	SARTOR 4
Response from the Engineering Professors' Council (EPC)

RESPONSE TO THE EC (UK) DISCUSSION DOCUMENT ON UK SPEC
The Engineering Professors' Council represents Professors and Heads of Departments of engineering in all the UK Universities which offer engineering degree courses. It has over 1500 members. The aim of EPC is to promote excellence in engineering education.

The proposals for UK SPEC have been discussed extensively by members at two committee meetings and at our recent congress at the University of Surrey. We broadly welcome the proposals and in particular are pleased to see the maintenance of the MEng Degree as the flagship qualification. The MEng has had a considerable success in attracting more able students. It has also proved immensely popular with employers.

We do however have a number of concerns. It is clear that there is an assumption that there will be a number of different three-year degrees; some aiming at the designation of CEng and others at the CET. These will need to be clearly designed and described. We see a need for strengthened and robust accreditation for these to ensure the appropriateness of the courses. There will also need to be a clear delineation of the required broadening or additional learning from the different types of degree and although we note the success of the professional interview scheme we do have some reservations. For instance if it is assumed that some of the output standards will have to be met in this way; who will be charged with assessing whether or not the requirements are satisfied?

We have a number of members in the Computing area and they have particular concerns. At present the 'normal' educational foundation for chartered engineer for these students is the BSc degree followed by appropriate experience etc. It is not clear how they will fit in to the new scheme.

There is a strong feeling amongst our members about the use of the chartered prefix. Members feel that extending it in the way suggested will not be helpful. They would prefer it to remain as at present and to use the title Registered for those not achieving the current CEng status. Thus all professional engineers will be registered but some will go on to be chartered.

We are pleased to see the move towards looking at competences and indeed this reflects our own work on 'Output Standards'. We would though caution against throwing out input standards. Indeed they must be retained for the MEng qualification. We not only feel that the academic demands of courses require students to have reached appropriate standards but are also concerned that engineering courses should not be seen as suitable only for those whose qualifications are too low for any other area of study. The demand for higher input standards has undoubtedly contributed to the more general acceptance of engineering as a reputable qualification. Accreditation must take input standards into account.

Our members have however considerable experience of developing Output Standards and we would be delighted to participate fully in any activity which EC(UK) organises in this area. Collaborative activity between QAA, EPC and the EC (UK) should be beneficial to all concerned. QAA cannot do it on their own.

Members of EPC would be happy to meet further with EC (UK) to discuss the new proposals before the final version is produced.

Prof. W M Banks, FREng
Immediate Past Chairman, EPC.
23-April-2003
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Forum for senior academics responsible for engineering teaching and research in higher education.
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