed under supervision by the student. 

 Staff/student seminars

The Institute runs two seminar slots for visiting speakers and for staff and postgraduate students to present work in progress and papers. The Tuesday lunchtime seminars are shorter and more informal, designed for work in progress. They also provide a forum for postgraduate students to present their research. Wednesday afternoon seminars are more formal, and usually presented by scholars from other Universities. In addition, CESAGen hosts its own fortnightly seminar series, Wednesday lunchtimes in term time, at which CESAGen researchers from Lancaster and Cardiff speak, as well as visiting scholars and researchers from other Universities. Look out on the notice board for these and other happenings.  News of events is also circulated via E-mail and on the news and ‘News and events’ page of the IPPP website. We shall endeavour to put visiting speakers papers on the web.

Many other events take place in IPPP, CESAGen and across the University, including workshops on particular topics and conferences. 
Learning and Teaching Strategies – how it all works

For MAVE or AwayMAVE, you need to complete five modules and write a dissertation.  To choose modules be directed by your own interests (to ensure motivation) and by the recommendations of the teaching staff.  Each module takes you through a structured programme of learning over ten weeks.  Most modules have a once a week seminar of two and a half hours and a number of set readings.  All modules have some form of written work required for assessment.  How do these components facilitate your learning? Let's take them in turn.
Seminars

The idea of a seminar is that it is a forum for learning; a place to hear the input of an expert in the field of exploration, but also, importantly, a place to think through and discuss one's own ideas and response to the material studied.  To facilitate this dual aspect most tutors in the Institute adopt a seminar strategy of having a mixture of a lecture style tutor input, open discussion and the presentation of prepared papers by students.  

The importance of discussion with your peers as well as with the tutor is crucially important in philosophy.  Learning at MA level is really about developing your critical faculties and testing your ideas.
Web notes for distance learners

For distance students the tutor-input part of the seminar is replaced by the tutor's notes on the web.  The url for the home page for distance learners is 

www.lancs.ac.uk/depts/philosophy/awaymave/index.htm
Remember to put a bookmark on your own machine!

The distance learning home page has news updates and the links for each of the modules as well as links to general information and the discussion site.

Each module is divided into 10 weeks.  These tutor notes for each week take you through a particular aspect of the module with pointers to reading, discussion and prompts for exercises as well as web links to further sites of interest.

The task for you is to work through these, hopefully keeping to the weekly schedule. Some students work online and others print out the notes each week and just return on line to check out the web links and send their deliberations to the discussion site.  Use these notes in whatever way works best for you.  It is usually the case that the tutor of the course has written or co-written them, so do E-mail your tutor with any questions or to discuss any of the matters further.  The tutor notes are to take the place of the tutor input part of the seminar as it is taught at Lancaster; so just as you might ask a question or raise an alternative interpretation on something with the tutor in the coffee break if you were a student here, do use the tutor as a resource in the same way.

A note on printing from the web:  adjust the size of the print to suit you and format the font as black otherwise you will use masses of paper and a lot of printer cartridges.  

The importance of discussion to learning at the MA level

Various opportunities for discussion among staff and students at Lancaster exist in the form of seminars - within specific modules, through regular work-in-progress sessions and following papers presented to the Institute.  Computer-mediated conferencing (CMC) facilities are used within distance learning modules, and - by means of ‘the (virtual) coffee bar’ - to provide a general forum for communication and exchange among any and all of the Institute’s postgraduate students.  Along with the lectures, readings, and the like, then, discussion is very much an integral part of the learning process within the MA programme.  Why so?

One relevant answer is that discussion creates opportunities for ‘collaborative learning’.  This term is used very broadly to refer learning that arises through groups of individuals working together to address some theme, issue, task or problem.  This can sometimes involve different members of a group in taking the primary responsibility for different aspects (or subtasks) of the work (and this is sometimes identified as co-operative learning) or it can involve the different persons all working together on the same set of issues.  Either way, it leads to peer-to-peer interaction and communication, which in turn involves the participants in exploring their ideas together, and explaining their ideas to each other.  As many of you will come from different backgrounds and have different perspectives, you should find that pooling resources through discussion enhances the range of views, insights and interpretations, in play and available for consideration.  This can be particularly helpful when dealing with difficult texts.

While the multiplication of perspectives is one significant benefit of discussion, it is far from being the only one.  For example, attempting to elaborate and to communicate one’s ideas to others often turns out to be an excellent way of finding out more about those ideas, of exploring their implications, of uncovering and developing responses to unforeseen problems, and so on.  Moreover, collaborative enquiry has been identified as conducive to increased mastery and retention of study materials, and the cultivation of improved reasoning strategies.  It is also held to foster the growth and development of communications and teamwork skills that are transferable to other contexts, and to be supportive of life-long learning.

In short, there is a surplus of good reasons for our engaging each other in discussion, and it is hoped that this brief rehearsal of some of the main claims made in this area will help you to see some of the roles, and the value, of discussion in the programme, and so encourage and enable you to get the most out of it.  (For a more detailed discussion of these and related issues, with reference to some aspects of philosophical method;  see the web notes on discussions.)  

How do we cope with this aspect for distance learners?

All students and staff receive a password to the online discussion sites.  

The virtual coffee bar is an open space for any type of discussion, some uses could be:

· to introduce yourself to the other students;

· to exchange views on topical issues;

· to ask general questions that you would like to share with other students;

· to alert other students to events or useful TV/Radio programmes;

· to share exciting news;

· for student reps to gather views and alert students to happenings.

The discussion site is the forum that stands in for live discussion in seminars for distance students although everyone can join in.  The discussion site can be used for various purposes, for example:

· exchanging thoughts on how a module is going;

· reviews of web sites and books;

· to ask questions about the current module;

· to express your exasperation at trying to understand what Heidegger was saying.

However, its main role is for distance students' contributions to a discussion of the issues raised in the course materials.   The url for the discussion site is 

http://ktru-main.lancs.ac.uk/PHLSPHY/MAVE1999.nsf 

You will see that in each week of web notes for each module there are various prompts for thinking through a particular issue.  They are often signalled with a picture of Rodin’s ‘Thinker’.  As you work through the material you should be noting your response to each of these in your own notes.  Some of the exercises are longer thought experiments, or requests that you find examples of a particular phenomenon, or test out an idea.  For distance students these longer exercises are an integral part of the course and you must send some of your efforts to the discussion site and read and comment on the different ones that appear.  Some of these contributions should spark off longer discussions. 

The discussion site as a forum is not intended for the presentation of perfected work, but rather your initial responses and muddling through to an answer.  

Quite often a discussion contribution can be the start of an idea for an essay especially when you get some feedback from other students.  Your contributions to the discussion site can be selected by you to contribute to the assessment of modules (see under assessment).

For the discussion site to work as a useful learning resource it is essential that everyone contributes and this should also help distance learners to feel connected to the course in a more direct way than through reading alone.  Regular contribution also helps to assure the tutor that you are still studying and interested in the module and not horribly stuck and afraid of asking for help.  In previous years the end of year review regularly reveals that students wished they had made more use of this discussion space, so just jump in and make a start.

There is an area on the discussion site called profiles and this is where you can post a bit about yourself and a photo, please do this as it gives all the other students an idea about who you are and helps you to identify shared interests.
Set readings

For each module there is a core text or texts which you will need access to for the duration of the module; these are supplemented on most modules with a prepared a set of readings. These are available at the first seminar or week-by-week from your tutor. The supplementary readings are posted out to distance students. The core texts and the supplementary readings form the focus of the module and you should endeavour to keep on top of the readings. Each tutor will also recommend further texts on specific areas. Please don’t be daunted by long ‘further reading’ lists. Exploration of the further readings will be essential for those areas on which you choose to write and to help you follow up interesting leads – you are not expected to read everything. However, it is crucial that you read the set texts alongside the relevant seminars or blocks. 

