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Purpose: The paper provides an overview of the activity of Quality and Standards Sub-Committee 
(QSSC) during 2012/13, in order to inform Senate of QSSC’s exercise of powers delegated 
by Senate and the key developments instigated by QSSC. 

Recommendations: The paper contains no recommendations: it is for information only.

Action requested: Information 
 

Background: 

Senate has overall responsibility for establishing, reviewing and upholding the academic standards of the 
University, and for establishment of collaborative partnerships at other institutions. Many of the attendant 
responsibilities are formally delegated to Quality and Standards Sub-Committee (QSSC) through Education 
Committee. This document provides an overview of QSSC’s exercise of those powers in the 2012/13 academic 
year, alongside an indication of the key issues discussed by QSSC. There has been no prior consultation on this 
document.  

Key Risks: 

Not applicable. The paper supports Senate in understanding activity undertaken under its delegated authority.  

Next Steps: 

N/A 

 

For Closed Papers:   (for guidance see http://www.dur.ac.uk/foi/staff/committeedocumentation/) 

Reason for closure: N/A

Review closure: N/A

 

Invitees to meeting: N/A 
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Annual Report of QSSC’s Activity in Relation to Responsibilities Delegated by Senate  

1. Senate has overall responsibility for establishing, reviewing and upholding the academic 
standards of the University, and for the establishment of collaborative partnerships at 
other institutions. Many of the resulting responsibilities are delegated to Quality and 
Standards Sub-Committee (QSSC) through Education Committee. This document provides 
an overview of QSSC’s exercise of those powers in the 2012/13 academic year, alongside an 
indication of the key issues discussed by QSSC.  

Programme Approval  

2. During 2012/13 the committee approved the following programmes, acting under 
delegated authority from Senate:  
 
 MSc Biophysical Sciences. 
 Master of Pharmacy and Master in Pharmacy (Foundation). 
 MSc Economics and MSc Islamic Finance and Management (both validated for 

2013/14 only, pending alignment of the programmes to the Curriculum Principle 
that taught postgraduate programmes should have 60-credit dissertation 
modules. QSSC has since approved plans to address this. 

 Master of Arts (MArts) and Master of Science (MSci) in Geography. 
 Postgraduate Certificate in the Theory and Practice of Education. 
 MSc Energy and Society. 
 MA International Cultural Heritage Management. 
 MSc Global Politics. 
 MSc Marketing. 

QSSC refused approval of a proposed Global MSc Finance programme on the grounds 
that this did not conform to the Curriculum Principle regarding 60-credit dissertation 
modules. QSSC and Education Committee have also approved the withdrawal of a 
number of programmes (a list is available from Academic Support Office upon request).  

Periodic Review and Accreditation 

3. QSSC has delegated responsibility for considering reports arising from periodic review of 
departments (Departmental Review); and for the revalidation of taught programmes 
following Departmental Reviews. In 2012/13 QSSC has considered reports from 
Departmental Reviews of, and revalidated programmes in, the Department of Earth 
Sciences, the Durham Law School, the School of Engineering and Computing Sciences, 
the English Language Centre and the Foundation Centre.  QSSC also exercises 
responsibility for considering reports from accrediting bodies, and for monitoring follow-
up by departments to periodic review and accreditation reports.  

Collaborative Partnerships 

4. QSSC has responsibility for considering proposals to establish collaborative partnerships 
with other universities, recommending these to Education Committee for approval or 
recommendation to Senate depending on the level of risk. The following partnerships 
have been considered and approved in the 2012/13 academic year:  
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 International School of Geneva, for the delivery of the PGCE (International) 
(Partnership Renewal) with the School of Education.  

 University of Bologna, for a dual-award PhD with the the School of Modern 
Languages and Cultures.  

 Fudan University, China, for the delivery of DBA programmes in conjunction with 
the Business School.  

 Shandong University, China, for the delivery of MEng New and Renewable 
Energy, MEng Civil Engineering and BEng Civil Engineering programmes with 
the School of Engineering and Computing Sciences 

 Dalian University, China, for the delivery of MEng Mechanical Engineering and 
BEng Mechanical Engineering programmes with the School of Engineering and 
Computing Sciences 

 Peking University, China, for the delivery of MChem and MChem (Industrial 
Route) programmes with the Department of Chemistry.  

 The Archbishops’ Council of the Church of England, for the delivery of ministerial 
training in the Church of England. Further approval events will be held to consider 
a suite of programmes in Theology, Ministry and Mission under a common award 
framework, and to develop agreements with individual partner Theological 
Education Institutions under this partnership and framework. This will involve 
validating awards in over 20 institutions, and will represent a very significant 
expansion in the extent of the University’s collaborative provision.    

 
5. The following partnerships have been considered and supported by QSSC, and are 

awaiting approval from Education Committee or Senate.  
 
 Shandong University, China, for the delivery of a BA Economics (Shandong) 

programme with Durham University Business School.   
 University of Edinburgh, for a joint-award PhD with the Department of 

Archaeology.  
 

6. QSSC has authority to approve University-wide student exchange agreements. In 
2012/13 it has approved such agreements with the University of Melbourne and the 
State University of Campinas, Brazil.  

Oversight of Examination Policies and Procedures 

7. QSSC has considered faculty and University overviews of external examiners’ reports 
and the conduct of boards of examiners (including reports from the University’s Chief 
Examiner). These reports assured QSSC that the standards of the University’s 
programmes were appropriate. In response to issues raised by external examiners, 
QSSC has ordered a review of the application of the (relatively new) policy on the 
exercise of discretion for the 2013/14 academic year. QSSC has also agreed to re-
assess quoracy and membership requirements for boards of examiners, believing that 
current requirements, which necessitate large numbers of staff attending boards, do not 
present the best use of staff time. Proposals on this issue will come forward in 2013/14.  
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Other Issues 

8. QSSC considers implications for University policy and practice of changes in the external 
context for quality and standards. In this area, it has considered a mapping of policy 
against the new chapter of the QAA’s UK Quality Code on Research Degrees, which led 
to amendments to the University’s own Code of Practice for Research Degrees.  
 

9. QSSC monitored submission and completion rates amongst postgraduate research 
students. No faculty met the University’s internal benchmarks in this area, and the 
University did not meet its target of being in the top five institutions for submission and 
completion. This will in part be addressed by the new system of research student 
progress monitoring, and has also been a factor in proposals to revise the Code of 
Practice for Research Degrees to make the requirements for requests to extend 
submission deadlines more stringent. The latter will be presented to Senate at its June 
2013 meeting via the report from Education Committee.  QSSC has agreed that 
consideration should be given to proposing revisions to the University’s internal 
benchmarks for submission and completion rates, in light of changes to the external 
methodology for the calculation of such rates.  
 

10. QSSC received reports from faculties on annual reviews of taught provision, and annual 
reports on progression, completion and classification. These reports revealed a need for 
the University and departments to receive data which would facilitate an assessment of 
how student performance differs between different groups of students (e.g. by gender, 
age, ethnicity, domicile, school type and admissions route). QSSC has asked that this be 
implemented by professional services.  

Action Requested 

11. Members of Senate are asked to note the action taken by QSSC during 2012/13.  
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