
U N I V E R S I T Y  O F  D U R H A M 
 

TEACHING & LEARNING COMMITTEE 
 FACULTY OF SCIENCE SUB-COMMITTEE 

 
 22 February 2006 

 
Present: Dr M J Eacott (Chairwoman and Deputy Dean), Dr K McCaffrey, Dr S A Abel, Mr B 
M Hodgson, Dr A K Hughes, Prof T Shanks, Dr R G Dominy, Mr A A L Welch (DSU 
Representative) with Mr A Rennie (Secretary). 
 

 
 

M I N U T E S 
 

 
1. MINUTES 
 

Confirmed: the minutes of the meeting held 19 October 2005; 
 
Reported: that the Minutes of the above meeting had been forwarded to TLC for 
consideration at its meeting held on 14 November 2005. 

(Document TLC SSC/05/39) 
 
2. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 
 

(a) Minute 5(a): Degree Classification 
 
 Considered:  
 

(i) documents from the Faculty Support Administrator comparing entry and exit 
qualifications for all departments in the Faculty; 

(Document TLC SSC/05/40) 
 
(ii) a chart produced by the departmental TLC representative for Physics, 

comparing the relative degree awards of the faculty for students with 26-30 
A-level points; 

(tabled at the meeting - Document TLC SSC/05/40b) 
 
 Reported: that further information would be available if required; 
 
 Noted:   
 

(i) that the tables and charts showed that when students with equivalent entry 
qualifications were compared, there was no evidence of unreasonable 
variation between departments across the Faculty in the percentage of their 
students who received first or upper-second class degrees. There was some 
correlation between A-level results and degree classification; 
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(ii) that Faculty TLC recognised that it would be inappropriate for the University 
to set targets for the percentage of students who should be awarded first 
class or upper second class degrees. Faculty TLC was pleased to note that 
departments within the faculty appeared to have comparable levels of 
student achievement; 

 
(b) Minute 6: Resubmission of Work for Taught Modules on Graduate, Postgraduate 

and Taught Doctorate Programmes
 
 Reported: that no addition to the Teaching and Learning Handbook regarding the 

resubmission of work for taught postgraduate programmes had been made as this 
was for individual departments to determine;  

 
(c) Minute 7: Departmental Teaching and Learning Strategies 
 

Reported:  
 
(i) that the following Teaching and Learning Strategies had been approved: 

 
A. Psychology; 
B. Maths; 
C. Earth Sciences; 
D. Chemistry; 
E. Physics; 

 
(ii) that the following Teaching and Learning Strategies had been submitted and 

were being considered: 
 

A. Computer Sciences; 
B. Engineering; 
C. Biology and Biomedical Sciences; 

 
(d) Minute 8: Postgraduate Module Outlines 
 

Reported: that all taught postgraduate modules were now available on the on-line 
module outlines system, and all curriculum development should be carried out 
using that system. A number of other developments had been made and an email 
was sent to departmental Administrators/Secretaries and TLC representatives in 
December 2005 informing them of the changes; 
 

(e) Minute 9: Excellence in Teaching Awards 
 
Reported: that awards had been made to Dr Alexander Easton (Department of 
Psychology) and Dr Howard Armstrong (Department of Earth Sciences); 

 
(f) Minute 10(o): Undergraduate Admissions 

 
Reported:  that TLC noted the concerns of admissions tutors regarding the revised 
schedule for admissions. However, this was to enable confirmed quotas to be 
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issued up to a month earlier than previously which will ensure that admissions 
tutors know the student numbers to which they were working. A delay of a few 
days in October in making decisions would not disadvantage Durham in 
comparison with other universities; 
 
Noted:  
 
(i) that, although Faculty TLC felt the revised schedule made the admissions 

process more difficult for departments, Faculty TLC accepted the revised 
schedule, and the reasoning behind it;  

 
(ii) that some departments favoured decreasing the role that the colleges 

played in the admissions process; 
 