Reading is tremendously important in any academic study. In general, one or two papers fully analysed and understood are better than many papers merely read. So it is always productive to respond in some way to what you have read. Detailed summarising is generally highly productive, but it is enormously time-consuming. You could do this when you have good grounds for thinking the item is central – for the field, or for you. Certainly a page of notes on each paper in the core text and reader, and particularly your own response to it, would be an excellent practice to adopt. 
Additional support and advice

As well as the tutors for modules the course Convener Cain Todd and the distance support person Dave Littlewood are happy to advise on philosophical especially for those of you not familiar with these disciplines.  Drop in on their office hour or make an appointment or see them or email them your questions or concerns.  We will also be organising workshops to help you with the process of dissertation writing – watch your E-mail accounts and the notice boards!
Writing 

All of the modules rely on written work for assessment. However, we strongly recommend that you do not think of writing as just writing an essay. Most of us find that we can think much more clearly and productively ‘with pen in hand’ or at the keyboard. The quantity of reading that you will do over the period of an MA is frighteningly large and if you want to be able to remember and use any of the ideas discovered you would need some kind of processing of the information in your own words. You can use a study diary or some system of note taking to keep track of what you have read, notes from your working through the exercises in seminars, informal discussions and, most importantly, your own thoughts. 
References, plagiarism and self-plagiarism

All mention of other texts and to the ideas of other people needs to be properly referenced. The Institute does not have a recommended system although it is usual for social scientists to use the Harvard system (names and dates in brackets in the texts) and for Humanities scholars to use the MHRA system (numbers in the text and full references at the end). Getting used to the academic conventions is useful, but we require just that whatever you do is consistent and thorough. An important aspect of both careful note taking and good referencing is that you do not slip into unintentional plagiarism (presenting the words or ideas of another as if they are your own) which is a very serious academic offence and when intended can lead to exclusion from the university – see ‘Plagiarism’ section below. Note also that submitting the same text in more than one piece of work constitutes self-plagiarism and is also unacceptable.
Length

The essay work for each module usually takes the form of one long essay, with a maximum length of 5,000 words, although there are a number of variations to this and advice on this is included in individual module handbooks.  An outline of the variations is as follows.

If you are new to philosophical writing you might like to write two essays for the first module.  The two essays should be a first one of 1,500 words and a second essay of 3,500 words.  This allows you to get swiftly into the habit of writing and to get feedback on how you are doing.  The different lengths mean that you still have the scope for an extended piece for the same module.  The assessment weighting of the two pieces would be 30/70.  The module 512 is based on a field trip and so the assessment involves an essay of 3,500 words and a reflective diary based on the time on the island of Rum.

Please note: IPPP operates a penalty system for over-length work at the MA level. Work that is more than 10% over-length will incur a 5-mark penalty, and work more than 50% over-length will not be marked. 

Discussion contributions

Distance students also have the option of, at the end of each module, pulling together a selection of their contributions to the discussion site and presenting them as a portfolio for part of their assessment.  Average contributions are 1 screen-full - approximately 200 words - and a reasonable portfolio would be approximately 7 contributions per module.  You are welcome to modify the contributions in the light of your peers’ or your tutor’s comments although you will need to acknowledge this in a summary document.  This portfolio would replace the short essay and would count for 30% of the module’s assessment.

Feedback prior to submission 

People’s backgrounds differ quite widely on these programmes, and some may be unfamiliar with writing essays from a social scientific or philosophical perspective – or even with writing essays of any kind. To help with anxieties that may arise in this way, tutors are usually willing to read and comment on an essay plan or a penultimate draft of your essay (if you keep to schedule) before you hand it in for assessment. Check beforehand.

Essay deadlines

The Institute sets essay deadlines although the tutors might have to change these in the case of individual modules (check the individual module handbook). On IPPP modules there are penalties for late work – see below. Nevertheless, it is very important that you keep on top of the work set to allow yourself time for each part of the MA. Furthermore, late work will get to the back of the queue for feedback from tutors. Students are often tempted to spend a disproportionate amount of time on essays and not leave enough for the dissertation, for this reason we only grant extensions in the case of illness or truly unforeseen circumstances. To get an extension on your essay deadline you will need to fill out an extension form (they are in the mixing bay) and take it to the module tutor for signature. Then hand the form in to the office. Distance students can request an extension, by E-mail, from their tutors who then keep the office informed. Shown below are deadlines, but the earlier you hand in your essay the better.

	Term
	Start and end
	Essay due

	Michaelmas
	06 Oct – 15 Dec
	15 Jan

	Lent
	13 Jan – 23 Mar
	23 April

	Summer
	20 Apr – 30 Jun
	23 July

	Dissertation
	Ongoing
	10 September


Extensions and penalties for late work

Note that IPPP operates a penalty system for late coursework. Work submitted late without an approved extension shall normally be penalised, as follows: for each week (or part thereof) following the deadline date that a piece of coursework was not submitted, five marks shall be removed from the agreed final mark; students who fail modules as a result of penalties shall be subject to the regulations on failed modules.

Submitting work and getting it back

You need to complete an IPPP MA essay cover sheet. These are available from the mixing bay, or on the IPPP website from the ‘Current Postgraduates’ page. You will be asked for the following details:
· essay title;

· your name; 

· the relevant module number and title; 

· the tutor’s name; and

a word-count.

Please also ensure that the pages of your essay are numbered.

Please produce two copies of your essay and fill in the cover sheets (in the mixing bay) and then post the essays plus cover sheets in the essay box in the mixing bay. Do not hand your essay in to the tutor. Distance students should e-mail their essays and cover sheets to Christine Dundas (not direct to module tutors). If you are taking a module in another department two copies still have go in our essay box for processing, but make sure your name, the module, and department are on the title sheet. The cover sheet includes a page for you to reflect on your experience of the essay – do fill these out. It can be useful to read through your essay, as if it was by someone else, and to think about its strengths and weaknesses. There is also on the form the opportunity to point out to the tutor anything on which you would particularly like feedback.
Return of coursework

All essays are marked by your tutor and second marked by another member of staff. This does take time. However, if you keep to schedule, your work should be returned within three weeks of submission. Essays are returned to your pigeon-hole (by post to distance students). Work is returned with a mark sheet and a page of comments – do read through the comments and reflect on them. The comments are more useful to you than the mark in terms of improving your writing and argumentation skills. Also note that the mark is open to moderation by the external examiner. This means that no marks are finalised until the Exam Board that sits in the October of your year of completion. 

The dissertation

The MA the dissertation is an extended, in-depth piece of work that counts for 44% of your final mark, and constitutes the culmination of your academic work at the Masters level. Working on the dissertation should give you the opportunity:

· to work closely with one or more members of staff on a topic of interest to you

· to acquire new skills and broaden your horizons

How to identify a topic

Think about what interests you.  Researching and writing a dissertation takes time and energy and if you lose interest half way through it is incredibly hard to keep motivated.  However, the topic does need to be firmly situated within an academic context.  One way of checking for this is to make sure you can find journal articles and books/book chapters that are addressing the same area.  Obviously it is excellent if you can say something original, but make sure it does relate to a current (or past, but for some reason unresolved) debate within the literature.  If you think you have a great idea that does not fit this description discuss it with members of the teaching staff: new themes and streams of debate all start somewhere and we would not want to stifle originality, but it makes your task much harder and a second opinion early on could save you a lot of work.  

A good way of getting a feel for the types of topics you could think about is to look at past dissertations.  These are available in the Postgraduate Secretary’s office. Some are on the web at www.lancs.ac.uk/depts/philosophy/awaymave/onlineresources/dissertations.htm
Past topics in MAVE have included:
· Local Distinctiveness 

· Freedom of the Self and Others 

· The Ethics of Genetic Engineering 

· Unnatural Selection 

· Environmentalism and Existentialism 

· Are native species always best? 

If you are completely stuck for an idea you could ask a potential supervisor to direct you towards a piece of research that s/he think needs doing (but note the point about motivation above).
When to start thinking about your dissertation

NOW! Full time students write their dissertations over the summer after completing their five modules at the end of June.  However, you should be thinking about what sort of area it will be after your first term.  Most students find the reading, note-taking and rough formulation of arguments takes much longer than they anticipated.  Also you will need time to follow up leads to unanticipated areas.  Knowing what you will be writing on can also help with choosing essay assignments for the modules.  You don't want to cover the same ground and yet some preparatory investigation of an area can usefully take place in an essay for one of the modules.  See the utopian timetable.

For part time students we strongly recommend that you set in train finding an area of interest and reading around the subject in the summer of your first year to ensure you have enough time to research your topic to the required depth the following summer.  This can be difficult to manage as you have two more modules to complete and it could be that one of those will be crucial in your dissertation work or may set you off on a different focus of interest.  Nevertheless, many students do know roughly what they want to write their dissertations on, indeed for some it will be something directly related to their professional work.   

