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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

P
ical Society
ty
British Psychologi

Progrramme title

Qualific
cation in Co
ounselling
Psychology

Mode of deliverry

Flexible
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Practitio
oner psych
hologist

Relev
vant moda
ality

Counse
elling psych
hologist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

30 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitor

Allan Winthrop
W
(C
Counsellingg
psychollogist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
ange
Summary of cha
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
p
a new prog
gramme lea
ader to repplace the
The education provider is proposing
currentt programm
me leader with
w effect from Octo
ober 2012.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae of new programme leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.
Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Coventrry Universiity

Progrramme title

Diploma
a of Higherr Educationn
Parame
edic Scienc
ce

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Parame
edic

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

2 Novem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Mark Nevins (Paramedic)
Gordon Pollard (P
Paramedic))

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
ange
Summary of cha
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
ducation prrovider has
s outlined plans to te
emporarily increase tthe numbe
er of
The ed
iterations and stu
udents on the
t progra mme. The
e education
n provider has proposed
an incre
ease in ressources to facilitate tthis.
SET 5 Practice placements
West M
Midlands Ambulance Service N HS Trust has
h agreed
d to providee practice
placem
ments for th
he additional studentss.
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the sub
bmission:
•
•

Cha
ange notificcation form
m
Con
ntext pack

•
•
•
•
•
•

Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Purchase requisition for simulators
Proposal for Capital equipment expenditure
Curriculum vitae for new staff members
E-mail evidence from the education provider confirming that the change is for
a one off delivery of two cohorts to run together by the education provider
E-mail confirmation from West Midlands Ambulance Service NHS Trust
confirming they have adequate practice placement provision for all students
for the two cohorts

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

5.1 Practice placements must be integral to the programme.
Reason: The visitors noted that the education provider has submitted information
outlining the need for supplementary placements to support the proposed
additional cohorts. The education provider has reported that plans are in place to
ensure that practice placement providers will only have one group of students at
any one time. However the visitors were unclear from reading the documentation
provided how these additional placements would operate.
Suggested documentation: Documentation to show how the practice
placements will work. Evidence may include a timetable indicating how the
practice placements for the two cohort groups will operate.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
2

Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider

Glasgow Caledonian University

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Diagnostic Imaging

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of HPC register

Radiographer

Relevant modality

Diagnostic radiographer

Date of submission to HPC

12 December 2011

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Shaaron Pratt (Diagnostic
radiographer)
Jane Day (Therapeutic radiographer)

HPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of change
SET 3 Programme management and resources
Programme leader change.
The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae of new programme leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Glasgow
w Caledon
nian Univerrsity

Mode of deliverry

BSc (Ho
ons) Radio
otherapy annd
Oncolog
gy
Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Radiogrrapher

Relev
vant moda
ality

Therape
eutic radiographer

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

12 Dece
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Shaaron Pratt (Diagnostic
radiogra
apher)
Jane Da
ay (Therap
peutic radioographer)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Progrramme title

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
me manage
ement and resources
s
SET 3 Programm
Programme leade
er change..
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the sub
bmission:
•
•
•
•

Cha
ange notificcation form
m
Con
ntext pack
Major change SETs mapping docu
ument (com
mpleted by
y educationn provider))
Currriculum vittae of new programm
me leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Goldsm
miths Colleg
ge Universsity of
London

Progrramme title

MA Art Psychothe
erapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e
Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Arts the
erapist

Relev
vant moda
ality

Art psyc
chotherapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

21 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Janek Dubowski
D
(Art
(
therappist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
New prrogramme leader app
pointed to the progra
amme.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae for new programme leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider
Programme title

King’s College London
BSc (Hons) Nutrition and Dietetics

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of HPC register

Dietitian

Date of submission to HPC

5 October 2011

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Pauline Douglas (Dietitian)
Alison Nicholls (Dietitian)

HPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of change
SET 3 Programme management and resources
The education provider has stated they are planning to change the programme
leader for this programme due to the retirement of the previous programme
leader.
The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
CV of new programme leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2
Section
n five: Visittors’ comm
ments ........ ................................................ ................... 3

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider
Progrramme title

King’s College
C
London
MSc Die
etetics

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Dietitian
n

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

3 October 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Pauline
e Douglas (Dietitian)
(
Alison Nicholls
N
(Dietitian)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
The education provider has
s stated the
ey have ch
hanged the programm
me leader for
f
this pro
ogramme due
d to the retirement of the previous incumbent.
SET 4 Curriculum
m
The lea
arning outccomes for the
t placem
ments have
e changed.
SET 5 Practice placements
The current mode
el of three block placcements of 4 weeks, 12 weeks aand 12
weeks will be rep
placed by th
hree blockk placemen
nts of 2 wee
eks, 12 weeeks and 14
weeks.

