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MINUTES 

 
PART A:  STRATEGIC ISSUES 

 
84. UNIVERSITY LEARNING AND TEACHING STRATEGY 
 

Considered:  whether to recommend to Senate approval of the University Learning and 
Teaching Strategy, 2007-10; 

(Document TLC/06/141- filed with the minutes) 
 

Reported: 
 

(a) that in addition to the comments made by TLC at its last meeting, feedback on the 
draft University Learning and Teaching Strategy had been received from Faculty 
TLCs (Secretary’s note:  as detailed in Documents 167-69 below); 

 
(b) that Document 141 was a further iteration of the draft strategy previously received 

as Document 134; 
 

(c) that if the University Learning and Teaching Strategy, 2007-10 was approved for 
recommendation to Senate, it would be submitted to UEC for consideration prior to 
forwarding to Senate; 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that the commitment in the University Learning and Teaching Strategy, 2007-10 to 

internationalise, as far as is possible, the undergraduate and postgraduate 
curricula was aligned with the University’s Strategic Plan 2005-10; 

 
(b) in respect of the references to the role of the colleges in supporting students, that 

the University Learning and Teaching Strategy, 2007-10 was concerned with the 
synergies between departments and colleges in providing support to students e.g. 
through the tutorial system; 

 
Agreed:  that the wording of paragraph 8.2 of Document 141 be revised to ensure that 
it incorporated all staff who delivered, or directly supported, learning and teaching; 
 
Recommended:  that Senate approve the final version of the University Learning and 
Teaching Strategy, 2007-10. 
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85. HIGHER LEVEL SKILLS 
 

Considered: 
 

(a) the executive summary of the Leitch Review of Skills; 
(Document TLC/06/142 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(b) information on the development of the North East’s Higher Level Skills Pathfinder 

project; 
(Document TLC/06/143 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(c) an oral report from the Chair on the University’s current and proposed engagement 

with the North East Higher Skills Network; 
 

(d) an oral report from the Head of Regional Regeneration on the University’s 
participation in the region’s Higher Level Skills Pathfinder; 

 
(e) a summary of the North East Higher Level Skills Pathfinder, and the University’s 

engagement with this development; 
(Document TLC/06/143a, laid on the table – filed with the minutes) 

 
Reported:  by the Chair; 
 
(a) that HEFCE and the DfES were placing an increasing emphasis on the role of 

higher education in meeting the higher level skills needs of the UK’s economy and 
society, and on the consequent need for increased links between HEIs and 
employers in order to provide demand led HE level provision that met these skill 
needs; 

 
(b) that the University was a member of the region’s Lifelong Learning Network, the 

North East Higher Skills Network, and was participating in the region’s Higher Level 
Skills Pathfinder; 

 
(c) that lifelong learning was concerned with all levels of provision up to and including 

postgraduate level, and that it was most appropriate for the University to engage 
with the lifelong learning and higher skills agendas at the postgraduate level.  This 
was consistent with the University’s strategic aim of increasing its postgraduate 
student numbers, while supporting the University’s strategic aim relating to regional 
engagement; 

 
(d) that the proposal that the University engage with these agendas at the 

postgraduate level, thereby supporting the progression of lifelong learners through 
all levels of higher education, had been discussed with representatives of other 
HEIs in the region and had received favourable feedback.  A proposal for a study of 
how the University could most effectively engage with the lifelong learning and 
higher skills agendas was in preparation, and would in due course come to TLC; 

 
(e) that given the increasing emphasis being placed on the issues of higher level skills 

and employer engagement by HEFCE, it was important that faculties considered 
how and where it would be appropriate for them to engage with these agendas; 

 
Reported:  by the Head of Regional Regeneration; 
 
(a) that HEFCE had established three regional Higher Level Skills Pathfinders, to 

promote engagement between employers and higher education in order to meet 
the higher level skills needs of the UK economy and society; 
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(b) that in the summer of 2006 the north east region had been invited by HEFCE to bid 
for one of the Higher Level Skills Pathfinders, and this bid had been successful.  
Given the tight timescales involved, as a result of the deadlines set by HEFCE, the 
Chair of TLC decided that a small number of departments should be approached to 
ascertain whether they would be interested in participating in the Pathfinder; 