(iii) that the DSU representative felt that a great many students would be put off 

coming  to Durham if they could not choose their college; 
 
(g) Minute 11(a): Health and Safety in Practicals 
 

Reported: that TLC had agreed to add a note to the Teaching and Learning 
Handbook, stating that students under the influence of drugs or alcohol could be 
removed from a class or field-trip if they posed a danger to themselves or others; 

 
(h) Minute 11(b): Core Regulations 

 
Reported: that TLC noted the concerns of the Faculty regarding the new core 
regulations. TLC had established a Working Group to review the Core Regulations, 
consisting of Alan Bilsborough, Madeline Eacott and Peter Manning with Beatrice 
Ollerenshaw. The review would consider three-year Bachelors degree students 
only at this stage; 
 
Noted:  
 
(i) that Faculty TLC welcomed the review of the Core Regulations. Some 

departments had already given input to the review team;  
 
(ii) that Faculty TLC was still concerned that the review would not look at 4 year 

MSci degrees as this was where departments had encountered real 
problems; 

 
(i) Minute 11(c): Timetable 
 

Reported: that TLC noted the concerns of the Faculty regarding problems with the 
timetable for 2005/6 which had not facilitated student choice as much as had been 
hoped. However, late changes had been necessitated by the failure of the School 
of Biological Sciences to provide full information on the timetable constraints at the 
appropriate time. The timetable was also significantly constrained by the large 
number of named routes in Natural Sciences (which are being reduced), and by 
the lack of fully suitable accommodation; 
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Noted: 
 
(i) that the Deputy Dean (Natural Sciences) did not agree that the named 

routes in Natural Sciences constrained the timetable. The new timetabling 
system was unable to match the flexibility of the former system. This 
adversely affected Natural Sciences. Named routes in Natural Sciences 
were being reduced, but only because of the amount of effort required to 
check the new timetable every year; 

 
(ii) that there were still issues with the timetable. Some staff had to teach for up 

to 7 consecutive hours and students who were timetabled through lunch 
were unable to eat in college. There was concern that problems that had 
occurred in previous years were occurring again; 

 
(iii) that departments had been promised more interaction with central 

administration with regard to the timetable. This was welcomed by Faculty 
TLC; 

 
(iv) that Faculty TLC was interested in ensuring that the timetable ran as 

smoothly as possible in the 06-07 academic year. Faculty TLC would 
appreciate feedback on the progression of the timetable; 

 
(v) that this would be the third year that the new timetabling system had been in 

operation (the fourth year if the Stockton Campus trial was taken into 
account); 

 
Agreed: that Science Faculty TLC would request a review of the timetabling system 
in the autumn of 2006. This would provide an opportunity for departments to 
present feedback on the operation of the new timetabling system, and to attempt to 
find solutions to any problems that had arisen. 

(Action: MJE)   
 
3. FACULTY TLC LEARNING RESOURCES SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

Received: 
 
(a) the minutes of the Learning Resources Sub-Committee held on 16 November 

2005; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/41) 

 
(b) an extract from the minutes of Learning Resources Strategy Committee; 

(Document TLC SSC/05/42) 
 
Noted: that departments would welcome the chance to have input with regard to the 
manner in which the new Science Lecture building would be externally lit. 
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4. REPORTS FROM TEACHING AND LEARNING COMMITTEE 
[Secretary’s report: the full minutes of the Teaching and Learning Committee are 
available at http://www.dur.ac.uk/Committees/Teaching-and-Learning-Committee] 
 
(a) Minutes 20(b): Quality Enhancement Strategy  
 

Received: the approved Quality Enhancement Strategy; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/43) 

 
Reported: that the strategy had been development with the QAA’s proposals for 
increasing emphasis on enhancement in Audit in mind; 
 
Noted: that the strategy did not mention the recruitment of high quality staff who 
were crucial to delivery of the strategy; 