Arranging a supervisor

Once you have an idea of the kind of area that you want to study and write on you could have a look at the interests of the teaching staff on the web and at the end of this handbook to see if there is an obvious candidate.  It could be that the most obvious person is not able to take on more students or will not be here over the period that you will be writing, but could make recommendations.  You will already have been taught by several people and met others at seminars etc. so don't worry about approaching anyone for advice.  This works best if you can work up your initial idea into a paragraph or two that explains what you want to do.  It is always easier to reply to a request in writing as it gives the potential supervisor time to think about your idea, but do sound people out in general conversation and 'brainstorm' your ideas with other students as well. During the Lent term the Convener should contact you to discuss how far you’ve got in deciding on a topic and a supervisor. Once a supervisor is allocated they will oversee the management of the project until the submission date, but this should not exclude you from consulting other staff during office hours.
The formal proposal 

When you are reasonably sure what you are doing you need to fill out a dissertation supervision contract (available in the mixing bay or from the distance students’ home page) with your supervisor to the Convener your scheme.  It is recommended that you do this early - middle of the Summer term (of your final year) would be good and at the end of term at the latest.  Note that the contract is available to the external examiner.  The Convener should get back to you swiftly with either an 'OK go ahead' or some suggested modifications.  Large modifications will need a new proposal from you.  Also note that if your study changes focus dramatically from the proposal it is helpful to us if you send a letter/E-mail stating the change.  Changes like this are common and come about through the process of studying it is just helpful to the Institute that we don't get any sudden shocks around the submission date.
What is an MA dissertation?

The model for the dissertation is an academic research paper. The problem is formulated by the student, in discussion with their supervisor, and the dissertation includes a review of relevant prior literature and justification of the choice of problem and approach in intellectual and practical terms. The dissertation should include an abstract and a full bibliography.
Ethical issues

When undertaking fieldwork, particularly where you are using the words or actions of respondents as your data, do give due regard to any ethical issues there might be.  For example: confidentiality, non-deception, representation of others etc.  If your supervisor doesn't raise this you can take the initiative and ask for guidance on any potential problems.
Word length

Dissertations should have a maximum of 15,000 words, not including the bibliography and any appendices.  The same penalty system for essays applies to dissertations on IPPP MAs: a dissertation that is more than 10% over-length will incur a 5-mark penalty, and one more than 50% over-length will not be marked.

Presentation

Dissertations should meet the basic standards of presentation for an essay.  The dissertation must have a front page with the following details:  title, students name, supervisor's name, IPPP.  It should then have a statement to the effect of 'submitted in part completion of the MA in Values and Environment, Lancaster University, date (September 2006).  The text should be one and a half line spaced and it does need to be bound in some way, but this need not be fancy and a slip on spine with card front and back can look very smart with the added virtue that a forgotten page can be added at the last minute.  You need to hand in two copies and a disk-copy for our web-archive, and do ensure that the pages are numbered.  And please don’t forget the usual cover sheet.  If you do not want your dissertation to be made available on the IPPP website please include a note on the coversheet to this effect.
Deadline

The due date for dissertations is 11th September 2006.  It might seem a long way off, but remember you should get a near final draft to your supervisor by 1st September or whatever date you have arranged.  It is not possible to grant extensions on dissertations.
Assessment

Dissertation assessment uses the same criteria as essays.  Tutors will normally let you have a rough idea of the mark they have awarded, but you are asked to bear in mind that the mark is open to moderation internally, and externally by the external examiner. The external examiner reads all of the dissertations and a random sample of the essays.

The Utopian Dissertation Timetable
	Term 1
	Keep up to date with essays etc.

	Vac
	Think through what your area of study for the dissertation might be.  Read at least one article that relates to your initial thoughts about this and not specifically for your essays.  Start a notebook to record possible ideas and references that could be useful.

	Term 2
	Keep up to date with essays and set aside some time to think through your initial idea.  Read one dissertation from the archive and write a response to it in your notebook.

	Vac
	Set aside a week to read around the germinal topic area and keep notes.  

	Term 3
	Wk 1.  Try out your ideas on other students.  Run a literature search.

Wk 3.  Identify a potential supervisor and test out your idea on them.

Wk 4. Attend the dissertation workshop and bring along your notebook 

Using your supervisors advice refine your idea into a formal proposal.

By wk 5 hand in your proposal.

Wk 6 and 7.  If research involves empirical element, complete a pilot stage.

Wks 8-10  Plan a timetable of research with your supervisor and take out relevant books.

	June
	Try to get your last essay in by the end of the month (well this is the utopian timetable!).

	July

Wk 1
	Try out techniques from the workshop to further refine your ideas.

Read and keep notes (exposition, critical analysis and reflections on how you plan to use this material).

	Wk 2
	Have a go at stating your central thesis as a set of propositions leading to a conclusion.  Test those propositions. 

	Wk 3
	Have a go at writing a draft abstract (it will change) to identify where more work needs to be done.  Plan some draft section headings and have a go at writing the easiest section.

Send your plan and draft section to your supervisor.

	Wk 4
	Research and Write.  See supervisor and act on their advice.

	August

Wks 1-2
	Keep writing even if this means leaving gaps to be sorted out later.

	Wk 3
	Set out a new plan of the whole and identify problems

Send this to your supervisor and arrange a meeting

	Wk 4
	Stop reading anything new unless your supervisor agrees that it is necessary.

Write and refine earlier drafts.

Read through what you have from the perspective of a philosophical or social scientific adversary.  Strengthen or moderate your claims as necessary.

	Sept

Wk 1
	Hand in a near final draft and continue tidying up.



	Wk 2
	On the supervisor's go ahead, print out a final draft to proof read (or get someone else to) then print your final copies and get them bound.

Hand in to the office and take a holiday


N.B. This is utopia where printers don't break down, files don't get corrupted, the library always has everything you need and supervisors don't go to conferences or take holidays.

Personal Development Planning

What is LUPDP?

Lancaster University Personal Development Planning (LUPDP) is a private and confidential means for you to plan and keep an on-going record of your achievements, interests, skills and experiences while undertaking your postgraduate taught course. See http://lupdp.lancs.ac.uk/pgt 

Why do you need to do it?
· Gives you the opportunity systematically to record, review and plan what you do during your time at Lancaster 

· Builds into a comprehensive record of personal, work and study information 

· Demonstrates examples of how you are putting skills into practice 

· Provides an insight into your preferred ways of learning and increasing subject knowledge 

· Encourages a greater sense of confidence, self-awareness and identity 

Becomes an effective resource when filling in application forms for employment, postgraduate training schemes, research degrees and for compiling CVs

When should you do it?
· Throughout your time as a student at Lancaster 

· How often will vary, some might want to write lots and often, others less frequently 

The planner includes questionnaires designed to encourage further awareness and reflection. These will have start and end dates for completion. The completed questionnaires will be saved so that you have a record of how you responded at a specific time

Who is it for?
· You 

· This planner is yours. Nobody else will see it unless you print it out to show them 

See LUPDP Data Protection statement

Important
You are encouraged to make a summary (no more than 500 words) of your LUPDP towards the end of the year, on the page provided. This will be extremely useful to show your department or other potential referees when seeking a reference for future study or full time employment.

Lancaster University and Plagiarism

Here, for your information, is Lancaster’s policy on plagiarism. Please take careful note!

University core value of academic integrity

Core values of academic integrity (honesty and trust) lie at the heart of our academic enterprise, and they underpin all activities within the University. The University values a culture of honesty and mutual trust, and it expects all members of the University to respect and uphold these core values at all times, in everything they do at, for and in the name of the University. Academic integrity is important because, without honesty and trust, true academic discourse becomes impossible, learning is distorted and the evaluation of student progress and academic quality is seriously compromised. Consequently, the University is committed to:

· defending the academic credibility and reputation of the institution;

· protecting the standards of its awards;

· ensuring that its students receive due credit for the work they submit for assessment;

· advising its students of the need for academic integrity, and providing them with guidance on best practice in studying and learning;

educating its students about what intellectual property is, why it matters, how to protect their own, and how to legitimately access other people’s.

The meaning of plagiarism

Plagiarism involves the unacknowledged use of someone else’s work, usually in coursework, and passing it off as if it were one’s own. This category of cheating includes the following:

1. collusion, where a piece of work prepared by a group is represented as if it were the student’s own;

2. commission or use of work by the student which is not his/her own and representing it as if it were:

· purchase of a paper from a commercial service, including internet sites, whether pre-written or specially prepared for the student concerned

submission of a paper written by another person, either by a fellow student or a person who is not a member of the university;

3. duplication of the same or almost identical work for more than one module;

4. the act of copying or paraphrasing a paper from a source text, whether in manuscript, printed or electronic form, without appropriate acknowledgement;

5. submission of another student’s work, whether with or without that student’s knowledge or consent.

