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

TEACHING & LEARNING COMMITTEE

31 May 2001

Present:  Professor A Bilsborough (Chairman), Professor R Boyne, Dr G Bromiley, Professor B
Gower, Dr P Gates, Professor A Harding, Mr A Heesom, Dr E Kirkman, Dr N Martin, Professor E
Meyer, Dr K J Orford, Dr B Watson, with Ms B Ollerenshaw (Secretary).

In Attendance:  Mr R Taylor (Director of Marketing and Schools Liaison), Minute 153.

MINUTES

148. MINUTES

Confirmed:

(a) the Minutes of the meeting held on 1 May 2001;
Document TLC/00/144 – filed with the Minutes

(b) the Report to Senate from the meeting held on 1 May 2001.
Document TLC/00/145 – filed with the Minutes

149. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

(a) QAA Code of Practice on Assessment (Minute 125(c))

Received:  a revised statement of the Policy on the Quality Assurance of Examinations
and Assessment following discussion at the previous meeting of TLC;

Document TLC/00/146 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(i) that the revised document would accommodate different approaches in
different faculties;

(ii) that the mark pro forma would not be compulsory but would be one strategy
which departments could include in their policy for the quality assurance of
assessment;

(iii) that while members of staff were not precluded from writing comments on
scripts, the Data Protection Act entitled students to see such comments
(although not to have their own work returned to them);

(iv) that departments might be well-advised to include in their policy statements a
rationale for their policy with regard to writing comments on scripts.  This
would help defend departments against external examiners with different
views on this matter;

(v) that it would be good policy for all departments to review the statistical
indicators associated with marks for individual modules and individual
students but that it was only essential for the quality assurance of assessment
in departments which relied on statistical moderation and related procedures;
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(vi) that a Chairman of a Board of Studies could be advised to consider the
statistical information relating to a particular set of marks in cases where
concern had been expressed about the assessment process;

Agreed:

(i) that a minor change be made to 2.1.3(c) (insertion of ‘approved’ before
‘equivalent such as …’);

Attachment I – filed with the Minutes

(ii) that the document be drawn to the attention of Graduate School Committee
for consideration in relation to taught postgraduate programmes;

(iii) that the document be forwarded to Senate for consideration and, if approved,
sent to members of faculty TLCs to inform the drafting of departmental
policies;

Recommended:  that Senate approve the revised policy document;

(b) Faculty Review Procedures

Reported:  that Graduate School Committee had approved the proposal to replace
CRAM with faculty-specific review panels on the follow-up to Faculty (University)
Review;

(c) Concession Reports (Minute 145)

Considered:  any issues which members of TLC wished to raise from the reports on
concessions circulated for the meeting of TLC on 1 May;

Noted:

(i) that work was continuing on the Banner report to provide a helpful level of
detail about the nature of the concessions awarded;

(ii) that Deans were concerned about the number of students seeking to withdraw
from their studies at this time of year and take a year out and/or repeat a year
and/or change departments.  In some cases students had been led to believe
that a concession would automatically be granted;

(iii) that this was a matter of concern because:

(A) such permission should be given only to students who were in good
standing.  To demonstrate this at this time of year students should
take their examinations;

(B) it suggested that long-term problems had not been identified at an
early stage;

(C) the granting of a concession should never be presumed;

(iv) that a clear channel of communications between TLC and Colleges Board
might help to address this issue;

Agreed:  that an informal meeting be convened of the Deans, the Chairman and the
Secretary to consider the magnitude of this problem and bring proposals to TLC to
address it.            (Action: BO)
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150. REPORT FROM SENATE

Received:  an extract from the Minutes of the meeting of Senate held on Tuesday 15 May
2001.

Document TLC/00/147 – filed with the Minutes

151. MATTERS OF REPORT

(a) Chairman’s Action

Reported:  that Chairman’s action had been taken to approve the regulations for the
following programmes:
(i) BSc in Sport, Health and Exercise;
(ii) BSc(Ed) in Information and Communications Technology.