 
(b) Minutes 20(c) and 49: National Student Survey 
 

Received:  
 
(i) TLC minutes 20(c) and 49 regarding the NSS; 

(Documents TLC SSC/05/44 and 45) 
 

(ii) Feedback from the Planning Unit on the analysis of the 2005 NSS data 
using the more detailed analytical tool; 

(Documents TLC SSC/05/46) 
 

 Considered: any comments on the proposals for consideration of the data; 
 
 Noted: that Faculty TLC was satisfied with the proposals; 

 
(c) Minute 20(d) and 44(a): The Future of Quality Assurance 
 

Reported: that Research Committee had agreed to the establishment of a joint 
working group of TLC and Research Committee. Representatives from TLC would 
be Nick Ellison, Jo Fox, Douglas Halliday and Alan Bilsborough with Beatrice 
Ollerenshaw. The Chair of Research Committee had identified three colleagues 
who might be willing to participate; 

 
(d) Minute 20(e): Student Feedback Questionnaires 

 
Received: TLC Minute 20(e) regarding the proposals for student feedback 
questionnaires; 

(Document TLC SSC/05/47) 
 
  Noted:  
 

(i) that the representatives involved in drafting the new proposals had had a 
positive and constructive experience; 
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(ii) that the major change to the proposals was the minimising of compulsory 
questions. Instead there would be one specific, compulsory question, with 
departments free to add other questions of their own devising. The results 
would then feed back through annual review; 

 
(iii) that Faculty TLC supported the new proposals; 

 
(e) Minute 22(b): Accreditation Visits 
 

Reported: 
 
(i) that the IMechE had confirmed accreditation for the 2006, 2007, and 2008 

cohorts for all the undergraduate MEng programmes for students gaining a 
2:2 or above on the basis of the action plan of the School of Engineering in 
response to the accreditation report; 

 
(ii) that the BCS had accepted the 90-day response of the Department of 

Computer Science to its accreditation report and had confirmed 
accreditation; 

 
(f) Minute 24: TLC Strategy Sub-Committee 

 
Received: TLC's response to the UUK consultation on proposals following the 
Burgess Report (Measuring and Recording Student Achievement) in respect of: 
 
(i) a national credit framework;       

(Document TLC SSC/05/48) 
 
[The full text of the consultation paper can be found at 
http://www.universitiesuk.ac.uk/consultations/UniversitiesUK/downloads/CreditCon
sultation.pdf ] 
 
(ii) an alternative to Honours degree classifications;    

(Document TLC SSC/05/49) 
 
[The full text of the consultation paper can be found at 
http://www.universitiesuk.ac.uk/consultations/UniversitiesUK/downloads/HonoursD
egreeConsultation.pdf ] 
 

(g) Minute 25: International Students 
 

Received:  
 
(i) TLC minute 25 regarding international students 

(Document TLC SSC/05/50) 
 

(ii) a summary of issues raised at the TLC away-day; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/51) 
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Considered: any comments on the issues raised; 
 
Noted: 
 
(i) that departments were experiencing problems recruiting more international 

students as fewer students were applying. The away-day document dealt 
with issues raised once students had arrived at Durham, but did not dwell on 
how to attract the students to Durham in the first place; 

 
(ii) that in the short-term there was a real need for more scholarships. It was not 

necessarily about ensuring that there were enough scholarships for all 
international students, but ensuring that students felt they had a realistic 
chance of obtaining one; 

 
(iii) that some departments felt that the Ustinov scholarships were not 

transparent; 
 

(iv) that the DSU representative queried the role of the international students 
themselves in informing this document. It was not clear to what extent the 
perceived needs of international students had been identified by the 
students themselves; 

   
(h) Minute 29: Post Qualification Admissions 
 

Received: TLC minute 29 regarding the proposals; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/52) 

 
[A summary of the consultation paper can be found at 
http://www.dfes.gov.uk/consultations/downloadableDocs/Improving%20the%20HE
%20Applications%20Process%20-%20summary%20paper%20(PDF).pdf ] 