Why plagiarism is unacceptable

1. It involves unacceptable practices, particularly literary theft (stealing someone else’s intellectual property, and breach of copyright) and academic deception (in order to gain a higher grade).

2. It involves poor or careless academic practice (including poor note-taking and poor procedures for preparing academic work).

3. It prevents the student who plagiarises from knowing how well he or she has performed (by yielding a false grade), thus denying them the opportunity to learn lessons, improve their study skills, and improve their knowledge and understanding.

4. If plagiarism goes undetected and unpunished, it effectively penalises and can demoralise those students who do not plagiarise.

Detection and Penalty

Academic markers will be making a positive effort to identify possible plagiarism, using a variety of means, including electronic systems such as Copycatch and Turnitin.com.  Where apparent plagiarism is detected, the matter is investigated, the student’s previous record on plagiarism examined and, if necessary, a panel is arranged to discuss the matter with the student.  Plagiarism can attract a number of different penalties, depending on the severity of the offence and how many offences the student has committed.  Penalties range from a formal warning and note on student records, through the awarding of 0, to appearance at Standing Academic Committee, with the recommendation for exclusion from the University.  Full details of these procedures can be found on the CELT homepage or a copy is kept in the IPPP Teaching Office, C18, Furness College.
Criteria for the award of marks on MAs in the Institute

The criteria we use are the default marking criteria for MA course work agreed by the Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences. The criteria show the features we expect to see in work of a given mark or grade. To achieve a given grade, students do not have to have met all the criteria listed; however, they must have demonstrated a preponderance of those qualities in their work. Although modes of assessment vary (essays, dissertations, other forms of written output) the principles by which markers arrive at their judgements remain the same. Below is a list of aspects of students’ work that may be taken into account during assessment, as appropriate.
For philosophical essays and dissertations markers in IPPP are particularly interested in the quality of those aspects marked out
· Relevance of material in the essay to the title of the assignment.

· Relevance to the content of the course.

· Understanding of issues or problems under discussion.

· Knowledge and understanding of relevant readings.

· Critical discussion of relevant readings.

· Use of suitable data.

· Clarity and depth in the analysis of theory, data and issues under discussion.

· Coherence of argument.

· Clarity and relevance of introduction and conclusion.

· Clarity and precision of expression.

· Use of appropriate and consistent conventions for referring to other people’s work.

· Clarity of presentation (layout, including use of paragraphs and tables, for example).

· Clarity of writing including grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction.

Compliance with published regulations on the completion of assessed work by the coursework deadline.

Criteria for the award of marks

70 + (distinction)
A piece of written work in the 70+ range is one of exceptional quality, requiring a high level of conceptual ability and an extremely thorough and conscientious approach to study. Work in this range will clearly demonstrate the capacity to proceed to a higher research degree. It is distinguished by:


 Argument
· A clearly expressed and convincing argument which is used to develop a coherent and logical framework within which to answer the question or address the topic, and which is well grounded in existing theory and research, leading to a reasoned conclusion fully supported by the foregoing material.

· A capacity to relate consistently the theoretical and empirical material to the conceptual framework.

· Substantial evidence of independent research.

The absence of irrelevant or extraneous material.

Understanding
· A thorough understanding of the topic and its implications.

· A clear and consistent focus on the issues raised by the question/topic.

An insightful argument showing signs of originality.

Style
· Good grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction.

Thorough use of conventions of referring to other people’s work.
Marks within this classification may vary due to–
· An original capacity to develop arguments beyond those available in the literature.

· The depth and sophistication of the conceptual argument.

The level of familiarity with the theoretical and research literature.
60-69 (Good pass)
A piece of written work of a good to very good standard, requiring clarity of thought and expression. It will display an ability to handle the relevant literature in an analytical manner. It will be more than a good description of the various theories and/or studies relevant to the question – it will demonstrate a marshalling of relevant information by means of analysis and interpretation. It will not necessarily have a watertight argument, but it will be clearly structured and its conclusions will not take the reader by surprise. Such a piece of work will generally show less independence of thought and mastery of detail that is required for a mark of 70 or over. There may be some errors or misjudgements with regard to issues that are not central to the argument. Work in this range will normally demonstrate the capacity to proceed to a higher research degree.

It is distinguished by:
Argument
· A logical, coherent framework within which to answer the question or address the topic.

· An ability to organise the data in a way that provides a clear and logical answer to, or discussion of, the question/topic.

A clearly expressed theme or argument developed from a critical consideration of relevant literature.

Understanding
· A good understanding of the topic and its implications.

· Familiarity with the relevant literature and empirical data.

· The avoidance of irrelevant or extraneous material.

· Evaluation of competing arguments.

· Conclusion supported by the body of the argument and evidence.

· Some evidence of independent research.

Avoidance of unsubstantiated assertions.

Style

· Good grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction.

Good use of conventions of referring to other people’s work

Marks within this category may vary due to–

· The clarity and cogency of the overall argument.

· The level of familiarity with the relevant literature and data.

The depth and coherence of the answer.
50-59 (Pass)
A piece of written work of a moderate to good standard. It will be descriptively strong. It is distinguished from the 60-69 piece by the level of analysis displayed and by the coherence with which the material is organised. There may be some significant errors, misjudgements or omissions of important details. A mark in this range would not normally demonstrate the capacity to proceed to a higher research degree. It is characterised by:
Argument
· An attempt to answer the question or address the topic.

· A conclusion not entirely supported by or relevant to the body of the essay.

A failure to adequately organise an answer into a coherent whole.

Understanding
· A reasonable understanding of the topic and its implications.

· A level of empirical knowledge and relevant reading which demonstrates a conscientious attempt to tackle the question/topic.

· The intrusion of some extraneous material.

A failure to grasp at least some relevant points or address some relevant literature.

Style
· Adequate grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction.

Use of conventions of referring to other people’s work but with some minor omissions.
Marks within this category may vary due to–
· The level of empirical and theoretical knowledge displayed.

· The seriousness with which an attempt has been made to answer the question or address the topic.

· The number of major points that have been covered.

· The coherence of the essay.

· The degree of unsubstantiated assertion.

Written style (grammar, spelling, punctuation and sentence construction).
40-49 (Fail – with the possibility of condonation in accordance with the Faculty regulations)
A piece of written work in this category shows signs of engagement with the question or topic, but has inadequacies at Master’s level. It signals a failure to give sufficient thought to the work in hand, displaying inconsistent argument, unsubstantiated assertions, and a patchy acquaintance with the relevant literature. It may lack a convincing conclusion and it is likely to include significant errors, omissions and misunderstandings. It is characterised by:
Argument

· A failure to order this material so as to provide an adequate answer to the question.

· An ability to pick out some of the points required for a satisfactory answer.

Inadequate conclusion.

Understanding

· Some knowledge of appropriate empirical material.

· The intrusion of irrelevant material.

An inadequate familiarity with relevant literature.

Marks within this category may vary due to–

· The level of empirical knowledge displayed.

· The extent to which an effort has been made to answer the question or address the topic.

· Evidence of conscientious effort.

· The degree of unsubstantiated assertion.

Written style (grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction).

Style

· Sub-standard grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction.
Inadequate use of conventions of referring to other people’s work 
Marks below 40 (Fail – without possibility of condonation)
Marks in the 30 – 39 range indicate that the piece of written work is inadequate in every respect with pronounced errors and misunderstandings. It is characterised by:

· Some empirical knowledge.

· Some evidence of study in the area concerned.

· An inability to develop any but the flimsiest answer to the question.

Problematic conclusion.

Using the full range of marks

Like other departments we try to make use of the full range of marks available, including using marks of below 30% and of above 80% where this is appropriate.

Marks above 80 (High distinction)

Marks above 80% will be given to work that demonstrates the strengths listed for marks above 70%. In addition, it will show original thinking going beyond that in the existing literature and backed up by appropriate evidence and reasoning. Marks above 90% will be given to work that is of a quality suitable for publication in an international refereed journal.

Marks below 30 (A poor Fail)

A mark below 30 means that the student has not given sufficient attention to study, has a lack of basic knowledge, and an inability to tackle the question or topic. It is characterised by:

· Inadequate knowledge of relevant literature.

· Inadequate understanding of relevant literature.

· No or totally flawed attempt to examine the issue(s) posed in the question.

· No or totally confused attempt to answer the question.

· Little or no structure in the presentation of argument.

No, or irrelevant conclusion.