 
(c) that the Pathfinders had been established for a three year period starting in 2006/7, 

and the funding included resource to support the development of higher education 
provision (including full programmes and short courses) that responded to 
employer demands for higher level skills.  Development funding had been 
earmarked for each of the participating institutions, and the University’s allocation 
was £27,000 for 2006/7;  £28,000 for 2007/8;  and £39,000 for 2008/9; 

 
(d) that two bids for the development funding available for 2006/7 had been received 

by REDSS, from the School for Health and the School of Biological and Biomedical 
Sciences, and these would be subject to University scrutiny before they were 
submitted to the Pathfinder team based at Universities for the North East.  The 
School for Health had also made a bid for a small number of ASNs that were 
available through the Pathfinder; 

 
(e) that the intention was to circulate information on the Pathfinder to all departments, 

through the paper tabled as Document 143a, in order to allow all departments to 
consider whether to make bids for future rounds of development funding; 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that if departments wished to discuss the Pathfinder, and the attached development 

fund, they should contact the Head of Regional Regeneration in the first instance; 
 

(b) that a number of departments within the Faculty of Social Sciences and Health had 
identified potential opportunities for provision that would meet identified training 
needs in the region.  These departments had, however, identified the need for the 
University to develop its frameworks and processes to allow students to undertake 
individual modules as credit bearing CPD if they were to be able to take advantage 
of these opportunities; 

 
(c) the significance of DfES’s and HEFCE’s increased emphasis on employer 

engagement in both teaching and research.  This was already influencing the 
allocation of QR income by HEFCE, and had had a significant impact on the 
distribution, if not yet the level, of QR income received by the University. 

 
PART B:  ROUTINE BUSINESS 

 
86. MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING 
 

Confirmed: 
 

(a) the minutes of the meeting of TLC held 19 February 2007; 
(Document TLC/06/144 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(b) the report to Senate from the meeting of TLC held 19 February 2007. 

(Document TLC/06/145 – filed with the minutes) 
 
 
 
87. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 
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(a) Minutes 3(a), 60(a) Matters Arising from the Minutes:  Action Short of a Strike 

 
Received:  a proposal regarding examination invigilation, considered and approved 
by the meeting of Senate held 6 March 2007; 

(Document TLC/06/146 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Reported: 
 
(i) that Senate had approved the proposal that with effect from the May/June 

examinations academic staff should not be required to invigilate 
examinations, though those departments who wanted their academic staff to 
continue to invigilate examinations could continue to do so.  An appropriate 
member of academic staff was still required to be present for the first 20 
minutes of each examination and be contactable thereafter; 

 
(ii) that student representatives at Senate had raised concerns regarding the 

accuracy of examination papers, and Senate had asked that this matter be 
further considered by TLC; 

 
Noted: 
 
(i) that the issue of errors in examination papers had been raised in a number of 

Examination and Assessment Reports, and TLC had impressed on the 
departments concerned, through Faculty TLCs, the importance of submitting 
error free examination papers; 

 
(ii) that Computer Science had instituted a new procedure whereby all 

examination papers were re-read and checked the day before the 
examination was due to take place.  When errors were found, this caused 
significant additional work to reprint corrected papers but it ensured that any 
problems were addressed before they impacted on the students sitting the 
examinations; 

 
(iii) that in addition to developing additional procedures such as that introduced 

by Computer Science, to ensure that examination papers were error free 
departments might also need to consider how effectively they were 
implementing existing processes for checking examination papers prior to 
their submission to SPA; 

 
Agreed:  that Faculty TLCs be asked to consider how departments can take steps 
to assure TLC, and through TLC assure Senate, that the concerns regarding errors 
in examination papers raised at Senate would be effectively addressed; 