SET 6 Assessment
The assessment of the learning outcomes for the placements have changed.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Course Handbook
Programme specification
Curriculum vitae the new programme leader
A summary of the learning outcomes for the three new practice placement
modules (Placements 1, 2 & 3)
Training programme for placement educators
Standards of proficiency mapping document
Example programmes for placements 1, 2 and 3 and placement benchmarks

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted that some of the documents that were quoted as below in the
programme specification were out of date and/or were no longer applicable
including:
•
•
•
•

Guidelines from the Health Professions Council Course Requirements &
Guidelines for Pre-Registration courses leading to State Registration in
Dietetics (2000)
HPC Standards of Education and Training (2004)
HPC Standards of proficiency (2003)
HPC Standards of conduct Performance and Ethics (2003)

All of the documents have been updated or are no longer in circulation.
Therefore the visitors recommend that the programme specification is updated.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider
Progrramme title

King’s College
C
London
Pg Dip Dietetics

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Dietitian
n

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

3 October 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Pauline
e Douglas (Dietitian)
(
Alison Nicholls
N
(Dietitian)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
The education provider has
s stated the
ey have ch
hanged the programm
me leader for
f
this pro
ogramme due
d to the retirement of the previous incumbent.
SET 4 Curriculum
m
The lea
arning outccomes for the
t placem
ments have
e changed.
SET 5 Practice placements
The current mode
el of three block placcements of 4 weeks, 12 weeks aand 12
weeks will be rep
placed by th
hree blockk placemen
nts of 2 wee
eks, 12 weeeks and 14
weeks.

SET 6 Assessment
The assessment of the learning outcomes for the placements have changed.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Course Handbook
Programme specification
Curriculum vitae the new programme leader
A summary of the learning outcomes for the three new practice placement
modules (Placements 1, 2 & 3)
Training programme for placement educators
Standards of proficiency mapping document
Example programmes for placements 1, 2 and 3 and placement benchmarks

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted that some of the documents that were quoted as below in the
programme specification were out of date and/or were no longer applicable
including:
•
•
•
•

Guidelines from the Health Professions Council Course Requirements &
Guidelines for Pre-Registration courses leading to State Registration in
Dietetics (2000)
HPC Standards of Education and Training (2004)
HPC Standards of proficiency (2003)
HPC Standards of conduct Performance and Ethics (2003)

All of the documents have been updated or are no longer in circulation.
Therefore the visitors recommend that the programme specification is updated.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Liverpool John Mo
oores Univversity

Progrramme title

Diploma
a of Higherr Educationn
Parame
edic Practic
ce

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e
Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Parame
edic

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

5 Decem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Mark Nevins (Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
The education provider has
s submitted
d the curric
culum vitae
e for the neew
program
mme leade
er who has
s overall re
esponsibility for the managemen
m
nt of the
program
mme.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae for the new programme lead

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

London Metropolittan Univerrsity

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Dietettics and Nuutrition
(formerly BSc (Ho
ons) Humaan Nutrition
n
and Die
etetics)

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Dietitian
n

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

5 Octob
ber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Pauline
e Douglas (Dietitian)
(
Alison Nicholls
N
(Dietitian)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
The education provider is planning
p
to change th
he delivery of the proggramme with
w
ucture of how the mo
odules will be delivere
ed and a re
eduction inn the numb
ber
a restru
of non--credit bearing modules.
The red
duction in the
t numbe
er of non-crredit bearin
ng modules is as a reesult of
integrating skill de
evelopmen
nt with aca
ademic teac
ching. The
e assessmeent proces
sses
has alte
ered to allo
ow for the change in modular structure,
s
and now theere is less
repetitio
on in the subjects
s
tau
ught.
p
ts
SET 5 Practice placement
There w
will be a ch
hange to th
he placeme
ent structure for the programme
p
e.

