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Senate 

17 February 2015 

Sponsor: Tom Ward Author: Andy Rennie/ Alyson Bird 
 

 
Education Committee Report: 10 December 2014  
 
This is a report of the meeting of Education Committee held on the 10 December 2014.  The 
agenda, papers and minutes of this meeting can be found at: 
https://www.dur.ac.uk/academicsupport.office/committees/overview/educationcommittee/2014-
15/12-10/ 
In order to facilitate effective discussion, members are encouraged to raise any issues with the 
Chair and Secretary of Senate in advance of the meeting of Senate. 
 
Proposed Resolution/Action 
The Senate is asked on the recommendation of Education Committee to: 

1) Approve the amendments to the core regulations to integrate current pre-sessional 
provision within main academic programmes of study from 2015-16 entry; (item 1) 

2) Note Education Committee’s concern at the high number of errors found within examination 
papers; (item 7) 

3) Note the discussion of all other matters. 
 
Document Status  
Open. 
 
Previous Committee Consideration 
N/A. 
 

 
1. Pre-Sessional Provision (Minute 19)  

Education Committee endorsed the proposal to amend the core regulations to integrate current 
pre-sessional provision within main academic programmes of study from 2015-16 entry. The 
integration of the pre-sessional programme as a formal entry point for any undergraduate or 
postgraduate programme, with the successful completion of the pre-session course as a 
progression point, would remove the requirement for two separate visas and two separate 
CAS, reducing workload for academic and administrative staff, and presenting a number of 
benefits to the student experience and University.  
 
Recommended: that Senate consider the proposal to amend the core regulations to 
integrate current pre-sessional provision within main academic programmes of study 
from 2015-16 entry. 
 

2. Education Strategy 2015-20: Objectives and Outcomes (Minute 14) 
Education Committee discussed the paper designed to support the development of the 
strategic objectives and outcomes for the Education Strategy 2015-20. The committee agreed 
that further feedback should be sought from key stakeholders to support ongoing discussions 
and development.   

 
 
 
 

https://www.dur.ac.uk/academicsupport.office/committees/overview/educationcommittee/2014-15/12-10/
https://www.dur.ac.uk/academicsupport.office/committees/overview/educationcommittee/2014-15/12-10/


S/14/53 
 
 
 
 
 

 

2 of 4 

3. Report on Access and Student Recruitment (Minute 15) 
Education Committee discussed the activity for access and student recruitment in 2014/15 and 
endorsed the planned activities for 2015/16. The committee noted that the University had 
recently joined the North East Raising Aspirations Partnership and the Russell Group Widening 
Participation Association in order to support the University’s collaborative work. The committee 
noted that the Insight programme would not be offered in the future, but that the resources 
would be redirected to other projects and activities to strengthen the impact of pre-application 
engagement with students outside of University delivered access and recruitment activities. 
The committee also noted that the Supported Progression Pre 16 Programme was no longer 
sustainable in its current form and had been reorganised to focus on collaborative partnership 
activity. Growth was recorded in both the Post 16 Supported Progression and The Sutton Trust 
Programmes and the University would continue to strengthen its links with teachers to support 
applications to Durham. Both the pre and post application Open Days had been successful in 
2014 and Education Committee agreed that further analysis of the data collected through these 
events would be useful to understand their impact on registrations at Durham.  
 

4. Equality Impact Assessment of the Access Agreement (Minute 16) 
Education Committee considered and agreed that the Equality Impact Assessment of Access 
Agreement 2015-16 was appropriate and that no further action was required. The committee 
noted that a proposal to introduce the routine use of equality impact assessments would be 
considered by UEC.  

 
5. QAA Higher Education Review 2016 (Minute 17) 

Education Committee noted that the QAA Higher Education Review 2016 had been confirmed 
for the week commencing 29 February 2016. The Institutional Facilitator and Lead Student 
Representative had been confirmed as the Head of the Academic Support Office and the 
Academic Affairs Officer. Preparations for the Higher Education Review are being coordinated 
via a steering group, led by Professor Tom Ward. The Self Evaluation Document and Student 
Submission would be expected to explore either ‘Student Employability’ or ‘Digital Literacy’ for 
the thematic element of the Higher Education Review.  
 
The committee noted that HEFCE had announced its intention to consult on the future of 
quality assessment arrangements in fulfilment of its current statutory responsibilities, and to put 
its contract for quality assessment out to competitive tender. HEFCE confirmed that existing 
quality arrangements would continue in 2015-16 with new arrangements operating from 
September 2017. The University's Higher Education Review will not be directly affected by this 
tender process.  
 