(Action:  SDK/MJE/LF) 
(b) Minute 75 Senate Review Group 

 
Received:  the submission to the meeting of the Senate Review Group held 2 
March 2007 regarding the future operation of TLC and its sub-committees, revised 
in light of discussion with UEC, TLC and members of the Senate Review Group; 

(Document TLC/06/147 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Reported:  that the submission on the future operation of TLC and its sub-
committees had been received positively by the Senate Review Group, and its 
proposals would be incorporated within the recommendations being made by the 
Review Group to the meeting of Senate to be held 8 May 2007; 
Noted: 
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(i) that Document 147 stated the intention of establishing a working group to 

revise the programme approval process, which would include moving to a two 
stage process where the outline academic proposal and supporting business 
case were considered in the first stage and, if the proposal was successful, it 
would proceed to a second stage which would consider the full academic 
proposal.  If revisions to this process were to be approved and in place for the 
2007/8 academic year this would need to be progressed quickly, particularly 
as departments might be working on new programme proposals over the 
summer 2007, and the intention was to bring a proposal to the next meeting 
of TLC; 

 
(ii) that Document 147 did not include the Dean of Colleges in the membership of 

the proposed Learning and Teaching Committee, but that the Colleges 
Division would be represented on the Student Experience Sub-Committee of 
LTC; 

 
(iii) the Dean of Colleges’ view that the membership of LTC should include the 

Dean of Colleges; 
 

(c) Minute 81 New Programme Approval 
 

Reported:  that following the last meeting of TLC, Chair’s action was taken on 
behalf of TLC to recommend to Senate the introduction of the following 
programmes: 

 
 MSc Arab World Studies 
 MSc/Postgraduate Diploma/Postgraduate Certificate Clinical 

Management/Health Research Methods/Interdisciplinary Mental 
Health/Medical Education/Public Policy and Health 

 International Foundation Year 
 MSc Advanced Software Engineering/MSc Software Engineering 

Management 
 

Noted:  that all of these proposed programmes had subsequently been approved 
by Senate (Senate Minute 179 refers). 

 
88. REPORT FROM SENATE 
 

Received:  an extract from the minutes of the meeting of Senate held 6 March 2007. 
(Document TLC/06/148 – filed with the minutes) 

 
89. CHAIR’S BUSINESS 
 

(a) Schedule of Business, 2007/8 
 

Reported:  that from 2007/8 a schedule of business would be agreed for TLC’s 
work for the following year, with progress against this schedule forming the basis of 
an annual report to Senate.  A draft of this schedule would be submitted to the July 
meeting of TLC; 

(Action:  GN/RDH) 
 
 
 
 

(b) Review of Admissions Policy 
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Reported:  that the Pro-Vice-Chancellor (Student Experience) was initiating a 
review of the University’s admissions policy.  The Academic Registrar and Director 
of Undergraduate Admissions had been asked to provide as a matter of urgency 
the background statistical information to initiate the review, and it was intended to 
bring a paper on this subject to TLC later in the current academic year; 

 
(c) Review of Assessment and Feedback 

 
Reported:  that the University Learning and Teaching Strategy considered earlier in 
the meeting included in its action plan a University review of assessment and 
feedback.  The aim of the review was ensure that the University had a systematic 
and equitable approach to assessment across the institution, and it was intended 
that this review would commence at the start of 2007/8; 

 
(d) 2008 Improving Student Learning Symposium 

 
Reported:  by Professor Meyer, that the Improving Student Learning Symposium 
would be held at the University in September 2008.  The contract for this 
conference had been signed, although the public announcement of this would not 
be made until autumn 2007. 