152. CHAIRMAN’S BUSINESS

Research Leave (Minute 143 refers)

Considered:  whether TLC should monitor the impact of research leave on teaching in the light
of the new entitlement to leave for 1 term in 7;

Noted:

(a) concern that this might infringe departments’ responsibility for the design and delivery
of the curriculum;

(b) that if students complained about the withdrawal of modules due to research leave,
Deans might become aware of the problem.  The situation could also be monitored at
Faculty Review;

(c) that Deans would become aware of some changes to module availability as regulation
changes were brought to faculty TLCs;

(d) that most departments offered more module choice than was strictly required to allow
for the withdrawal of various modules each year as colleagues took research leave.
University information included disclaimers making students aware that not all
modules would be offered every year;

Agreed:  that the Chairman consult with the Chairwoman of Research Committee to see
whether departments could be asked to give more information, when requesting that research
leave be granted, about how the commitments of colleagues taking leave would be covered.

(Action: AB)

153. ITEMS DEFERRED FROM THE PREVIOUS MEETING OF TLC

(a) Part-Time Degrees

Considered:

(i) a report from Professor Roy Boyne on the mainstreamed part-time degree
programmes;

Document TLC/00/148 – filed with the Minutes
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(ii) changes to the core regulations for UDSC to bring the part-time regulations at
UDSC into line with the core part-time regulations approved last year by
Senate for both Durham and Stockton;

Document TLC/00/149 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(i) that the mainstreaming of part-time provision had made little difference to
overall numbers of part-time students, not least because the large numbers of
part-time IT students was unaffected by this change;

(ii) concern about the implications of staff changes at St Cuthbert’s for the
support of part-time students;

(iii) that harmonisation of the academic year might pose problems for the IT
programme which wished to continue to offer half-year, 10-credit modules;

(iv) that the IT programme would need significant revision to ensure that all its
modules were at a level appropriate to HE;

(v) that the IT programme was heavily reliant on a few individual colleagues;

(vi) that departments and colleges were concerned that the funding derived from
part-time students should be devolved to them.  However, several departments
had been given lectureships to cover the additional teaching which current
part-time numbers would be insufficient to finance;

(vii) that many departments did not establish the timetable for seminars until the
first week of term which made it impossible for part-time students to plan
other commitments around their studies;

(viii) that departments did not feel that there had been sufficient support for the
recruitment of part-time students. No additional resource had been allocated to
the Schools Liaison team to support the recruitment of part-time students.  A
flyer was being produced and Schools Liaison staff would attend galas and
events at community centres during the summer which might attract
prospective part-time students;

(ix) that in future reference would be made in the Undergraduate Prospectus to the
possibility of studying some programmes part-time;

(x) that an enhanced web-site would be a cost-effective way of recruiting part-
time students;

(xi) that there was a possibility that a substantial proportion of the local students
interested in part-time study had already been recruited;

(xii) that the Blackboard learning environment might provide a means of
supporting part-time students during their studies;

Agreed:

(i) that Professor Boyne be thanked for his report;

(ii) that the Chairman discuss with senior colleagues the concerns of TLC about
the budget for recruiting part-time students;             (Action: AB)
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(iii) that Mr Richard Taylor consider how the web-site might be developed to
support part-time recruitment;

(iv) that TLC continue to monitor the recruitment of part-time students;

Recommended:  that Senate approve the proposed regulation change, with the
additional amendment in paragraph 2 (p.263) of Academic Council to Course
Directors.

(b) Schools Liaison Report

Considered:  a report from the Head of Marketing, Richard Taylor, on school liaison
and recruitment activities.