The placement learning outcomes remain the same for each placement.
Students will be assessed against expectations of performance at each
placement. .
SET 6 Assessment
The reduction in the number of non-credit bearing modules is as a result of
integrating skill development with academic teaching. The assessment processes
have been altered to allow for the change in modular structure, and there is less
repetition in the subjects taught.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Course Handbook 2012-2013
Placement Handbook 2011-2012
Review of undergraduate education
Undergraduate definitive document and appendices
Undergraduate course catalogue

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider

Newcastle University

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Speech and Language
Sciences

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of HPC register

Speech and language therapist

Date of submission to HPC

6 December 2011

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Aileen Patterson (Speech and
language therapist)
Gillian Stevenson (Speech and
language therapist)

HPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of change
SET 4 Curriculum
SET 6 Assessment
The education provider has informed the HPC that it is in the process of
rationalising a number of modules to alter the credit rating and as a consequence
some of the modules have been combined.
The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document
Descriptive document for HPC

•

14 detailed Descriptors of the courses affected by the changes both original
and amendments

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

U
Sheffield Hallam University

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Physiotherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Physiotherapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

9 Novem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitor

Fleur Kitsell (Phys
siotherapisst)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange

SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
The education provider has
s informed the HPC that the pro
ogramme leeader for this
t
program
mme has changed.
c

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae submitted by education provider for the new programme
leader

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

ea University
Swanse

Progrramme title

Non-Me
edical Pres
scribing

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

22 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Bob Do
obson (Para
amedic)
Gordon Burrow (P
Podiatrist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
SET 6 A
Assessme
ent
The education provider has
s made cha
anges to th
he program
mme in term
ms of the
learning
g outcome
es and the assessme
ent strategy
y for the prrogramme..

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Narrative of changes document
Change notification form
Additional programme documentation to support the proposed change

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

pen Univers
sity
The Op

Progrramme title

Diploma
a in Higherr Educationn in
Parame
edic Scienc
ces

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Parame
edic

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

10 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Bob Do
obson (Para
amedic)
James Petter (Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
ange
Summary of cha
SET 4 Curriculum
m
Assessme
ent
SET 6 A
The education provider is proposing
p
a realignme
ent of the learning ouutcomes, and
a
associa
ated assesssments, with
w the me
erging of a 10 credit module
m
intoo other units
and mo
odules.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Module descriptors
Module information
Module e-learning books
Examples of interactive computer marked questions (iCMA) related to
modules

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

pen Univers
sity
The Op

Progrramme title

Founda
ation Degre
ee in Param
medic
Science
e

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Parame
edic

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

10 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Bob Do
obson (Para
amedic)
James Petter (Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
ange
Summary of cha
SET 4 Curriculum
m
Assessme
ent
SET 6 A
The education provider is proposing
p
a realignme
ent of the learning ouutcomes, and
a
associa
ated assesssments, with
w the me
erging of a 10 credit module
m
intoo other units
and mo
odules.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Module descriptors
Module information
Module e-learning books
Examples of interactive computer marked questions (iCMA) related to
modules

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

on Universsity
The Robert Gordo

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Diagn
nostic Radi ography

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Radiogrrapher

Relev
vant moda
ality

Diagnos
stic radiographer

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

14 Dece
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Patricia
a Fillis (Diagnostic
radiogra
apher)
Shaaron Pratt (Diagnostic
apher)
radiogra

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
Programme leade
er change plus additiional staff member and changee of roles of
o
staff de
elivering prrogramme..
w
provid ed as part of the sub
bmission:
The following doccuments were
•
•
•
•

Cha
ange notificcation form
m
Con
ntext pack
Major change SETs mapping docu
ument (com
mpleted by
y educationn provider))
Currriculum vittae’s of new
w program
mme leaderr and otherr staff mem
mbers for th
he
cha
anges of sta
aff delivering the pro
ogramme.