 
90. NATIONAL STUDENT SURVEY 
 

Considered: the final report from the National Student Survey Working Group. 
(Document TLC/06/149 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Reported:  that the University had recently been notified by IPSOS-MORI that the 
University’s current completion rate for the 2008 NSS was 45%, which was below the 
national average of 49% completion at the time the notification was sent.  While the 
University did not wish to pester final year students regarding completion of the NSS 
questionnaire, given the importance of the NSS it would be appropriate to encourage 
students to complete it; 
 
Noted: 
 
(a) that the number of students who responded to the 2006 NSS and who were 

identified as dyslexic had been surprisingly low, and that SPA and DUSSD had 
worked to ensure that all students in receipt of DSA were identified as being so in 
the student record.  2008 would be the first year in which this work would impact on 
the NSS data; 

 
(b) that the Working Group had proposed amending the template for departmental 

analysis of NSS scores so that comments on good practice were only required 
where the mean score was 4.3 and above.  Previously, departments had been 
required to report on scores of 4.0 and above.  However, it appeared that the large 
number of such scores had deterred departments from giving detailed comments, 
and the proposed change would ensure that the workload associated with the 
template was proportionate while ensuring that examples of good practice were 
picked up; 

 
(c) that the research undertaken thus far had suggested that it was most meaningful 

for departments to compare their NSS scores with those for the same discipline in 
other institutions.  While the value of such comparative analysis were 
acknowledged, this might represent a not insignificant additional workload when 
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compared to the proposal of the Working Group regarding reporting on good 
practice; 

 
Agreed: 
 
(a) that Chairs of Faculty TLCs should be sent the list of departmental return rates for 

the NSS, to allow them to discuss with departments the issue of completion rates; 
(Action:  RDH/SDK/MJE/LF) 

 
(b) that the template for departmental analysis of NSS scores be amended to require 

comments on questions with scores <3 and >4.3, as well as scores which had 
changed by 0.5 or more in the previous year; 

 
(c) that the data sent to departments be reviewed to identify the three top average 

scores for each question, and that where information on the policies and 
procedures that had led to these high scores had not already been requested 
through the requirements detailed in Agreed (b) above departments be asked to 
provide this information; 

 
(d) that institutional level work be initiated to enhance provision in respect of feedback 

on assessment; 
 

(e) that the summary of responses on IT and library provision by subject area be sent 
to the heads of ITS and the Library, and a response be made to TLC; 

(Action:  RDH/LB/JTDH) 
 

(f) that the data for students by domicile (both the base data for 2005 and 2006, and 
the data aggregated across years) should be sent to the Director of the 
International Office for comments which should be reported to TLC; 

(Action:  RDH/DB) 
 

(g) that the members of the Working Group be thanked for their efforts on behalf of 
TLC, and that the Working Group be wound up. 

 
91. KEEPING OF TERMS 
 

Received: 
 

(a) the report from the review group looking at the Keeping of Terms process, including 
revised University Calendar and Teaching and Learning Handbook entries based 
on the report’s recommendations; 

(Documents TLC/06/150 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(b) feedback from Faculty TLCs, Graduate School Committee and the colleges on the 
review group’s recommendations; 

(Document TLC/06/151-53 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Considered:  whether to endorse the recommendations of the review group, and 
recommend to Senate the proposed revisions to General Regulation V and the Code of 
Good Practice on Academic Progress; 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that a number of important issues regarding attendance policy had been raised in 

the legal advice received by the review group.  In respect of the contract between 
the University and its students, this advice had highlighted that to be enforceable 
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the terms and conditions of this contract would need to have been brought to the 
attention of the student when they entered into the contract.  The legal advice was 
that as a result of this ‘it is important that the exact attendance requirements of 
each programme are clearly stipulated and brought to students’ attention at the 
time of enrolment’; 

 
(b) that as a result of this legal advice TLC needed to be reassured that departments 

were providing to students on registration clear, explicit and documented 
information about the attendance requirements of their programme and the 
potential consequences of not meeting their compulsory obligations; 

 
(c) that it would also be necessary to inform Graduate School Committee of TLC’s 

view of the importance of this aspect of the legal advice, as keeping of terms also 
applied to postgraduate research students; 

 
(d) that the 1994 Group and Russell Group were currently considering the issue of 

student learning contracts/entitlements, and the University was waiting for 
information from the 1994 Group’s study before taking forward its work on the 
notion of a student entitlement.  The issue of attendance requirements and keeping 
of terms would need to be considered further in this context; 