Document TLC/00/150 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(i) that the Schools Liaison team was covering the traditional areas of student
recruitment together with the new areas associated with widening
participation;

(ii) that one of the biggest difficulties was securing invitations to schools which
were increasingly pressurised by the workload associated with Curriculum
2000;

(iii) that initiatives to widen participation included the ‘Stars’ scheme, using ring-
fenced HEFCE funding, summer schools, the minority home student initiative
(targeted at ethnic minority students), and Excellence Challenge (to help
schools encourage able students to aim for high-demand universities);

(iv) that as the number of university places increased it would be important to
maintain the number of applications to Durham;

(v) that the City of Sunderland College was introducing Blackboard.  This could
be used to offer taster courses and on-line discussions with Durham students.
It might also enhance students’ confidence about applying to Durham if they
were familiar with Durham’s e-learning environment;

Agreed:  that Mr Taylor and his team be thanked for their admirable work;

(c) Admissions – Widening Participation

Considered:  a summary from the Admissions Officer of the status and number of
Widening Participation applications in:

(i) the 1999/2000 cycle;
Document TLC/00/151 – filed with the Minutes

(ii) the current cycle;
Document TLC/00/152 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(i) that the figures for 2000/2001 suggested that up to one-third of WP students
receiving offers declined them;

(ii) that the data for 1999/2000 did not support the conclusion drawn by the
Admissions Officer that WP students were treated as favourably as other
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students, since 49% of WP applicants received offers compared with 57% of
all applicants;

(iii) that in 1999/2000 the percentage of WP applicants holding offers which
became confirmed was the same as that for all students (32%).  This
suggested that WP students were as likely as any others to obtain their grades;

(iv) that in 2000/01 the percentage of WP students receiving offers seemed to be
increasing which suggested that the WP stamp was having a positive effect;

(v) that the software bought to analyse the postcodes of applicants could also be
used with respect to registered students.  This would support the monitoring of
progression and achievement among WP students.

154. WORKING GROUP ON THE QUALITY ASSURANCE OF COMBINED HONOURS
AND NATURAL SCIENCES DEGREES

Considered:  a report from the Working Group established by TLC  at its meeting of 10 July
2000 (Minute 128 refers);

Document TLC/00/153 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that it was important for departments to ensure that Combined Honours/Natural
Sciences students had appropriate module choice and a clear progression for their
study within each subject;

(b) that the information required to inform the students and the Directors about the
modules offered within Combined Honours and Natural Sciences should be available
within departments.  This would define the learning outcomes for individual modules
and for the subject area as offered within these programmes.  This would enable
Directors to provide more informed guidance to students on module choice and would
enable them to take up with the departments any concerns about the module choice
being offered;

(c) that the proposed Faculty Reviews of the Combined Honours and Natural Sciences
programmes would be more like an audit than an assessment, looking at procedures
rather than the detail of the curriculum and its delivery;

(d) that an annual review of the Combined Honours and Natural Sciences programmes
could consider progression rates among students in particular subject areas as well as
the overall structure and management of the programme;

Agreed:

(a) that an amendment be made to the documentation required for the Faculty Review in
respect of the annual review process;

Attachment II – filed with the Minutes

(b) that the recommendations of the Working Group be approved.

155. EXCELLENCE IN TEACHING AND LEARNING AWARDS

Received:  the documentation circulated to academic staff regarding the University’s Awards
for Excellence in Teaching and Learning, established in connection with the University’s
Teaching and Learning Strategy;

Document TLC/00/154 – filed with the Minutes
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Reported:  that the Panel had now met to make the awards for 2000/01.

156. PEER OBSERVATION OF TEACHING

Considered:  a position paper on peer observation of teaching from the Staff Development
Officer, Lesley Macdonald;

Document TLC/00/155 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that peer observation of teaching was being adopted across the University in response
to Faculty Review reports and the requirements of QAA reviews;

(b) that the Postgraduate Certificate in Teaching and Learning included peer observation
within the monitoring process;

(c) the importance of using peer observation to identify and disseminate good practice;

(d) that the process should be designed to be non-judgemental as far as possible, for
example by including discussion of what the reviewer had learnt;

(e) the importance of training for reviewers in how to observe teaching and how to
provide feedback;

(f) that peer observation should also cover part-time teachers, RAs and postgraduates
undertaking teaching duties;

Agreed:

(a) that Lesley MacDonald be asked to strengthen the section of the document on training
and to consider providing guidance about the process on the web;

(b) that the revised document be forwarded to faculty TLCs for discussion.