 
(i) Minute 30: Examinations and Assessment Report 
 

Received:  
 
(i) the EAR report for 2004/5;      

(Document TLC SSC/05/53) 
 

(ii) TLC minute 30 regarding the report;     
(Document TLC SSC/05/54) 

 
  Noted: 
 

(i) that the Physics department had experienced problems with level 3 students 
having to sit a large number of exams in a very short time period. There was 
concern within the department that such students might appeal; 

 
(ii) that the University regulations stated that no more than three exams could 

be scheduled consecutively; 
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(iii) that the timetable in question was the provisional exam timetable. The 
department had requested changes to the schedule, and SPA had made 
these changes;  

 
(j) Minute 31: Annual Review 
 

Reported: that the revised proposals for Annual Review had been approved and 
would come into operation this year; 

 
(k) Minute 37: New Programme Approval 
 

Reported: that Senate had approved the introduction of a new MSc in 
Environmental Engineering Towards Sustainable Development with effect from 
October 2006; 

 
(l) Minute 39: Short Courses 
 

Received: a report from the Deputy Academic Registrar on the introduction of short 
courses outside the credit framework;       

(Document TLC SSC/05/55) 
 
Reported: that the proposals could not be realised without Banner development 
time and had therefore been postponed; 
 
Noted: that the representative for Computer Science felt that this was another 
instance where software limitations were dictating University policy; 

 
(m) Minute 46(e): Teaching Enhancement Awards 
 

Reported: that the Chair of TLC had approved revisions to the scheme for making 
small grants for innovations in teaching, in line with previous discussions at TLC 
Strategy Sub-Committee; 

 
(n) Minute 48: MSci Programmes 
 

Received: 
 
(i) A report from the UUK Europe Unit on the implications of the Bologna 

process for MSci (and similar) integrated Masters programmes;   
(Document TLC SSC/05/56) 

 
(ii) TLC minute 48 regarding the programmes; 

 (Document TLC SSC/05/57) 
 
 Reported: the current status of MSci programmes; 
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 Noted:  
 

(i) that some departments had been looking into their own ways of dealing with 
this problem, should the need arise. Teaching through the summer, having 
summer reading courses, or extending the MSci from one extra year to two 
were all possible options; 

 
(ii) that the department of Physics was not, in principle, opposed to awarding 

degrees at BSc and MSc level for their integrated masters. The 
representative did recognise, however, that such a move would have 
serious consequences for the University’s assessment policy; 

 
(iii) that Faculty TLC supported the University’s current position regarding 

integrated masters degrees; 
 
(o) Minute 51: Training Postgraduates for Teaching and Demonstrating 
 

Received:  
 
(i) proposals for changes to the training sessions for postgraduate students 

engaged in teaching and demonstrating;   
(Document TLC SSC/05/58) 

 
(ii) Teaching and Learning Committee minute 51 regarding the proposals; 

 (Document TLC SSC/05/59) 
 
Considered: approval, in principle, of the proposals; 
 
Noted:  
 
(i) that if all sessions were to be in the first week, it would exclude 

demonstrators who started late for any reason. It might be helpful to have 
one session slightly later to catch anyone who missed the first sessions; 

 
(ii) that, as the sessions were to be repeated in January and students could 

take the on-line test at any time, this problem would not be too serious; 
 

Agreed: that the proposals should be approved, in principle. 
 