 
(e) that in this context, further work was needed before the broader recommendations 

of the review group could be considered.  This further work would have to pay 
particular attention to the need to ensure consistency and equity across the 
institution in the implementation of keeping of terms, and the departmental 
monitoring processes that linked with keeping of terms; 

 
(f) that pending consideration of the review group’s recommendations the current 

regulations and processes would remain in force.  In this context, particular 
emphasis was placed on the need for departments and colleges to ensure that all 
relevant information regarding keeping of terms cases was shared with the Deans’ 
Offices; 

 
(g) the concern that references in the proposed revisions to General Regulation V to 

‘temporary leave of residence’ were not entirely appropriate, as students given 
such temporary leave may remain in residence while being granted permission to 
miss academic commitments for a specified period; 

 
(h) that further revisions would be needed to the Code of Good Practice on Academic 

Progress and the draft Teaching and Learning Handbook entries, in order to ensure 
that the terminology of these documents fully aligned with the University’s current 
practice and nomenclature; 

 
Agreed: 
 
(a) that Faculty TLCs be asked to seek confirmation from departments that they were 

providing clear, explicit and documented information to students on registration 
about the attendance requirements of their programme and the potential 
consequences of not meeting their compulsory obligations, and to report on this 
matter to TLC; 

(Action:  SDK/MJE/LF) 
 

(b) to inform Graduate School Committee of TLC’s view of the importance of this 
aspect of the legal advice, as keeping of term also applied to postgraduate 
research students. 

(Action:  RDH) 
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92. REVIEW OF THE QUALITY ASSURANCE FRAMEWORK 
 

Received:  feedback from Faculty TLCs on the recommendation of the report of Phase 
Two of the Review of the Quality Assurance Framework that external examiners’ 
reports be shared with student representatives as a matter of course (e.g. through 
staff-student consultative committees); 

(Document TLC/06/154 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Considered:  in light of feedback from Faculty TLCs, how the University would share 
external examiners’ reports with student representatives with effect from 2007/8 (i.e. 
2006/7 reports); 

 
Agreed:  that with effect from 2007/8 (i.e. reports on the academic year 2006/7) 
external examiners’ reports should be shared with student representatives through 
staff-student consultative committees. 

 
93. INTERNATIONAL STUDENT BAROMETER SURVEY 
 

Received:  the Autumn 2006 report on feedback from international students through 
the International Students’ Barometer Survey; 

(Document TLC/06/155 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Considered:  issues arising from this report; 
 
Noted: 
 
(a) that a number of areas of the University had made significant efforts to improve the 

quality of the initial welcome for international students arriving at the University, and 
it had resulted in student satisfaction with the University’s formal welcome to 
international students being ranked first among those institutions participating in 
the ISB Survey; 

 
(b) that respondents to the ISB Survey had registered dissatisfaction with careers 

provision at the University.  The Chair had asked the International Office to work 
with the Careers Advisory Service, with a view to addressing the issues raised by 
international students and in doing so identifying good practice that could be rolled 
out for all types of student; 

 
(c) that some of the issues raised by respondents to the ISB Survey indicated that 

there was a need to manage student expectations regarding careers provision, 
ensuring that the service that the University was providing was clearly detailed for, 
and understood by, students; 

 
(d) that the Chair was currently considering issues identified by respondents to the ISB 

Survey related to the living experience of international students; 
 

(e) that progress was being made with ITS regarding the provision of email/internet 
access to international students on arrival, and the Director of ITS had indicated 
that it should be possible to address this issue for 2007/8 so that international 
students were able to gain access to the internet and web-based email before they 
had completed the full registration process; 

 
(f) that the survey results identified dissatisfaction with the registration process.  The 

Chair had received reassurances that the registration process would improve for 
the coming year, and the urgency of addressing this issue was emphasised; 
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Agreed:  that the Chair should write to the Director of the International Office to convey 
TLC’s congratulations regarding the success in improving the quality of the initial 
welcome for international students, and asking that he convey these congratulations to 
all those involved in the initial welcome process. 