157. EQUAL OPPORTUNITIES IN TEACHING AND LEARNING

Received:

(a) a further copy of the policy document;
Document TLC/00/156 – filed with the Minutes

(b) comments from the Committee for the Oversight of Student Support Services on
TLC’s proposals for a policy document on equal opportunities in teaching and
learning (Minute 19 of TLC 10 October 2000 refers);

Document TLC/00/157 – filed with the Minutes

(c) documentation from NUS materials on equal opportunities;
Document TLC/00/158 – filed with the Minutes

(d) comments from Graduate School Committee;
Document TLC/00/158(a) - filed with the Minutes

Considered:  whether this could be progressed;

Noted:
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(a) that it would be unrealistic to claim that no applicant would be rejected on the basis of
a disability since some disabilities would render the student a danger to him/herself or
to others in some teaching and learning situations.  The statement in the admissions
policy that decisions would be made primarily on the basis of academic criteria was
more helpful;

(b) concern about the use of the terms ‘care’ and ‘aims to provide’;

(c) that the paragraphing of the statement, separating ‘admissions’ from ‘disabilities’ was
unhelpful;

(d) that religious belief should be included in the list of grounds on which the University
would not discriminate;

(e) that it should be made clear that the University could only help students who declare
their disability;

(f) that the reluctance of students to declare a disability at application was a sector-wide
problem.  Durham made provision for registered students to make their situation
known in confidence;

(g) that the complaints procedure applied only to registered students, not to unsuccessful
applicants;

(h) the importance of ensuring that any policy statement complied with the relevant laws;

Agreed:  that the Chairman and Secretary redraft the policy statement in the light of the
comments above for future discussion by TLC.

(Action: AB, BO)

158. ANONYMOUS MARKING OF STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES

Considered:  a proposal from Dr Margaret Collins, on behalf of DUSSD, that students with
disabilities be identified on examination scripts (e.g. by a sticker issued by DUSSD) to ensure
that they are not penalised by the anonymous marking process;

Document TLC/00/158(b)- filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that the concerns expressed by Dr Collins in her paper applied to coursework as well
as to examinations;

(b) that there were many forms of disability which might lead students to under-perform
and that it was not appropriate to single out dyslexic students for special treatment;

(c) that it was Durham’s policy that the Board of Examiners should give special
consideration to any student with mitigating circumstances where the Board had been
advised of the situation.  It was therefore not accurate to suggest that the only
provision Durham made for dyslexic students was extra time in examinations.
Individual cases should be brought to the attention of the Board of Examiners;

(d) that the ‘audit trail’ associated with the marking process should indicate where marks
had been deducted for poor spelling.  The Board of Examiners could review this in the
case of dyslexic students who drew their situation to the Board’s attention;

(e) that the Board of Examiners was better able to make consistent judgements about such
students than were individual examiners on whom the responsibility would fall if
dyslexia were taken into account at the marking stage;
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(f) that to vary the standard required at the marking stage threatened the integrity of the
assessment process;

(g) that it was important for the assessment process to be responsive to the problems of all
students with disabilities.  The solution proposed in the case of dyslexic students was
inequitable between them and students with other disabilities.  The fact that other
universities did this did not make it the ‘right’ solution;

(h) that if departments were marking formative work without taking dyslexia into account
this was a matter of concern as it might suggest that lecturers were not being informed
about their students’ disabilities;

Agreed:

(a) that the Chairman give detailed consideration to the extract from the HEFCE report on
Dyslexia in HE supplied by Dr Collins;             (Action: AB)

(b) that Dr Collins be asked to provide specific information about the procedures adopted
elsewhere in HE;            (Action: BO)

(c) that the Secretary ask for information about practice elsewhere via the administrators’
mailbase;            (Action: BO)

(d) that TLC return to this issue when the information sought was available.

