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The Committee considered a report from the department on its ‘pilot’ year of operating undergraduate programmes with 15-credit modules.  

The broad conclusion of the paper was that the extensive use of 15-credit modules had been a success, in the eyes of both staff and students.  The department had been able to reduce subject area fragmentation, deal with core content in greater depth and at a more relaxed pace by excluding ‘make-weight’ material and using weeks 12-15 of semester 1 for laboratory work, coursework and project work.  More time could be spent on issues that students usually found difficult.  The number of year-long modules had been increased and the number of small assessment elements reduced; semester 1 examinations had been eliminated from Parts A and B, while no programme had more than six examinations in the summer.  

There was a feeling amongst some staff that the stress on students towards examination time had increased.  Students had some concerns about the length of time between covering material in lectures and being examined in it and about judging the amount of effort required without the feedback they would have received from first semester exams.  However, these concerns were felt to be outweighed by the benefits.    

The 15-credit modules had been mixed with 10 and 20-credit modules within the EE programme structures.  The Department of Mathematical Sciences and the Wolfson School had both agreed to extend specific modules they provided to EE from 10 to 15-credits.  One student from the Engineering Physics programme had managed to take two 15-credit modules in EE as options.  

The following comments and observations were noted in the course of discussion on the paper and on the question whether to support the department’s continued use of 15-credit modules in its undergraduate programmes:

· the department’s experience supported the case for year-long modules rather than 15-credit modules specifically

· the department had argued its case in 2004 on the basis that the subject material lent itself to being delivered in modules with a 15-credit weighting; the ‘pilot’ had confirmed the department in this view and it was still the basis of the department’s case for 15-credit modules specifically, plus the argument that the adoption of larger modules of, say, 20-credits, would lead to a reduction in optional choice for students

· the concerns raised in 2004 in relation to the operation of joint and combined honours programmes if departments were allowed to operate a mixture of 10 and15-credit structures remained: the EE ‘pilot’ had not addressed this issue as the department’s programmes were in effect self-contained

· Senate had permitted the department to use 15-credit modules in Part B of its programmes on a ‘pilot’ basis ‘while awaiting the outcome of the departmental review exercise recommended by the Committee on the Structure of the Academic Year’; in the event, consultations with departments had found support for the simple removal of the 80-credit cap on the use of year-long modules, rather than a move to a different size of ’building block’.

It was noted that the department wished to move to 15-credit modules in Part C of its undergraduate programmes in 2005/06, and the students would have to choose their modular options within the next few days.  The students were fully aware of the restructuring proposed and that approval had still to be given.  It would not be impossible to ask them to choose from two sets of options, one set corresponding to the current structure and the other set for the proposed 15-credit structure, though it would greatly simplify matters if approval could be given to proceed with the new structure at this point.  It was pointed out that Senate would be the final arbiter on the issue and its decision could not be prejudged.

After a full discussion, the Committee RESOLVED to inform Senate that it was persuaded of the case for allowing the Department of Electronic and Electrical Engineering to continue using 15-credit modules in its undergraduate programmes, and indeed extend their use to Part C.  The department’s case should however be regarded as an exceptional one and the Committee would RECOMMEND Senate to reaffirm that the structure of the University’s undergraduate programmes generally should continue to be based on the 10-credit module and multiples of 10.  