(Action:  GN) 
 

94. UNDERGRADUATE APPLICATIONS 
 

Considered:  a report on applications for 2007 entry; 
(Document TLC/06/156 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that while it was useful to receive information on application numbers, it would be 

more useful to receive this accompanied by data on offers and acceptances; 
 

(b) that it was important that such reports clearly and frankly identified for TLC any key 
issues of concern, and the Pro-Vice-Chancellor (Student Experience) had 
emphasised the need for this to the Undergraduate Admissions Office; 

 
(c) that there had been a significant decline in the proportion of state school students 

applying and being admitted to the University.  This was an important issue that 
would be among those considered by the review of the University’s admissions 
policy; 

 
(d) that the information on the destination university of those applicants who had 

declined the offer of a place at the University contained within the Decliners’ Survey 
might provide useful data relating to the declining proportion of state school 
students, and that the Pro-Vice-Chancellor (Student Experience) had requested 
this information from the Undergraduate Admissions Office; 

 
(e) that if members of TLC had suggestions for the type of data that they felt could 

usefully be considered by the review of admissions (and therefore TLC when it 
considered reports from the review of admissions), or that would better inform 
TLC’s discussion of admissions issues more generally at future meetings, these 
should be forwarded to the Chair and Secretary. 

 
95. EXTERNAL EXAMINERS’ REPORTS 
 

Considered:  the reports from the Deans/Deputy Deans on the reports of 
undergraduate external examiners for: 

 
(a) Arts and Humanities;                 (Document TLC/06/157 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(b) Science;                                     (Document TLC/06/158 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(c) Social Sciences and Health.      (Document TLC/06/159 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that a number of external examiners had raised issues regarding the consistency of 

the exercise of discretion by boards of examiners; 
 

(b) the need to reaffirm that where vivas were used a part of the undergraduate 
assessment process they should be based clearly on the learning outcomes of the 
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programme;  assessed against defined assessment criteria;  and fully minuted 
(TLC 2004/5, Minute 108 refers); 

 
(c) that some external examiners in the Faculty of Science had expressed concerns 

regarding the University requirement for anonymous degree classification, but that 
the University had a clear rationale for this requirement; 

 
(d) that the need for markers to use the full range of the first class scale where 

assessed work merited it had been raised by a number of external examiners.  In 
some cases departmental responses to external examiner reports had agreed that 
this was necessary and had sought advice on how they could more effectively 
communicate this to staff in their departments; 

 
(e) that these issues related to assessment practice, and would be included within the 

remit of the University’s review of assessment; 
 

(f) that pending the review of assessment consideration would be given as to whether 
further guidance on the use of discretion, within the policy on this already defined 
for the University, might be provided to boards of examiners; 

 
(g) that further consideration needed to be given to the articulation between the 

processes for considering, and reporting on the consideration of, external 
examiners’ reports, and the annual review process, and to whether it would be 
useful to introduce a University overview of all external examiners’ reports in order 
to identify key generic issues that the University needed to consider; 

 
Agreed:  that a working group on the process for the consideration of external 
examiners’ reports, and the links between this and the annual review process, be 
established, and draft terms of reference and membership be brought to the next 
meeting of TLC. 

(Action:  GN/RDH) 
 
96. ANNUAL REVIEW 
 

Considered:  the reports from the Deans/Deputy Deans on departmental annual 
reviews of learning and teaching; 
(a) Arts and Humanities;                 (Document TLC/06/160 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(b) Science;                                     (Document TLC/06/161 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(c) Social Sciences and Health;      (Document TLC/06/162 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) the concern that while it was required that all departments present their annual 

review documentation to SSCCs prior to its submission to the Academic Support 
Office, not all departments were directly involving students in their annual review; 

 
(b) that if students were to be directly involved in the annual review process, this might 

have implications for the timing of annual review in some departments; 
 
Agreed:  in principle, that all departments should directly involve students in their 
annual review process. 
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97. BOARDS OF EXAMINERS 
 