159. CLASSIFICATION OF DEGREES INCLUDING A YEAR ABROAD

Considered:  a proposal from the Director of the International Office for the inclusion of marks
obtained during a year abroad at the University of California (UCAL) in the final classification
of a degree at Durham;

Document TLC/00/159 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that it might be preferable for all Durham students to take the same student load at
UCAL.  However, if the UCAL timetable was organised to permit between 14 and 16
units per semester, student choice might be adversely affected if Durham insisted on a
particular number of credits within this band;

(b) that in the light of this it would not be practicable for students in any one department
to take an identical module load.  There could be difficulties agreeing which load
would act as the pattern for exchange students in a particular year;

(c) the difficulty of calibrating actual student achievement to the scales of percentages
and grades used at UCAL and Durham.  This would vary between subject areas which
typically had different mark distributions and would relate strongly to assessment
criteria alongside the marks awarded. It was therefore preferable to allow departments
to decide how to interpret the UCAL marks for use in classification at Durham;

Agreed:

(a) that the paper be approved subject to the deletion of the requirement that all students
undertaking an exchange in the same year from the same department should take the
same number of credits;
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(b) that the Director of the International Office be asked to inform participating
departments of this approach to the transfer of marks from UCAL to Durham;

(c) that this approach be reviewed by TLC in the light of experience.

160. PRE-APPLICATION OPEN DAYS

Reported:  that the Academic Registrar had confirmed that additional resources could not be
found to support the central organisation of faculty-wide or university-wide open days as
detailed in the AAG report to TLC (Minute 118 refers);

Considered:

(a) the responses of Faculty TLCs to the question of whether university, faculty or
departmental open days should be offered to students prior to applying to Durham;

Documents TLC/00/160 (a) – (d) – filed with the Minutes

(b) a further response from TLC to AAG on this matter;

Agreed:  that as the necessary resource could not be provided to support centrally-organised
open days, AAG be asked to promote and develop departmental open days.

161. ALLOCATION OF PROGRAMES TO FACULTIES

Reported:

(a) that anomalies had come to light regarding the allocation to faculties of programmes
offered by the same department as both BA and BSc awards.  For example, the BA in
Archaeology was overseen by the Faculty of Social Sciences but the parallel BSc by
the Faculty of Science;

(b) that this was discussed with the Deans of faculties and proposals to streamline the
allocation were sent to the Chairmen of the Boards of Studies affected for comment;

(c) that comments had been raised by two departments:

(i) Psychology queried whether admissions requirements would be affected since
students are admitted to the BA without the science A Levels required by the
Faculty of Science;

(ii) Geography queried whether this would affect their level of HEFCE funding.
The subject community had had to make a case for a funding rate above that
for classroom-based subjects and had argued in part that departments of
Geography typically stood within science as well as non-science faculties.
However, returns to HEFCE and HESA on which funding is based do not
include reference to the faculty in which a programme is located and BA and
BSc Geography students are all funded at the higher rate;

Received:  the proposals as outlined to the Chairmen of the Boards of Studies;
Document TLC/00/161- filed with the Minutes

Considered:

(a) whether to recommend to Senate that each degree programme be allocated to the
faculty to which the department concerned belongs;
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(b) amending the requirement that entrants to programmes in Science should have at least
one science A Level to make it clear that this did not refer to BA programmes.
Suggested wording was attached;

Document TLC/00/162 – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that this had no implications for funding.  Funding bodies not seek information about
the faculty to which a programme belonged, and (for example) BA and BSc
Geography students were all funded at the same rate (ie the higher rate for non-
classroom-based study);

(b) that employers and other external stakeholders would not be aware of which faculty a
programme belonged to;

(c) that it was unhelpful for different Deans to handle concessions for students in the
same department;

Recommended:

(a) that Senate approve the proposal that each degree programme be allocated to the
faculty to which the department belongs with effect from October 2001;

(b) that Senate approve consequential changes to the regulations:

(i) to ensure that BA students in the Faculty of Science were not required to have
science A Levels;

(ii) to ensure that BSc students in other faculties were so required.
(Attachment III)

162. FACULTY OF ARTS TLC SUB-COMMITTEE

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Arts Faculty TLC Sub-Committee held on 20
April 2001.