Marks of below 20% will be given to work demonstrating almost no knowledge or understanding of the literature and of the subject area. Any knowledge displayed will be completely misinterpreted.

Marks of below 10% will be given to work demonstrating almost complete incoherence and irrelevance.
Pass and distinction on the MAs

1.
Achieving an overall pass

1.1
The pass mark for each assessed module and for the dissertation is 50%.

1.2
In order to achieve an overall pass in the scheme, students must pass all assessed modules and the dissertation, although the board of examiners may condone marks for no more than two modules in the 40-49% range if the overall average for the scheme is at least 50%.

1.3
A student achieving an overall average mark of less than 50% and receiving marks of less than 50% in more than 50% of the scheme (including marks of less than 50% for modules subsequently condoned or successfully resubmitted), shall be recommended to have failed without recourse to further re-sits or resubmissions. 

2.
Re-assessment of dissertation and modules

2.1
The dissertation must be passed with a minimum mark of 50% – normally it is not possible for the Board of Examiners to condone a failed dissertation. A failed dissertation may be resubmitted once.

2.2
Students may re-sit/resubmit for a total of no more than 50% of the scheme. Students’ failing taught modules may resubmit assessed work up to one year after being informed of their original mark. 

2.3
Students may re-sit failed taught modules only once.

2.4
Students successfully re-sitting modules or resubmitting a dissertation will be awarded a mark of no more than 50%.

2.5
Students may not resubmit a dissertation or re-sit a module that they have passed in order to achieve a higher mark.

3.
The award of distinction

3.1
To gain a distinction, students must achieve a mark of not less than 70% in any combination of modules, dissertation or modules and dissertation, which comprise 50% of the scheme (i.e. 90 credits); and a mean mark of not less than 65% across the entire scheme.

Difficulties and review of progress

We have a number of review processes to help you, as a student, reflect on your progress and for the Institute to reflect on its modules and MA programmes. All of these processes are there to assist and improve your experience of study with us.

End of module evaluations – at the last session for each module you will be asked to fill in a short questionnaire about how the module was from your perspective. Please use these to give us your views as we value them and do act on them.

Mid year individual review – during the Lent term the MA Convener will speak to each of you individually about how the course is going. This is a good opportunity to share any concerns or seek advice on module choices and dissertation topics.

Mid year student feedback to the Institute – this is an event we ask the student reps to organise and chair and it is an opportunity for the students to talk together about what they like and don’t like about their learning experience and to relay those comments to the staff. Students can select a member of staff to attend part or the whole of the meeting who then can answer questions and assist the reps in conveying the thoughts of the meeting to the Institute. It is the role of the rep to gather comments from distance learners in advance of the meeting.

End of registration evaluation – when you submit your dissertation you will be asked to fill out an evaluation for the whole programme.
Library

The University Library is in the centre of the campus in Alexandra Square. There are nearly 1,000 reader places, including a large reading room. You will probably get to know several areas of the library well as your studies are likely to take in several academic disciplines. The Library is open 77.5 hours per week. It has nearly 1 million items, subscribes to nearly 2,600 print journals, and offers access to more than 10,000 electronic journals. There are variable loan periods for some items, reflecting demand, and a Short Loan Collection provides access to multiple copies of books in heavy demand. The Inter-Lending & Document Supply section provides access to books and journals in this country and abroad.

Library Catalogue

The library’s online catalogue is available at http://cat.lib.lancs.ac.uk/. Where publishers allow direct access to electronic journals, these are available from the journal entry on the library catalogue. To use this feature you must be logged on to the library catalogue.

Database Usernames & Passwords

Lancaster University members can obtain usernames/passwords for ATHENS databases (i.e. BIDS, EDINA, Electronic Law Reports, JSTOR, OCLC FirstSearch, Web of Science), and also other databases such as ProQuest, PsycINFO and Westlaw UK from the Library’s Database Password page at http://libweb.lancs.ac.uk/auth.htm.
There are also links to this page via the list of available databases at: 

http://libweb.lancs.ac.uk/online.htm
Online Databases

Academic Search Premier: http://search.epnet.com
Academic Search Premier provides full text for more than 4,500 publications, including full text for more than 3,600 peer-reviewed journals. PDF backfiles to 1975 or further are available for well over one hundred journals, and searchable cited references are provided for more than 1,000 titles.
BIDS: http://www.bids.ac.uk/
BIDS (Bath Information and Data Services) provide access to a range of databases including IBSS and IngentaConnect.
JSTOR: http://www.jstor.ac.uk
Full text electronic journals on all subjects.
Web of Knowledge: http://wok.mimas.ac.uk/
Web of Knowledge provides access to the ISI Arts & Humanities, Social Sciences and Science Citation Indexes. 
OCLC First Search: http://firstsearch.oclc.org/athens/
Includes Medline, Articles First and Worldcat. Articles First provides access by subject to entries for a very large number of recent journal articles in all subjects. WorldCat contains catalogue entries with subject headings for millions of books on all subjects, and from all periods and places of publication, as listed in the catalogues of close to 2,000 American libraries.
Zetoc: http://zetoc.mimas.ac.uk/
The Zetoc service provides access to the British Library’s Electronic Table of Contents. It contains details of approximately 20,000 current journals and 16,000 conference proceedings published per year. Contains 17.5 million journal and conference records on every imaginable subject in science, technology, medicine, engineering, business, law, finance and the humanities. Zetoc covers the years from 1993 to date and is updated daily. 
Support

The Library provides an Enquiry Desk for support on most queries – more detailed support for reference enquiries is dealt with by Subject Librarians. Appointments may be made with the Subject Librarian, though many queries can be dealt with by e-mail correspondence. Sessions on how to use MetaLib and other resources are also run by Subject Librarians. Information about opening hours, services, and guides is provided on the Library’s web site at http://libweb.lancs.ac.uk. A guide to philosophy resources in the library can be found at http://libweb.lancs.ac.uk/g86.htm.

Philosophy subject librarian

Philosophy Subject Librarian Helen Clish

Telephone: 01524 592544
E-mail: h.clish@lancaster.ac.uk
Rules and regulations with regard to problems that can occur

Should there be evidence of gross neglect on your part as a student then, as a last resort, the Institute does have the duty to recommend your exclusion to the University’s Standing Academic Committee. Conversely, should you be seriously dissatisfied with any aspect of the course, you are invited to bring this to the attention of the Convener of your scheme, with the Director of MA Programmes, or with the Head of the Institute. Following this, you may wish to raise it as an item for the agenda of either the Institute’s Teaching Committee or the Course Review.

Extensions and suspensions

If for any reason you find it necessary to apply for an extension or temporary suspension of your studies as a whole you should consult the Convener of your MA scheme in the first instance. A formal case needs to be made, and put to the Dean of Graduate Studies.

Whatever the period of extension or suspension you are granted, please note that you may not be able to graduate until the following December since there are close constraints on how often the assessment apparatus can be cranked up.

Student Support services on campus

If you find yourself overwhelmed with the difficulty of the material, or you are having problems in other areas of your life that are impinging on your work, don’t panic or suffer alone and let things slip. Contact any of the tutors or the programme director so that we can help you to sort out any difficulties. Speaking to your peers can also be extremely helpful.

We hope you have an enjoyable and productive time at Lancaster, but recognise that sometimes problems can affect your ability to study. Please do not forget that it is your degree and your responsibility to seek help if you are experiencing difficulties. The University will do whatever is possible to assist you, within the Rules and Guidelines of the University, if you are having problems provided that we are aware of those problems. The problems may be personal, financial or academic. If you feel you need help from outside the Institute, we strongly urge you to consult the Graduate College in the first instance, (either the College Office, your College/Personal Tutor, or the College Senior Tutor). Alternatively you may wish to contact the Counselling Service, the Student Support Office, the department, or the Students’ Union Advice Centre.