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor ..................................... ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Ches
ster
Univers

Progrramme title

MSc Nu
utrition and
d Dietetics

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Dietician

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

1 Novem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitor

Susan Lennie
L
(Dietitian)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
me manage
ement and resources
s
SET 3 Programm
Programme leade
er change

The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the sub
bmission:
•
•
•
•

Cha
ange notificcation form
m
Con
ntext pack
Major change SETs mapping docu
ument (com
mpleted by
y educationn provider))
CV for new prrogramme leader and
d CV for ne
ew academ
mic membeer of staff

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor ..................................... ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Ches
ster
Univers

Progrramme title

Pg Dip Nutrition and
a Dieteticcs

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Dietician

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

1 Novem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitor

Susan Lennie
L
(Dietitian)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
me manage
ement and resources
s
SET 3 Programm
Programme leade
er change

The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the sub
bmission:
•
•
•
•

Cha
ange notificcation form
m
Con
ntext pack
Major change SETs mapping docu
ument (com
mpleted by
y educationn provider))
CV for new prrogramme leader and
d CV for ne
ew academ
mic membeer of staff

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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nts
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n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
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n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
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n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Cum
mbria
Univers

Progrramme title

Non-Me
edical Pres
scribing (M
Masters
Level)

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

17 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Catherine Smith (Podiatrist))

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
ous progra mme lead has neces
ssitated a rreplaceme
ent
The rettirement off the previo
program
mme lead to be introduced

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae for new programme lead
External examiner’s report (2010-11)
Sample student evaluation

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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gramme de
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etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
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ation of the
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Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Cum
mbria
Univers

Progrramme title

Non-Me
edical Pres
scribing
(Underg
graduate Level)
L

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

17 Nove
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Catherine Smith (Podiatrist))

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 3 Programm
me manage
ement and resources
s
ous progra mme lead has neces
ssitated a rreplaceme
ent
The rettirement off the previo
program
mme lead to be introduced

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Curriculum vitae for new programme lead
External examiner’s report (2010-11)
Sample student evaluation

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider

University of Derby

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Occupational Therapy

Mode of delivery

Full time
Part time

Relevant part of HPC register

Occupational therapist

Date of submission to HPC

30 December 2011

Name and profession of HPC
visitor

Sarah Johnson (Occupational therapist)

HPC executive

Lewis Roberts

Section two: Submission details
Summary of change
SET 3 Programme management and resources
The education provider has informed the HPC of a change to the Programme
Leader.
The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
CV for new Programme Leader
OT staffing review document

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Hudd
dersfield
Univers

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Occupational Thherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Occupa
ational therrapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

1 Novem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Julia Cu
utforth (Phy
ysiotherappist)
Claire Brewis
B
(Occupationall therapist))

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
s have bee n revised and
a update
ed.
The content of the modules
Assessme
SET 6 A
ent
As a re
esult of the above cha
anges the assessme
ent strategie
es within thhe revised
module
es has changed.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Revised module descriptors

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

2

Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Hudd
dersfield
Univers

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Physiotherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Physiotherapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

26 Octo
ober 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Julia Cu
utforth (Phy
ysiotherappist)
Claire Brewis
B
(Occupationall therapist))

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
with univerrsity requirrements the
ere has be
een an incrrease in thee credit va
alue
In line w
of the m
modules fo
or the programme. Th
he content of the mod
dules has been renamed.
SET 6 A
Assessme
ent
The assessment strategy within
w
the n ew module
es has cha
anged.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Revised module descriptors for the programme
Programme specification

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Univers
sity of Salfo
ord

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Diagn
nostic Radiiography

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Radiogrrapher

Relev
vant moda
ality

Diagnos
stic radiographer

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

14 Dece
ember 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Patricia
a Fillis (Diagnostic
radiogra
apher)
Linda Mutema
M
(Diiagnostic
radiogra
apher)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
SET 6 A
Assessme
ent
The pro
ogramme team
t
notified the HPC
C of chang
ges that the
ey are pro posing to
make in
n order to meet the requiremen
r
nts of the education
e
provider’s
p
aacademic
portfolio
o review and the sch
hool teachi ng, learnin
ng and enh
hancementt strategic
objectivves.
et the educcation prov
vider’s requ
uirements, and to ma
aintain currrency of the
To mee
program
mme, the team
t
have had to ma
ake change
es to the content andd assessment
of modules particcularly at le
evel 6. Cha
anges in modular con
ntent have been mad
de
p
su ch as a gre
eater emphasis in thee use of
in light of trends in clinical practice
Compu
uted Tomog
graphy and
d the use o
of CT in pla
ace of intra
avenous urrography.
The changes to th
he module
es will have
e minor effe
ects on the
e structuree of the
mme.
program