Document TLC/00/163 – filed with the Minutes

163. FACULTY OF SOCIAL SCIENCES TLC SUB-COMMITTEE

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Social Sciences Faculty TLC Sub-Committee
held on 27 April 2001;

Document TLC/00/164 – filed with the Minutes

Considered:

(a) issues arising from the Minutes not itemised elsewhere on the agenda, including the
withdrawal of the ITGS course (Minute 4(k));

(b) proposed changes to regulations for the following programmes approved by the Dean
by Chairman’s action on behalf of Faculty TLC Sub-Committee with effect from
October 2001:
(i) BA Economics with French (L1R1);
(ii) BA European Studies and French/German/Spanish (RT12/RT22/RT42);
(iii) BA European Studies (T200);
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(iv) BA European Studies with French/German/Spanish (T2R1/T2R2/T2R4);
(v) BA History (V100);
(vi) BA History Part-time (V100);
(vii) BA History with Russian (V1R8);

(c) proposed terms of reference for the Board of Examiners for the Final Honours
Examinations in Joint Honours in the Faculty of Social Sciences, approved by the
Dean by Chairman’s action;

Document TLC/00/164(a) – filed with the Minutes

Noted:

(a) that the Departments of Archaeology and Economics and Finance had incorporated
the ITGS within their degree programmes.  It was hoped that the ITS’ more flexible
provision of courses in place of the ITGS would meet their needs;

(b) that the faculty-wide Management Committee for Joint Honours programmes had
proved unworkable and unhelpful;

(c) that the Dean had had on-going discussion with departments in the light of the faculty
session on good practice in the management of meetings of Boards of Examiners;

Agreed:  that the regulation changes be approved subject to:

(a) inclusion of ‘Economie Internationale or’ (omitted due to a typing error) in the rubric
for year 3 of the regulations for Economics with French;

(b) amendment of the rubric for Stage 3 of the BA in European Studies and
French/German/Spanish to read: ‘In order to pass the Year Abroad students must
achieve an average mark across all courses of 40%’.  This would retain flexibility but
assure a standard passmark.

164. FACULTY OF SCIENCE TLC SUB-COMMITTEE

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Science Faculty TLC Sub-Committee held on 25
April 2001;

Document TLC/00/165 – filed with the Minutes

Considered:

(a) issues arising from the Minutes not itemised elsewhere on the agenda;

(b) proposed regulation changes for the following programmes approved by the Dean by
Chairman’s action on behalf of Faculty TLC Sub-Committee with effect from October
2001:
(i) BSc Computer Science and Mathematics;
(ii) MEng;

Document TLC/00/165(a) – filed with the Minutes

Agreed:  that the proposed regulation changes be approved.

165. FACULTY OF HEALTH, MEDICINE AND ENVIRONMENT TLC SUB-
COMMITTEE

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Health, Medicine and Environment Faculty TLC
Sub-Committee held on 25 April 2001;

Document TLC/00/166 – filed with the Minutes
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Considered:  issues arising from the Minutes not itemised elsewhere on the agenda, including
Self Assessment Documentation (Sport);

Noted:

(a) that the Faculty would be represented in relevant meetings in the QAA review of
Education and Sport;

(b) that the Faculty had been made aware of the QAA’s view of the nature of the
association between Durham and Newcastle in respect of the Medicine programme.

166. VALIDATION SUB-COMMITTEE

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Validation Sub-Committee held on 11 May 2001;
Document TLC/00/167 – filed with the Minutes

Considered:  issues arising from the Minutes not itemised elsewhere on the agenda, including
membership of the Validation Sub-Committee and the Management Committees (Minute
5(b));

Reported:  that the Chairman of TLC had approved, by Chairman’s action, revisions to the BA
in Theology and Ministry offered by St John’s, Ushaw College and the Wesley Study Centre.
These revisions modularised the programme.  Copies of the documentation were available on
request;

Noted:

(a) that Validation Sub-Committee was seeking to bring practices with regard to validated
programmes into line with internal procedures in respect of consideration of external
examiners’ reports and Periodic Review;

(b) that Validation Sub-Committee would bring back to TLC proposals to transfer the
validated Nursing degree to the Faculty of Health, Medicine and Environment;

(c) the difficulty experienced by a partner institution dealing with an allegation of
plagiarism made after the student concerned had returned home.