6. Language Modules (Minute 18) 
Education Committee endorsed the planned activities for the Centre for Foreign Languages 
Study and noted that registrations on elective credit bearing language courses across the 
university had increased significantly and was in line with the growth at other Russell Group 
universities. The expansion at Queen’s Campus had not been met with demand, whilst the 
demand at Durham City had exceeded capacity. The committee noted the Centre for Foreign 
Language Study planned to introduce a broader suite of language courses both within and 
external to the University.  
 

7. Examination and Assessment Report (Minute 23)   
Education Committee noted that the number of errors in examinations remained unacceptably 
high, and agreed that further information should be provided listing the types of errors found 
within the examination papers, and the departments within which those errors were found. The 
committee supported the recommendation that the duration of exams should be limited to 
multiples of 30 minutes between 1 and 3 hours and that Erasmus students, who join the 
University part way through the academic year, would be permitted to sit 4 consecutive exams 
in exceptional circumstances. The committee agreed that further work should be undertaken to 
develop University policy in relation to the prevention of examination malpractice.  
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 Senate is asked to note the departments with the highest number of errors:  
 

(i) Business School; 9 errors, 3 typographical, 6 content 
(ii) Medicine; 7 errors, 2 typographical, 5 errors in rubric 
(iii) Engineering; 4 errors, 2 typographical, 2 content  
(iv) Modern Languages; 4 errors, 3 typographical, 1 error in rubric 
(v) Mathematics; 2 errors, 2 content errors  

 
Senate is also asked to note the most comment types of errors: 
 

(i) Papers/materials with content errors; 27 errors 
(ii) Incorrect exam code on paper; 25 errors  
(iii) Errors in Rubric; 18 errors  
(iv) Handwritten notes on paper; 3 errors  
(v) Poor Image quality; 3 errors  

 
 
8. Other matters 

a) Education Committee noted that it would now receive summary reports of 
Departmental Reviews in order to provide additional oversight of any issues that relate 
to University policy or practice (Minute 24). 

b) Education Committee did not approve the request for an exemption to the University’s 
adjacent rule in Natural Sciences (Minute 24).  

c) Education Committee noted that the Government had announced the introduction of a 
new postgraduate loans system from 2016-17 (Minute 22).     

d) Consideration of a report from the 8 October 2014 meeting of QSSC (Minute 13) 
a. Education Committee noted that the undergraduate programmes in the 

Department of English had been revalidated for a period of 2 years. This was 
due to the planned structured review of the undergraduate provision within the 
Department. 

b. QSSC considered the annual report on undergraduate and integrated master’s 
degree classification. 

c. QSSC considered the annual report on concessions and appeals and a 
proposal to create music and theatre concessions. QSSC agreed that further 
work should be undertaken on this proposal.  

d. QSSC considered the annual report on accredited provision including the 
Register of Accredited Provision. 

e. QSSC agreed that programme learning outcomes should not be published on 
DUO and that students should be directed existing information.  

f. QSSC considered the report from the Common Awards Management Board.  
g. QSSC considered the Accreditation Reports from the European Masters in 

Translation Network and Engineering Accrediting Board. 
h. QSSC considered the Departmental Review of the School of Medicine, 

Pharmacy and Health and approved the reaccreditation of the programmes in 
Annex II for a period of 6 years.  

i. QSSC considered the Subject Benchmark Statements for Theology and 
religious studies and Earth Sciences, environmental sciences and 
environmental studies and noted that these would be considered as part of the 
curriculum and annual review.  

j. QSSC agreed that the Departmental Review Follow-Up of Durham Law School 
should be signed off as satisfactorily completed 

e) Consideration of a report from the 13 October 2014 meeting of SESC (Minute 14) 
a. SESC considered the report on the International Student Barometer and noted 

that the Student Barometer would be launched in Michaelmas Term 2014.   
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b. SESC considered the report on graduate employment data, including the 
results of the 2014 DLHE survey. 

c. SESC considered the annual report from the Colleges.  
d. SESC considered a report from the Personal Development working group. 
e. SESC received the Register of University-wide Questionnaires.  

 
9. Proposed Resolution/Action/Next Steps 
The Senate is asked on the recommendation of Education Committee to: 

1) Approve the amendments to the core regulations to integrate current pre-sessional 
provision within main academic programmes of study from 2015-16 entry; (item 1) 

2) Note Education Committee’s concern at the high number of errors found within examination 
papers; (item 7) 

3) Note the discussion of all other matters. 
 