Central Support Services
Student Advisory Service Desk: 

The Student Advisory Service is situated in the foyer of University House and is open Monday to Friday for the first two weeks of each term, and during Intro. Week. The Advice Desk offers a one-stop help and information service to students on a wide range of issues and works closely with academic and other departments within the University. Ext: 93323
Student Support Office:

The Student Support Office, which can be found on the ground floor of University House in Room A35, provides both specialist and general guidance and support to students and assists individual students if they encounter serious difficulties that cannot easily be resolved by their college or academic department. Tel: 92010, website www.lancs.ac.uk/users/studentsupport/. Specialist advisers are also available to help students with disabilities and dyslexia, international students and students with financial problems:

i) Disabilities Service

The Disabilities Service co-ordinates support for students with disabilities, including dyslexia. This may involve note-taking, wheelchair pushing, personal care support, and diagnostic assessments. The Disabilities Service should be your first point of contact for arranging any alternative examinations. Tel: 92109. See also below

ii) Access Centre:

Administered via the Disabilities Service, University House, the Access Centre can carry out assessments to determine study aids and strategies for students, and others, with disabilities. Tel: 92109. 

iii) International Students

The International Student Advice Service offers specialist advice on immigration and related issues, together with adjustment and welfare issues. Tel: 92010/94619

Access to Learning Funds:

Government Funds, usually given in the form of non-repayable grants, to home students who, after having taken out the Student Loan and Hardship Loan, are still experiencing financial difficulties. You can apply at any time – you do not have to wait until you have run out of money to apply. Assessment is based upon the relationship between income and essential expenditure over the academic year.

Information leaflets about the Hardship Loan and Access to Learning Fund are available in the College foyers and the Student Support Office. Application forms are available from the Student Support Office and the Students’ Union Advice Centre.

Disabled Students Allowance (DSA):  students with disabilities may be eligible for additional help towards course related costs. Further information from the Disabilities Adviser. Tel: 92109.

Student Aid Fund:  available to help those students who do not qualify for Government help through the Hardship Loan and Fund (likely only to be international students). Only available on a very limited basis to students who encounter serious emergency situations. For further information contact your Senior Tutor or the Student Support Office.
Counselling service:  situated in Furness College – a confidential, professional service, open 5 days a week for appointments with one of six counsellors. A drop-in service is also available. Tel: 92690

The Nurse Unit:  located in the Reception Lodge; a confidential, non-judgmental, easily accessible service open 24 hours during term-time. See below for further details. 

Careers Service:  may be used throughout your time at Lancaster and is situated above the Reception Lodge opposite the Chaplaincy Centre. You should not wait until nearly the end of your final year before accessing the Careers Services. The Service will support you through the whole process of identifying career choices and this can be important in your first year when you are making choices about 2nd year courses. Tel: 92480. The Careers Service provides relevant information to departments, via departmental careers tutors about impending Careers events and vacancies. 

The Chaplaincy Centre:  an ecumenical environment providing another source of welfare, advice and often practical support from the various Chaplains. Tel: 94071

Harassment Network:   the Harassment Network provides confidential support for any student or staff member who feels they are subject to harassment. Contact network members by phone (see internal telephone directory or by e-mail at HarassNet@lancaster.ac.uk. For further information about the network contact Rosemary Turner, Harassment Network Co-ordinator. Tel 94028

Students’ Union Advice Centre:  situated in Slaidburn House offers a full range of financial and welfare advice to students. Advisers will also undertake an advocacy role for students facing academic sanctions. Tel: 92200

Nightline:  a listening service run by the Students’ Union, operated by trained students between 10pm and 8am during term time. Tel: 94444. 

Security: available on a 24 hours basis. Tel: 94541

Health Services on Campus

The Nurse Unit: Located in the Reception Lodge is a confidential, non-judgemental, easily accessible, drop-in service open 24 hours during term-time. The experienced nursing team can offer advice on a wide range of health-related matters from healthy lifestyles through to specific medical conditions. The nurses will be able to deal with minor ailments and can perform wound dressings, remove sutures and clips and various other treatment-room procedures. The Unit has bedded facilities that can accommodate students who need temporary short-term care. Nurses are available to make ‘home’ visits on campus in an emergency situation. Pregnancy testing only 50p. Tel: 94737

Emergencies: In case of an emergency requiring an ambulance on campus you should dial 999 on an internal telephone (or 01524 594541 if using another telephone) in order to contact the Security Office --staffed 24 hours every day of the year. Security will arrange for an ambulance and ask staff from the Nurse Unit to attend if required. Security staff will meet the ambulance and direct to the site. Please do not use mobiles for direct emergency calls. Precious time can be lost when the ambulance driver is unfamiliar with the University.

Medical Practice: A General Practice, housed at the Health Centre on campus (located on the perimeter road near to the Pre-School Centre), and available to students registered with the Practice. Registered patients can also been seen at the King Street Practice in Lancaster. Tel: 94130/94134. 

Equal opportunities: disability, dyslexia, medical conditions

You are admitted to the University on your academic record. The University welcomes all students and has an array of support services to ensure no student feels disadvantaged. 

IPPP follows University Policy and strives to make itself an inclusive department. It is possible that you have already had support from the Disabilities Service as part of your admissions process. Christine Quinn in the Disabilities Service will continue to provide guidance and support by working with IPPP to ensure your learning support needs are met, especially with regards to exams and assessments. There is also financial help that is available.

You can contact the Disabilities Service at any time in your time here if you feel you might need advice (for example you might want to be assessed for dyslexia). The person to liaise with in IPPP with any issue concerning disability is Julie Pearcy, IPPP’s Disability Representative. She is also the person to contact if you have any medical concerns that impact on your studies that you would like the Department to take into account.

If using the library is an issue because of dyslexia, a disability or medical condition, get in touch with Fiona Rhodes, f.rhodes@lancaster.ac.uk, for advice and help.

Confidentiality: if it’s useful for you, do talk in confidence to any of the staff named here – but please remember that you may not be able to access all the support available to you unless we can inform other staff involved in support arrangements.

You may also find it helpful to look at some of the following web pages for local and national background:

Lancaster Disabilities Service: www.lancs.ac.uk/users/disabilities/
Lancaster equal opps web pages: www.lancs.ac.uk/users/equalopp/
Links to national equalities bodies and organisations: www.lancs.ac.uk/users/equalopp/links.htm
You can also easily reach the two sites above by following these links from the IPPP website:

www.lancs.ac.uk/fss/IPPP/ Home > Current Postgraduates > Services and Resources

Dental Clinic: Offers private treatment to students who are registered, and is adjacent to Bailrigg House. Tel: 94595. The Local NHS Trust provides a Dental Access Clinic offering emergency treatment for those not registered locally. Contact the Nurse Unit for further details.

Pharmacy: located alongside the Dental Clinic. Tel: 94598

Alternative Health Care: at the Chaplaincy Centre there is an alternative and complementary health care service with discounted rates for students. Tel: 94071
Facilities in IPPP for proximal & visiting students 

Mixing Bay

There is a seating area in the Mixing Bay on the second floor, where you are welcome to congregate for coffee and a chat.  You are encouraged to make use of the kitchen (C 15), but please pay for your drinks, and wash up after yourself.  Please keep in touch with events and information by regularly checking the PG Notice Board in the Mixing Bay. Essay cover sheets, extension sheets, and the essay box, are all found here too.

For distance students please note that the virtual coffee bar part of the discussion site can be used for some, though unfortunately not all, of the same functions. 
PG Study Room

B32, on the first floor of Furness College, has been designated as a PG study room. There are four desks and two computers for your use. You will require a key for this room, which you can get from Kate Lamb in our General Admin Office. There is a refundable deposit of £1.50. Please keep your receipt in order to claim this back before you leave the University.
Photocopier

We have a photocopier in the kitchen that you are welcome to use, which works with EMOS photocopy cards. You can buy photocopy cards from Kate Lamb in the General Admin office. Prices start at £5.00 for a card that does 150 copies.

Office Hours 

General Admin Office:
Angie Topham, C18 – Mon-Thurs, 10.00 am – 2.00 pm
PG Admin Office:
Christine Dundas, C18 – Mon – Thur, 10.00 am – 3.00 pm, excluding lunchtime.
Tutors (term time) 
Each tutor holds a weekly office hour: during term see tutors’ door notices, or the list outside PG Admin Office.
Post

There are post trays and pigeonholes in the kitchen (C15) for staff and postgraduates.  The PG trays are on the floor under the table, and are alphabetically ordered. Please check them regularly for post and essays.
Student Representatives

We require a number of student reps for our MAs.  This involves attending the Main Institute Meeting, which occurs every two months, to represent the views of fellow Postgraduates and to disseminate relevant developments to them.  You will also be expected to organise a mid-year evaluation meeting of the MA schemes and present your feedback in a report to staff. Full details are available in C18. If you are interested, please seek nomination from your fellow students.
E-mail

We will generally keep in touch with you by e-mail, and it is your responsibility to regularly check for messages.  We also have a system of distribution lists.  Unless you request otherwise, we will add your e-mail address to this list: IPPP-pg@lists.lancs.ac.uk.  This is the postgraduate mailing list and is used primarily for postgraduates to exchange views and information with each other. Staff members can mail to this, but do not receive messages sent to it. (So you can comment freely!)  Note that the e-mail list cannot handle attachments.