167. REVALIDATION OF DEGREE PROGRAMMES

Considered:  recommending to Senate the revalidation of undergraduate degree programmes in
Computer Science, Engineering, Environmental Sciences (UDSC), and Law, following
Faculty Reviews undertaken since January 2001.  Copies of Programme Specifications were
available on request from the Undergraduate Office;

Document TLC/00/168 – filed with the Minutes

Recommended:  that Senate revalidate the programmes as listed.

168. FUTURE DEVELOPMENT OF DUO

Considered:  a paper from the Director of the ITS regarding the future development of the
DUO Blackboard system;

Document TLC/00/169 – file with the Minutes

Received:  comments from the Librarian, sent by email;

Document TLC/00/169(a) – tabled and filed with the Minutes

Noted:
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(a) the immense growth in the use of Blackboard during the year.  The ‘known
requirements’ listed in the document should include the fact that most departments
wished to be able to use the environment;

(b) that Level 2 of Blackboard would make it available to colleges and to UDSC;

(c) the financial implications of the upgrade, which were being discussed between the
Director of ITS and RPG;

(d) that the Library staff  had been involved in early discussions about DUO.  On the
advice of the Library the LTT advised departments to link their information on
Blackboard to their reading lists and to OPAC and to make the liaison librarian a
‘member’ of the course to give him/her access to the relevant Blackboard site.  This
was consistent with the protocol for managing Blackboard which vested ownership of
the Blackboard material and access to it in the department concerned.  However, not
all departments acted on this advice;

Agreed:

(a) that the potential offered by Blackboard be welcomed and its popularity among
departments and students be affirmed;

(b) that advice to departments using Blackboard be reinforced to encourage them to
authorise the linkage of their sites to their reading lists and to OPAC and to register
their liaison librarian as a course member.             (Action: BO)

169. DATA PROTECTION ACT

Considered:  a paper from the University’s Data Protection Officer on issues arising from the
Data Protection Act in relation to the release of marks to students.

Document TLC/00/170 – filed with the Minutes

Recommended:  that Senate approve the paper and that consequential changes be made to the
Calendar to delete references to the alphabetic grades within the Senate Scale with effect from
October 2001.

170. FACULTY OF ARTS QA PANEL

Received:  the minutes of the meeting of the Faculty of Arts QA Panel held on 14 May 2001.
Document TLC/00/171 – filed with the Minutes

171. BOARDS OF EXAMINERS FOR JOINT AND COMBINED PROGRAMMES

Reported:

(a) that reports of the Boards of Examiners from Joint Honours programmes were signed
by the Chairman of the Board and passed to the Dean for scrutiny;

(b) that the Faculty of Social Sciences would this year have a single Board of Examiners
for all its Joint Honours programmes, chaired by the Dean;

(c) that in previous years the Boards of Examiners chaired by the Deans (for Combined
Honours, Natural Sciences and Preliminary Honours) had been scrutinised by the Pro-
Vice-Chancellor;

Considered:  whether reports from such Boards should be referred to either the Pro-Vice-
Chancellor or the Dean of another faculty;



15

Agreed:  that such reports be referred to the Dean of another faculty.

172. ITEMS FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION

(a) Equal Opportunities in Teaching & Learning – revised policy statement to be
considered (Minute 157, 31 May 2001)

(b) Revised proposals on plagiarism to be considered following discussion of reports from
Deans in September (Minute 129, 1 May 2001);

(c) Revised proposals for retention of examination scripts and assessed work to be
considered (Minute 130, 1 May 2001);

(d) Part-Time degrees: monitor recruitment (Minute 153(a), 31 May 2001);

(e) Anonymous Marking of Students with Disabilities:  consider further when information
on practice elsewhere has been received (Minute 158, 31 May 2001);

(f) Classification of degrees including a year abroad (Minute 159, 31 May 2001) – review
in light of experience.

173. DATE OF NEXT MEETING

Reported: that the next meeting of TLC would be held on Monday 2 July 2001, at 10.00am in
Committee Room 1, Old Shire Hall.