(p) Minute 55 : Postgraduate and Graduate Programmes Core Regulations 
 

Reported:  
 
(i) that TLC had recommended to Senate that the core regulations be 

amended to read ‘the mark for any component module following a resit 
shall be capped at 50%’ for taught masters and doctoral programmes and 
40% for graduate diploma programmes. This was already the case in 
practice and reflected how Banner marks entry operates;  
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(ii) that TLC had recommended to Senate that provision be added to the core 
regulations to allow Board of Examiners to exercise discretion, following the 
same formula used for undergraduate programmes; 

 
(q) Minute 56 : Review of Keeping of Terms and Related Processes 
 

Received: TLC minute 59 regarding the review;   
  (Document TLC SSC/05/60) 

 
Considered: comments for the Working Group; 
 
Noted: that the representatives found the process to be somewhat slow, but did not 
have any major issues with Keeping of Term. Faculty TLC recognised that the 
system was not perfect, but were unable to suggest a better way of handling 
matters; 

 
(r) Minute 62 : Learning Resources Issues 
 

Reported: that TLC requested that representatives remind colleagues of the need 
to set a good example to students by not taking food or drink (except water if 
needed) into teaching rooms; 
 
Considered: comments on the refurbished rooms in Elvet Riverside; 
 
Noted: 
 
(i) that Faculty TLC had received no complaints regarding the newly 

refurbished rooms; 
 
(ii) that Faculty TLC recognised that eating and drinking in teaching rooms was 

a problem, however, if lecturers, and particularly students, had timetabled 
classes through lunch, Faculty TLC did not feel they could stop them from 
bringing food to classes;  

 
(s) Minutes 63 : Faculty Teaching and Learning Forums 
 

Received: TLC Minute 63 detailing the problems regarding the Forums; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/61) 

 
Considered: suggestions to improve the situation; 
 
Noted: 
 
(i) that Faculty TLC was supportive of the forums, and those representatives 

who had been able to attend had found the sessions to be benefical; 
 
(ii) that low attendance within the faculty was due to teaching loads and other 

time constraints, rather than a lack of interest; 
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(iii) that more faculty consultation on the best times for the sessions could help 
alleviate the problem; 

 
(iv) that some of the most interesting discussions had centred around the 

sharing of good practice within the University. The chance to meet other 
colleagues within the faculty (and University) was valued as highly as the 
input of external speakers; 

 
Agreed: that Faculty TLC would encourage members of staff to attend the 
sessions. 

(Action: All Representatives) 
 

5. REPORTS FROM THE DEPUTY DEAN FOR 2004/5 
 

Received: the Deputy Dean’s report on postgraduate external examiners’ reports; 
(Document TLC SSC/05/62) 

 
6. REPORT OF ACTION TAKEN BY THE DEAN AND DEPUTY DEAN 
 

Received: a report of action taken by the Dean and Deputy Dean, acting on behalf of the 
TLC Faculty of Science Sub-Committee since its last meeting. 

(Document TLC SSC/05/63) 
 
7. DEPUTY DEAN’S BUSINESS 
 

(a) Change of Registration 
 

Considered: a proposal from the Deputy Dean (Natural Sciences) regarding an 
amendment to the University procedure for Change of Registration; 

(Document TLC SSC/05/64) 
 
Noted: 

 
(i) that LEAs should be informed when a student changes from a three year to 

a four year programme; 
 

(ii) that  there was some confusion as to how much of this proposal was 
clarification and formalisation of existing practice, and how much would be 
new policy; 

 
(iii) that Faculty TLC supported the proposal; 

 
Agreed: that the proposal should be put to University TLC; 

 
(b) University TLC 
 

Reported: that Dr E Burd, the new Deputy Dean (Postgraduate), would no longer 
be available as the Faculty of Science’s representative on University TLC; 
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Considered: expressions of interest for a member of the Faculty of Science to sit 
on University TLC; 

 
Noted: that it could be beneficial for the Faculty to have a representative who sits 
on both Faculty and University TLC; 

 
Agreed: that any interested party should contact the Senior Deputy Dean in the first 
instance. The Senior Deputy Dean would then put her nomination forward to the 
Chair of University TLC. 

(Action: All Representatives) 
 

8. DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS 
 

Reported:  that the next meeting of the Committee will be held on Wednesday 3 May 
2006 at 2.15 pm. 
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	M I N U T E S

