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________________________________________________________________________
Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held 8 June 2007
Present:
Professor P Golding(Chair) , Professor B M Bagilhole, Professor P M Dickens, Professor J P Feather, Mr J F Harper

Apologies:
Professor S Pearce,  Mr J M Town

In Attendance:

Mr P A Townsend,  Dr B P Vale

________________________________________________________________________
07/01 Minutes

The Minutes of the meeting held on 10th November 2006 were confirmed as an accurate record and accepted.
07/02 Matters arising
There were none.
07/03 Initial report on PG(R) student intake and population data

RC07-P01

The Committee noted the statistics particularly those on Table 18 which showed the total number of full-time research students being registered in May 2007 as being 969, as compared with the previous April 2006 figure of 926.
07/04 To note and discuss the research degree submission data for years 1999-2002
RC07-P02
The Committee noted that the current completion rate stands at 63%.This has ranged between  61 and 65% over the last few years.  It was noted that the previous strategic aspiration of achieving 85% was no longer an explicitly stated target, although it was agreed that we need to continue to improve our submission rates within the 3-year timescale.  Although the particularly low rates for some Departments had been raised at Directorates by the AD(R)s it had been difficult to draw out any specific underlying reasons.  Action: The Committee agreed that improvements will only be achieved if tighter progression monitoring continues to be implemented.  This was to be further discussed under Paper P05 below.
07/05 To receive and note the analyses of the research student questionnaire responses for the years 2003/05 and 2005/06
RC07-P03
The Committee noted that since 2003 the Research Student Office has collected feedback from research students via an internal  annual questionnaire which is completed at the point of submitting their theses.  Action: Although the data appears to be positive the Committee agreed that in future years the Student Office should concentrate upon the data produced from the national online Post-graduate Research Experience Survey (PRES) which is conducted by the Higher Education Academy.
07/06 Amendments to Regulations for Higher Degrees by Research and the notes for Guidance.
RC07-P04
The Assistant Registrar explained that the proposed amendments as detailed on the covering page of the paper had been reviewed and approved by the Regulations Review Group and had been part of a general tidying up exercise. It was noted that there will be a further radical review of the regulations during the next Academic year being part of a more comprehensive exercise. Action: The Committee noted and approved the amendments which they recommended for approval by  Senate.

07/07 To receive and note the report from the Regulations Working Group on the proposed mechanism for research degree programmes and the monitoring of research study progress

RC07-P05
It was explained that 3 pilot projects, reviewing research degree programmes at departmental level, one per Faculty were to take place next year.  Four main issues had arisen as a result of the institutional audit that had been undertaken by the QAA. These were: (1) the need for effective mechanisms for the review of research degree programmes at institutional level  (2) centralised monitoring of progress records  (3)   specifying the  minimum number of supervisory meetings per annum and (4) that there should be Postgraduate Research Student representation on University Committees. The latter would be facilitated by the co-option of individuals by Faculty Boards.

The Science Faculty  Board had expressed concern that the progress review should take place in  month 10 allowing sufficient time for processing before re-registration falls due.  Overall, it was felt most departments were working on this basis but it was agreed that a more flexible approach could be adopted provided that overall deadlines were met.

The Committee also noted that English Language proficiency was also a key part of the first year progress report and that if candidates had been admitted under any special arrangements, then sufficient progress needed to be demonstrated before they should be permitted to re-register for the second year.  It was also noted that although the academic supervisor was responsible for ensuring that a formal record of the annual progress review and monthly meetings were kept, it was the student’s own responsibility to retain these records.  

Overall, the Committee recognised that the key driver behind the revised progress review processes was to ensure quality enhancement rather than introduce further bureaucratic processes.  Action: John Harper and Brigette Vale to prepare a paper recommending these changes to Senate.

07/08 Timetable and actions re RAE 2008 Submission

The Committee received a verbal report from the PVC(R)  who explained that the likely number of staff being returned into the forthcoming exercise will be around the 92% mark being a substantial increase on the RAE 2001 and certainly higher than the average that we expect from the other institutions in the 1994 Group.  
The only irreversible action taken so far concerns the decision to make two separate submissions to Unit of Assessment 63 (Art and Design).  This is based on the fact that D&T and ESRI will make up one submission whilst LUSAD will represent the other.  Despite our explanation that the academic activity and funding was for substantially different fields, this was only accepted by HEFCE after a further letter of explanation had been submitted.

It was also confirmed that the PVC(R) and RAE Officer from the Research Office had now visited 16 departments for in-depth discussions about their RA2 and RA5 sections of the return.  It was noted that there are still considerable gaps and inaccuracies particularly within the RA2 sections which are being addressed.
It was noted that very shortly further guidance will be provided relating to “esteem factors”, as well as on template paragraphs for use in connection with the institutional support/provision which could be cited by all departments.  Action: Angela Crawford will circulate to Associate Deans for Research and Heads of Department a reminder about key deadlines, together with the above-mentioned guidance and related procedures within the next week.

07/09 English Language Requirements for PGR Students
The Committee noted that this was being progressed by the Research Team as an operational matter.
07/09 EPSRC Framework Agreement

The Committee received a verbal report from the Research Manager.  Since the original discussion with representatives from EPSRC earlier in the year, a further meeting with the Acting Chief Executive of EPSRC and his senior colleagues has been arranged for the 22nd June.  It is anticipated that this will provide a useful opportunity to learn of EPSRC’s strategic plans and  to present the University’s initial reaction to the Framework Agreement.  It was noted that the University must respond to EPSRC concerning the content of the draft annexes to the Agreement by the 20th July 2007.  Following this it is EPSRC’s intention to discuss and develop the annexes over the summer, in such a way that these will then be adopted by the Research Council and Loughborough in the Autumn.  Action: Research Manager to take forward.
07/10 Any Other Business.
There was none.
07/11  Dates of following meetings.
Thursday 25 October 2007 at 2pm
Friday 7 December 2007 at 10.30am

Thursday 31 January 2008 at 10.30am

Thursday 20 March 2008 at 10.30am

Thursday 15 May 2008 at 10.30am

Friday 6 June 2008 at 10.30am
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