Considered:  the reports on the meetings of undergraduate boards of examiners for: 
 

(a) Arts and Humanities;                 (Document TLC/06/163 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(b) Science;                                     (Document TLC/06/164 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(c) Social Sciences and Health;      (Document TLC/06/165 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(d) Preliminary Honours, Combined Honours, Joint Honours and Natural Sciences. 
(Document TLC/06/166, laid on the table – filed with the minutes) 

 
Noted:  that although it was important to ensure that there was no conflict of interest in 
reporting on the conduct of the Preliminary Honours, Combined Honours, Joint 
Honours and Natural Sciences boards of examiners, consideration could be given as 
part of the review agreed above (Minute 95 refers) as to whether these reports should 
continue to be made by the Chair of TLC or become the responsibility of a senior 
officer of the relevant faculty other than the one who had chaired the meeting of the 
board in question.  

 
98. FACULTY OF ARTS AND HUMANITIES TLC SUB-COMMITTEE 

 
Received: the minutes of the meeting held 20 February 2007; 

(Document TLC/06/167 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Considered:  issues of concern or interest not itemised elsewhere on the agenda; 
 

(a) the request for a response regarding the Sub-Committee’s views on the schedule 
for Enhancement-led Reviews (Minute 25 refers); 

 
(b) the request for further information on the role of departmental teaching and learning 

strategies (Minute 26(a) refers); 
 

(c) the discussion of the use of discretion by boards of examiners (Minute 26(c) 
refers); 

 
(d) the Sub-Committee’s support of the proposals for joint teaching-research reviews, 

noting that this response would be passed on to the Working Grouping on 
University Review (Minute 30 refers); 

 
(e) the recommendation of the Sub-Committee regarding the pilot year of the Online 

Registration Project (Minute 34 refers); 
 

(f) the recommendation that students be consulted on the design of level and 
programme questionnaires (Minute 36 refers); 

 
Noted:  that the main issues of concern raised by the Sub-Committee regarding the 
exercise of discretion and assessment had been discussed earlier in the meeting 
(Minutes 89 and 95 refer). 

 
99. FACULTY OF SOCIAL SCIENCES AND HEALTH TLC SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

Received: the minutes of the meeting held 9 February 2007; 
(Document TLC/06/168 – filed with the minutes) 
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Considered:  issues of concern or interest not itemised elsewhere on the agenda; 
 

(a) the Sub-Committee’s views on the proposals for joint teaching-research reviews, 
noting that this response would be passed on to the Working Grouping on 
University Review (Minute 40 refers); 

 
(b) the discussion of issues regarding the classification of students at the lower/upper 

second class honours borderline (Minute 44 refers); 
 

(c) the discussion of the Online Registration Project (Minute 45 refers); 
 

(d) the discussion of plagiarism and assessment irregularities (Minute 56 refers); 
 

Noted:  that the main issue of concern raised by the Sub-Committee regarding the 
exercise of discretion and the classification of students at the lower/upper second class 
honours borderline had been discussed earlier in the meeting (Minutes 89 and 95 
refer). 

 
100. FACULTY OF SCIENCE TLC SUB-COMMITTEE 
 

Received: the minutes of the meeting held 14 February 2007; 
(Document TLC/06/169 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Considered:  issues of concern or interest not itemised elsewhere on the agenda; 

 
(a) the Sub-Committee’s continued concern regarding the location of examinations for 

modules offered at one campus but taken by students from both campuses (Minute 
26(c) refers); 

 
(b) the Sub-Committee’s views on the proposals for joint teaching-research reviews, 

noting that this response would be passed on to the Working Grouping on 
University Review (Minute 30 refers); 

 
(c) the feedback from departments that had undergone Enhancement-led Review 

(Minute 33(a) refers); 
(d) the provision of references for students with disabilities (Minute 33(b) refers); 

(Documents TLC/06/170-171 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(e) the discussion of the Online Registration Project (Minute 34 refers); 
 

Noted:  the continuing concern of the Sub-Committee regarding the location of 
examinations, particularly the additional stress that this caused for students, and the 
view that it was not appropriate for policy on such an issue such to be driven by the 
complexities it would raise for service departments; 

 
Agreed:  that the Chair would raise this issue directly with Student Planning and 
Assessment. 