IPPP academic staff and their research interests

Professor David Archard 

Professor of Philosophy and Public Policy and Director of IPPP. His interests are mainly in social, political, legal and applied moral philosophy. He has published on Marxism and existentialism, the concept of the unconscious, children, and sexual consent. His present research interests are in political philosophy, in particular in exploring of interrelationship between the ideals of democracy, equality, justice and community.

Recent publications include Sexual Consent (Oxford: Westview, 1998), Children, Rights and Childhood (London: Routledge, 1993), 2nd edition forthcoming in 2004, Children, Family and State (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2003), and, co-edited with Colin Macleod, The Moral and Political Status of Children (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002).

E-mail: d.archard@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Mina Bhardwaj

Mina is a research associate based at Lancaster. She joined CESAGen in May 2003 after finishing her PhD in Japan. She graduated from the University of Tsukuba, Institute of Biological Sciences, as a Monbu-Kagaku-Sho scholar supported by Ministry of Education (MEXT) of Japan. Her research focused on the ethical issues in global governance of biotechnology in agriculture and medicine, and between developing and developed countries. She also worked as a volunteer researcher at the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO), while working as a research assistant in Bioethics at Eubios Ethics Institute in Japan from October 1998-March 2000.

She was editorial assistant for Eubios: Journal of Asian and International Bioethics (EJAIB) for 5 years, between 1998-2003. As a research assistant in bioethics, she conducted a comparative study on bioethics education between India and Japan, comparing coverage of bioethical topics in the textbooks used in high schools.

Mina has published several papers in peer-reviewed journals, and books. She is an editorial board member of EJAIB and a member of Asian Bioethics Association (ABA) and All India Bioethics Association (AIBA).

E-mail: m.bhardwaj@lancaster.ac.uk
Professor Ruth Chadwick

Professor of Bioethics and Director of CESAGen. Her research is primarily in bioethics, especially gen-ethics. She is particularly interested in the theoretical issues arising out of the multidisciplinary nature of bioethics, e.g. the interplay between ethics and technological change; the relationship between philosophy and the social sciences, and the role of ethics in public policy. Substantive issues with which she is especially concerned include food, drugs and genetics, stem cells, and genetic enhancement. She has also published on genetic screening (e.g. the right to know and the right not to know) gene therapy, on psychiatric ethics, professional ethics, and on Kant’s philosophy. She has published 16 books as author or editor, including the award-winning Encyclopedia of Applied Ethics (San Diego: Academic press, 1998).
E-mail: r.chadwick@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Rachel Cooper

Research interests in the philosophy of science (especially human sciences and issues to do with classification) and philosophy of medicine (especially psychiatry). She has just finished a book on philosophical problems with psychiatric classification systems, Classifying Madness: A philosophical examination of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (Springer, 2005), and is now working on a book on the concept of disease.

E-mail: r.v.cooper@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Sean Crawford

Philosophy of mind and language and focus on problems surrounding intentionality, rationality, perception, psychological explanation and the nature of psychological laws. 

His chief research interests lie within philosophy of mind and language and focus specifically on problems surrounding the nature of intentionality, perception, and psychological explanation. Some of his recent work on various aspects of this issue appears in the journals Analysis (2004) and Philosophical Papers (2004). He is currently working on a non-propositional theory of thought, which develops some of the earlier insights of Bertrand Russell and W. V. Quine, and on the nature of perceptual thinking about objects, which draws on the views of Tyler Burge, John McDowell and the late Gareth Evans. Some of this latter work has appeared in the Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society (1998). He has also written an historically-oriented introduction to the mind-body problem for The Open University, Aspects of Mind (2005), which discusses the differences between the ancient and medieval Aristotelian conception of the mind or soul and the modern Cartesian view, Gilberts Ryle’s famous behaviourist attack on the latter as the idea of the ‘ghost in the machine’ as well as contemporary materialist positions and the idea that the mind is a kind of computer.

E-mail: s.crawford@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Brian Garvey 

Research in philosophy of science, philosophy of biology, philosophy of mind, psychoanalysis.

In philosophy of science his interests include the issue of realism versus anti-realism, and philosophy of biology, in particular limitations in the modern synthesis view of evolution, and the role of metaphors in biology. He also works on philosophical issues in psychoanalysis, being especially interested in relations between Freud’s psychological theories and present-day cognitive science and evolutionary psychology. In philosophy of mind, he is interested in the issue of self-deception and the Hard Problem. At the moment, he is especially interested in bringing ideas from continental philosophy – in particular Heidegger – to bear on any of the above issues in philosophy of science and philosophy of mind.

E-mail: b.garvey@lancaster.ac.uk 
Dr Mairi Levitt

Research interests in empirical bioethics, the new genetics and public engagement in science and technology. She has participated in five EC funded projects on genetics and bioethics (1994-2004) and was grant holder for the Wellcome Trust Gene Week project (2001-02). Recent publications include articles in Journal of Medical Ethics, Medicine Health Care and Philosophy, Journal of Contemporary Religion, Health Care Analysis and Public Understanding of Science.

E-mail: m.levitt@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Neil Manson

His interests include: philosophy of mind; philosophy of psychology; epistemology; genetic information; unconscious mentality; consciousness; psychological explanation; metaphilosophy; informed consent; philosophy of information; the ethics of communication and knowledge; Freud; Nietzsche; Wittgenstein. He is currently writing a book on Philosophy and Unconscious Mind. 

In applied philosophy he is interested in issues to do with knowledge and communication in various contexts. For example: informed consent; data protection; the possession and use of genetic information; information privacy; confidentiality. He has worked with Onora O’Neill on a book, Rethinking Informed Consent, and before coming to Lancaster worked with her on a Wellcome Trust project about genetic information.

E-mail: n.manson@lancaster.ac.uk 
Dr Paul McCarthy

Paul is CESAGen’s Research Council Academic Fellow in Health Care Resources in the Postgenome Era. His disciplinary background is in Social Policy and he has also taught Research Methodology. His research in CESAGEN focuses primarily on regulatory and governance issues in genomics. The three main themes he is exploring are: enhancement/eugenics; ethnicity and genomics; and innovative regulatory frameworks dealing with genomics at national, EU and supranational level.

Aside from this research agenda in genomics, Paul continues to work on research methodologies. He will be exploring ways to improve research methodology training within CESAGen for staff and students, and new ways of sharing research data and using research data in education.

E-mail: p.mccarthy@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Paul Oldham

Paul Oldham is a social anthropologist specialising in issues surrounding the human rights of indigenous peoples and biodiversity. Paul trained at Lancaster University (B.A. Hons.), Cambridge University (M.Phil.) and carried out doctoral research at the London School of Economics and Political Science. Paul has carried out extensive fieldwork with the Piaroa (Wothïha) in the Venezuelan Amazon and in 1993 worked to establish the Regional Organisation of Indigenous Peoples of Amazonas (ORPIA) for whom he continues to serve as an independent adviser. Between 1996 and 1999 Paul served as the Convener of the Masters Programme in Environmental Issues at the Institute of Latin American Studies, University of London. In 1999 Paul turned to international policy work as a member of the Forest Peoples Programme and later at the Secretariat of the International Alliance of Indigenous and Tribal Peoples of the Tropical Forests. In 2002 Paul returned to academia as a member of the Anthropology Department at the University of Durham before joining CESAGen in 2003 to work on the flagship project Indigenous Peoples and Globalisation of Genomics in Amazonia. 
His research interests principally focus on the rights of indigenous peoples and the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity. Dr. Oldham is a regular participant in events under the Convention and serves on the Advisory Board of the International Working Group for Indigenous Affairs (IWGIA) in relation to this issue.

E-mail: p.oldham@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Kate O’Riordan

Kate O’Riordan is a Research Associate, seconded to CESAGen for three years, to work on the ‘Meaning of Genomics’ project. She is working with Dr Joan Haran and Professor Jenny Kitzinger, at Cardiff University, and Professor Maureen McNeil at Lancaster, on this interdisciplinary project, which examines the meanings of human genomics across different media forms. Kate was seconded from the Centre for Continuing Education, at the University of Sussex, where she is a Lecturer in Media Studies.
Her research background is in digital media and the Internet. She has published on research ethics in this field. Previous research has included work on representations of gendered bodies, technologies, sexualities and queer theory across a range of sites.

