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1. The past year
1.1 Chapter development
1.1.1 Activities 
Please list the main activities organized by the Chapter as such in the table below; insert rows as needed.  
	Activity
	Date
	Estimated number of Attendees

	PhD Student Colloquium
	20 July 2014 
	85

	
	
	


1.1.2 Products
Please indicate the number of DS related publications in form of books, chapters, articles and conference proceedings made on behalf of the Chapter (you do not need to include products of individual members).

	Type
	Number of products
	Type
	Number of products

	Article
	
	Video
	

	Book
	
	Software
	

	Chapter
	
	Simulators
	

	Proceedings
	
	Models
	

	Websites
	1
	
	



1.1.3 Relationships with other societies or institutions
Please indicate other institutions and professional or scientific societies your Chapter maintains a relationship with.  Add rows as needed.
	Business SIG

	



1.1.4 Institutional development 
If you have made changes to your constitution or other developments the Society should know about, please mention them here.
We have not made any changes to the constitution yet, but have been reorganizing the Colloquium.

1.1.5 Finances: cash reserves
If your chapter raises a membership fee, please indicate your current financial situation here.
Cash reserves =  (not sure right now)

1.1.6 Membership
How has membership developed over the past year?  Please explain important changes in number or composition.

Membership is stable, though many more students are submitting to the Colloquium each year.


1.2 Level of development of system dynamics in the Chapter’s area
	Variable
	N.

	Number of universities where at least one faculty belongs to the system dynamics community:  represents the coverage inside the local university system
	

	Number of faculty members who belong to the SD field: indicates if there is quantitative growth of SD in the universities.  More faculty should lead to more mouth-to-mouth inside universities.
	

	Number of institutions where SD is taught as part of other courses or in its own right: university training is a main driver of diffusion of SD, and it can be used as a proxy for the number of young adults who are exposed to SD.
	

	Number of faculty members who belong to the SD community and who have studied under a local faculty member: expresses the solidification of the community.
	

	Number of school-level initiatives
	

	Number of application fields
	



1.3 Your assessment of the closing year
Please elaborate concerning any particular development that may be relevant for the Society.
[bookmark: _GoBack]This year was a very great year for the Student Chapter in terms of the Colloquium, sales of umbrellas, t-shirts, coffee mugs, and drinks at social events!  We are putting a lot of effort into reorganizing the Colloquium and making sure it is useful for students and experienced SDists who participate!
2 The coming year
2.1 Challenges
What are the opportunities the Chapter plans to take, or challenges you plan to approach during the coming year?

There are several challenges that have been developing over the past couple of years for the Student Chapter around the Chapter’s main activity, the PhD Colloquium.  Submissions have been increasing, and the students submitting have been changing in composition.  Many more students are submitting from universities where there is little institutional support, so their needs are different.  Also, there has been a declining number of SD practitioners attending, due to other obligations, so the discussions that used to occur over student work are declining.  Reviewers for Colloquium work, as submissions increase, is also difficult, and it is difficult to review work that is often a work in progress.  Proposals can change drastically from March to July, so often what students present can be different from what they had originally submitted.

To address some of these issues, we have been working with Laura Black, who was assigned to be an ad hoc advisor to the Student Chapter to reorganize the Colloquium to better fit the needs of the group and the SD experts we need to make the Colloquium a useful and exciting experience that kicks off the Conference for all of those involved.  We have made several changes to the organization of the Colloquium and review process:
1. Submissions will be reviewed by Colloquium Organizers. Organizers and Student Chapter Advisor will choose submissions for plenary presentations that will most benefit from feedback and whose feedback will be useful for the larger audience of students to hear.  All other submissions will be posters.
2. Poster presenters will have the option of making a 1-2 minute video about their project and submitting a 300 word abstract, which will be sent to “Angel Advisors”.  Angel Advisors will review the abstract and watch the video before the Colloquium and visit the student’s poster during the poster session for more in depth conversation and feedback.  Students are not obligated to do this.
3. Angel Advisors will be recruited to review and visit 2-4 students at the Colloquium.  The burden is much less in terms of time in comparison to previous years with the full submission review process, and it’s also much more fun!  It will also be more useful as student work tends to change a bit from submission to presentation.
4. The poster session will be arranged so that it falls at the end of the Policy Council meeting to ensure that many members can attend the Colloquium if they wish.

2.2 Planned activities
Which activities (like workshops, courses or seminaries) does the Chapter plan to perform during the coming year?

The Colloquim is planned for the Sunday before the Conference in Boston.

2.3 Support required
What would you ask the Society to do to help the Chapter?
We are feeling very supported!
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