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Sponsor: Tom Ward Author: Andy Rennie, Alyson Bird 
 

 
Education Committee Report  
 
This a report of the meeting of Education Committee held 28 January 2015. The agenda, papers 
and minutes of this meeting can be found at  
https://www.dur.ac.uk/academicsupport.office/committees/overview/educationcommittee/2014-
15/01-28 In order to facilitate effective discussion, members are encouraged to raise any issues 
with the Chair and Secretary in advance of the meeting of Senate.  
 
Proposed Resolution/Action 
The Senate is asked to note the discussion of matters considered by Education Committee.  
 
Document Status  
Open. 
 
Previous Committee Consideration  
n/a. 
 

 
1. Academic Strategy  2015-20 (Minute 30) 

Education Committee considered the Academic Strategy 2015-20 in relation to the 
development of the Education Strategy 2015-20 objectives and outcomes. The Education 
Strategy 2015-20 would continue to be developed in line with the Academic Strategy 2015-20, 
with particular alignment to workstream 2 ‘Enhancing the Quality of Education’.   
 

2. Graduate Employment (Minute 31) 
The committee considered further analysis on the destination of Durham University graduates, 
with a particular focus on exploring which institutions students were choosing to study their 
postgraduate programme and in what subjects. The committee noted that students who went 
on to postgraduate study from Durham typically either remained in the region (primarily, but not 
exclusively at Durham), or returned to their home region. The committee agreed that there 
might be value in exploring the opportunities to work collaboratively with other universities in 
the region.  
 

3. Future of quality assessment in higher education (Minute 32) 
The committee considered the HEFCE consultation document on the future of quality 
assessment arrangements in higher education. The discussion document was deliberately 
broad as it seeks to re-test assumptions about the existing arrangements for quality assurance. 
Education Committee was broadly supportive of the principles and purpose of quality 
assurance arrangements outlined in the document; however the committee felt that external 
review should continue to be peer-led. The committee was also clear that the primary 
responsibility for quality of standards should remain with higher education providers, 
scrutinised and assured through appropriate and robust internal mechanisms. The focus of any 
quality assurance arrangement should remain on testing the effectiveness of these 
mechanisms. The committee agreed that Durham’s institutional response would be co-
ordinated by the Pro-Vice Chancellor (Education).  
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4. National Student Survey 2014: Faculty Actions Plans  (Minute 33) 
The committee considered and approved reports from the three faculties in response to the 
results of the National Student Survey 2014. Assessment and Feedback and Personal 
Development continue to be a concern expressed by students through the survey and matters 
that are being addressed across all three faculties. The action plans continue to build on 
existing good practice.   
 

5. Other matters 
a) Education Committee considered the School of Medicine, Pharmacy and Health 

Departmental Review (Minute 39). 
b) Education Committee approved the minimum standards on DUO (Minute 34)   
c) Education Committee considered proposals to amend the Learning and Teaching 

Handbook to remove the potential for a conflict of interest under circumstances where 
a main supervisor might also become a students’ line manager. The proposal would be 
considered by FECs (Postgraduate) (Minute 35)   

d) Education Committee noted that a review of the academic representation elections 
would be considered by Faculty Education Committee (undergraduate and 
postgraduate) (Minute 38).     

e) Consideration of a report from the 3 December 2014 meeting of QSSC (Minute 40) 
a. QSSC considered the annual report on undergraduate and integrated master’s 

degree classification. 
b. 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.  

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

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

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

Translation Network and Engineering Accrediting Board. 
g. 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.  

h. 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.  

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

f) Consideration of a report from the 17 November 2014 meeting of SESC (Minute 41) 
a. SESC considered the interim report on core college discipline regulations and 

procedures;  
b. SESC considered that student led review of e-learning;  
c. SESC considered the report on the governance of Durham Student 

Organisations and Common Rooms;  
d. SESC considered the report arising from the review of University College;  
e. SESC considered proposals to enable student academic representatives to 

write an evaluative thematic based report which could be considered as part of 
departmental annual review. An overarching composite report could be 
compiled by the Students’ Union and considered by SESC. This proposal was 
based on the principles of student engagement;  

f. SESC received the revised schedule of college reviews;   
 
6. Proposed Resolution/Action/Next Steps 
The Senate is asked to note the discussion of matters considered by Education Committee.  