(Action:  GN) 
 
101. COMMITTEE FOR THE OVERSIGHT OF STUDENT SUPPORT SERVICES 
 

Received:  the minutes of the meetings of COSSS held 22 March 2006 and 31 January 
2007; 

(Document TLC/06/172-173 – filed with the minutes) 
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Noted:  that the proposal to the Senate Review Group was that in 2007/8 COSSS 
would be replaced by the Student Experience Sub-Committee of LTC. 

 
102. REFURBISHMENT OF ELVET RIVERSIDE I 
 

Received: 
 

(a) a paper from the Assistant Director (Projects), Estates and Buildings on the 
refurbishment of teaching rooms in Elvet Riverside I, considered by UEC at its 
meeting held 20 February 2007; 

(Document TLC/06/174 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(b) an extract from the minutes of the meeting of UEC held 20 February 2007; 
(Document TLC/06/175 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Noted: 
 
(a) that this issue would be further discussed at the meeting of UEC to be held 27 

March 2007; 
 

(b) that in order for ITS to carry out work in Elvet Riverside I, it was important that a 
decision was reached on the options proposed. 

 
PART C:  ITEMS FOR APPROVAL

 
103. ENHANCEMENT-LED REVIEW, DEPARTMENT OF EARTH SCIENCES 
 

Reported:  that an Enhancement-led Review of the Department of Earth Sciences was 
undertaken on 11 December 2006; 

 
Received: 

 
(a) the review report; (Document TLC/06/176 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(b) the revalidation proposal for undergraduate and postgraduate programmes; 

(Document TLC/06/177 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Considered:  whether to recommend to Senate revalidation of the programmes listed 
for six years with effect from October 2007; 

 
Noted:  that the review of Earth Sciences had been the first Enhancement-led Review 
held in the University.  Positive feedback on the process had been received from both 
the departments in the Faculty of Science who had thus far undergone Enhancement-
led Review; 

 
Recommended: that Senate approve the revalidation of the programmes listed for six 
years with effect from October 2007. 

 
104. NEW PROGRAMME APPROVAL:  POSTGRADUATE DIPLOMA SPECIALIST 

SOCIAL WORK WITH CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE, THEIR FAMILIES AND 
CARERS 

 
Considered:  whether to recommend to Senate the approval of a new Postgraduate 
Diploma Specialist Social Work with Children and Young People, their Families and 
Carers with effect from October 2007: 
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(a) programme specification;           (Document TLC/06/178 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(b) programme regulations;             (Document TLC/06/179 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(c) departmental statement;            (Document TLC/06/180 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(d) learning resources forms;          (Document TLC/06/181 – filed with the minutes) 
 

(e) minutes of the validation panel; 
(Document TLC/06/182 – filed with the minutes) 

 
(f) programme approval form;        (Document TLC/06/183 – filed with the minutes) 

 
Recommended:  that Senate approve the introduction of the proposed programme 
with effect from October 2007. 

 
PART D:  ITEMS FOR INFORMATION

 
105. REVIEW OF THE PROVISION OF SUPPORT FOR INITIAL AND CONTINUED 

PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT, LEARNING AND TEACHING AND RESEARCH 
SUPERVISION 

 
Received:  the terms of reference for the review; 

(Document TLC/06/184 – filed with the minutes) 
 

Reported:  that the terms of reference for the review had been approved by UEC, and 
the review would take place 21-22 May 2007. 

 
106 MATTERS OF REPORT 

 
Received:  a report of action taken by the Chair on behalf of TLC. 

(Document TLC/06/185 – filed with the minutes) 
 

107 DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS 
 

Reported: that the dates of the remaining meetings of TLC for the academic year   
2006/7 were as follows: 

 
Monday 14 May 2007, at 2:15pm 
Wednesday 4 July 2007, at 2:15pm 
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