Selected publications

Bassett, E.H. & O’Riordan, K. 2003. ‘Ethics of Internet Research: Contesting the Human Subjects Model.’ in the Journal of Ethics and Information Technology. Vol 4, No 3. 2003.
Doyle, J. & O’Riordan, K. 2002. ‘Virtually Visible: Female Cyberbodies and the Medical Imagination’ in Booth, A Flanagan, M. (eds.) Reload: Rethinking Women and Cyberculture. Cambridge: MIT Press.
Doyle, J. & O’Riordan, K. 2005. ‘Female Cyberbodies and the Discourses of Medicine and Art’ in Kuni, V. & Reiche, C. (eds) Cyberfeminism: Next Protocols. New York: Autonomedia. 
Munt, Sally R. Bassett, E. H. & O’Riordan, K. 2002 ‘Virtually Belonging: Risk, Connectivity and Coming Out On-line’ in the International Journal of Sexuality and Gender Studies. Vol. 7, Nos. 2/3, July 2002.
O’Riordan, K. 2002. ‘Windows on the Web: The Female Body and the Web Camera’ in Consalvo, M and Paasonan, S. 2002. Women and Everyday Uses of the Internet: Agency & Identity. Peter Lang.
O’Riordan, K. 2001. ‘Playing With Lara in Virtual Space’ in Munt, S. R. (ed) 2001. Technospaces: Inside the New Media. London, Washington: Cassell.

E-mail: k.oriordan@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Elisa Pieri

Elisa is the public engagement Research Associate in a joint project between CESAGen and the North West Genetics Knowledge Park (Nowgen). She is researching the ethical, legal and social dimensions of genetics. Her interests include: public engagement in science, with specific reference to GM crops and foods; human genetics and nanotechnology – language and power; language of institutions; critical discourse analysis.

Elisa is an applied linguist and a social scientist. She has been co-applicant and research associate on an ESRC-funded project on ‘The Discourse of the GM Food Debate’ (with Cook and Robbins, 2004) and has previously been involved in research on the ESRC-funded project ‘The Communication of GM Crop Research from Expert to Non-Experts’ (with Cook and Robbins, Nov 2001-Nov 2002) at the University of Reading, UK.

E-mail: e.pieri@lancaster.ac.uk

Dr Alison Stone

Her interests include Post-Kantian European philosophy, especially German philosophy from Kant and the Romantics through Hegel and Schelling to Nietzsche and Heidegger. She is especially interested in ideas of nature within this tradition and how they challenge more conventional conceptions of nature. She is currently working on a book on this topic, provisionally entitled Ideas of Nature in Adorno, Heidegger and German Romanticism. She is also interested in feminist philosophy, especially debates about essentialism, sexual difference, sex/gender, and birth. 
She has recently completed a book, Luce Irigaray and the Philosophy of Sexual Difference, forthcoming with Cambridge University Press. Other publications include: Petrified Intelligence: Nature in Hegel’s Philosophy, SUNY Press (2004) and ‘Feminist Criticisms and Reinterpretations of Hegel’, Bulletin of the Hegel Society of Great Britain.

E-mail:
a.stone@lancaster.ac.uk 

Dr Cain Todd

Interests in analytic aesthetics, metaphysics and philosophy of mind. Currently working on issues surrounding the imagination, particularly in relation to aesthetic judgement, notions of value, and epistemology. Other interests include environmental ethics and philosophy of technology (focusing on nanotechnology).

E-mail: c.todd@lancaster.ac.uk 

Floris Tomasini
Floris is a Research Associate at Lancaster working on the Institutionalisation of Ethics in Science Policy: Practices and Impact (INES) project. This is a EU funded project co-ordinated by CESAGen and involving partners from a number of European countries. His research interests include: continental philosophy; phenomenology; existentialism; philosophy of psychology; and science studies.

E-mail: f.tomasini@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Richard Twine

Richard is a Research Associate at IPPP, Lancaster University. He gained his BA (Stirling), 1995 and his MA (Essex) 1996. His PhD is in Sociology (Manchester Met.) 2002. Richard’s research interests include understandings of embodiment in the new genetics and sociological approaches to bioethics. More generally he is interested in environmental ethics/sociology, feminist theory and sociology of the body. He has recently begun work on the CESAGen project ‘Reconfigurations of Human/Animal Relations in Genomics and Beyond’. He remains a partner in the Wellcome Trust ‘Bioethics Today’ web-site Project, which he writes for on a weekly basis. Moreover, he is involved in two European Projects, namely Eurostem: an initiative to provide a common European ethical framework for stem cell research, and Eurethnet: a project uniting bioethics databases from across Europe. He also teaches on the MA course ‘Ethical Issues in Genetics and Biotechnology’, and teaches the module, ‘Animals, Ethics and Biotechnology’. Forthcoming publications include a paper on Critical Bioethics, and a study of the regulation of stem cell research in the UK, 1984-2004.

E-mail: r.twine@lancaster.ac.uk
Professor Peter Whittaker

Current research interests include stem cells, genetic testing and public consultation. Member of the European Group for Ethics in Science and the New Technologies (Advisory group to the European Commission) and Vice-President of the Irish Council for Bioethics.

E-mail: p.whittaker@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Garrath Williams

His research is in the following areas: moral and political philosophy; history of philosophy (including Hobbes, Kant, Nietzsche, Hannah Arendt); philosophy of responsibility; political theory of institutions. Past and current research in applied ethics includes police ethics, research ethics, the ethics of genetics, EU regulation, and ethical and policy issues around obesity.

He has published on the history of philosophy in journals including Political Studies, Philosophical Forum, and Res Publica. He is also editor of Routledge’s four volume collection, Critical Assessments of Hannah Arendt. He has written on responsibility in Ethical Theory and Moral Practice, Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy, and Journal of Applied Philosophy. In applied ethics, he has published in New Genetics and Society, Society, Genomics and Policy and the Encyclopedia of Social Measurement. He is currently working on a book on the topic of responsibility.
E-mail: g.d.williams@lancaster.ac.uk
Dr Sarah Wilson

Dr Sarah Wilson completed her PhD in political philosophy in 2002 and joined CESAGen’s Genetic Databases Flagship Project team as a Research Associate in May 2003. Dr Wilson initially worked as part of the European Elsagen project, looking at human genetic research databases, particularly in relation to benefit sharing, and to assessing the ‘global public good’ arguments as they relate to genomic data. Dr Wilson maintains her interest in the Database project, but now works with the North West Genetics Knowledge Park (Nowgen), researching into the ethical frameworks within which genetic services are provided.

Research interests in bioethics include social justice, genetics and ethnicity, biobanking, and pharmacogenetics; her interests in moral and political philosophy include Rawls, feminist theory and ethics of care.

Selected publications:

“Biobanks and the ‘social’ in social justice”, in Blood and Data: Ethical, Legal and Social Aspects of Human Genetic Databases, University of Iceland Press & Centre for Ethics, 2004
“Population Biobanks and Social Justice: Commercial or Communitarian Models? A comparative analysis of benefit sharing, ownership and access arrangements”, Trames: A Journal of the Humanities and Social Sciences, Vol 8, 1/2: 2004
“Genomic Databases as Global Public Goods?” with Ruth Chadwick, Res Publica, Vol 10, 2: 2004
“Balancing Powers: Examining models of biobank governance”, with Anthony Mark Cutter and Ruth Chadwick, Journal of International Biotechnology Law, Vol 1, 5: 2004

E-mail: s.e.wilson@lancaster.ac.uk
Professor Brian Wynne

Brian Wynne is Professor of Science Studies at CESAGen and IPPP. His work has covered technology and risk assessment, public risk perceptions, and public understanding of science, focusing on the relations between expert and lay knowledge and policy decision-making. He was an Inaugural Member of the Management Board and Scientific Committee of the European Environment Agency, (EEA), (1994-2000) and a Special Adviser to the House of Lords Science and Technology Select Committee Inquiry into Science and Society, (March 2000). He is also a member of the London Royal Society's Committee on Science in Society.

His main publications are: Rationality and Ritual: the Windscale Inquiry and nuclear decisions in Britain (1982); Risk Management and Hazardous Wastes: implementation and the dialectics of credibility (1987); (edited with Roger Smith) Expert Evidence: interpreting science in the law (1989); (edited with Alan Irwin) Misunderstanding Science? (1996); and (edited with Scott Lash and Bron Szerszynski), Risk Environment and Modernity. He is currently editing a book on The Precautionary Principle for the European Environment Agency (EEA), and completing his own book, Risk, Reflexivity and Representation. 

E-mail: b.wynne@lancaster.ac.uk