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
SOPs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Radiology Managers’ feedback
Programme specification
Draft attendance pattern 2012 to 2013
Periodic programme review 2007 to 2011
Programme module descriptors
Further supporting documentation for the proposed changes

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Salfo
ord
Univers

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Occupational Thherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e
Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Occupa
ational therrapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

6 Decem
mber 2012
2

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Nicola Spalding
S
(O
Occupationnal
therapis
st)
Angela Ariu (Occu
upational thherapist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
The education provider has
s made cha
anges to th
he program
mme as parrt of their
portfolio
o review. The
T education provid
der has tak
ken the opp
portunity too review the
curriculum as parrt of this review and u
update the
e programm
me aims. T
The change
es
een also been
b
designed to enh
hance the programme
p
e teaching and learning
have be
strategies and the
e learning experience
e for stude
ents.
An exa
ample of the changes
s in line witth the educ
cation prov
vider’s alignnment of
credit vvalues is th
hat two leve
el 4 modulles have in
ncreased th
heir credit vvalue. From
10 to 20 credits. One level 4 module has been removed to facilitate the credit
increasse.

SET 6 Assessment
The assessment strategy has been updated in line with above curriculum
changes.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
SOPs mapping document (completed by the education provider)
External examiners reports
Programme specification and other programme documentation to support the
change
Programme module descriptors

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Major Change Visitors’ Report
Conten
nts
Section
n one: Prog
gramme de
etails........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n two: Submission de
etails ........ ................................................ ................... 1
Section
n three: Ad
dditional do
ocumentatiion ........................................... ................... 2
Section
n four: Reccommenda
ation of the
e visitor(s) ................................. ................... 2

Section one: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

sity of Salfo
ord
Univers

Progrramme title

BSc (Ho
ons) Physiotherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e
Part tim
me

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Physiotherapist

Date o
of submis
ssion to HP
PC

6 Decem
mber 2011

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Liz Hole
ey (Physiottherapist)
Kathlee
en Boswortth (Physiottherapist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of cha
ange
SET 4 Curriculum
m
Module
es have be
een standardised to 2
20 credits and
a this ha
as necessittated some
e
merging of modules or realllocation off learning outcome
o
an
nd content to other
module
es. Three of
o the new modules h
have been
n designed to increasse
opportu
unities for collaborati
c
ve inter-prrofessional learning. Additional
A
areas for
service
e users to contribute
c
directly
d
to the teachin
ng of stude
ents have bbeen
identifie
ed.
SET 5 Practice placements
Studen
nts are currrently accruing more than the re
ecommend
ded hours and this is
s
proposed to be adjusted to 36 hours p
per week. The
T overall placeme nt hours will
w
be 1080.

SET 6 Assessment
With the changes to curriculum there has been updates made to the assessment
strategy for the programme. The potential for service users to be involved in
student summative and formative assessment have been identified.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Module specifications
Assessment to learning outcome mapping
External examiner reports
External advisor reports
Programme specification
Student handbooks

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider

University of Salford

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Podiatry

Mode of delivery

Full time
Part time

Relevant part of HPC register

Podiatrist

Date of submission to HPC

7 December 2011

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Paul Blakeman (Podiatrist)
Alison Wishart (Podiatrist)

HPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Section two: Submission details
Summary of change
SET 4 Curriculum
The aim of the changes is to standardise the module credit weightings, facilitate
the continued development of school collaborative learning modules and reflect
the current changes in practice.
SET 6 Assessment
The aim of the changes is to standardise the module credit weightings, facilitate
the continued development of school collaborative learning modules and reflect
the current changes in practice, and to ensure the assessment strategy remains
appropriate to measure the learning outcomes of the programme.

The following documents were provided as part of the submission:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Change notification form
Context pack
Major change SETs mapping document (completed by education provider)
Modules descriptors
Professional development portfolio
SOP mapping document (completed by the education provider)
Programme specification
Podiatry programme handbook

Section three: Additional documentation
The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation.
The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to
make a recommendation. The standards of education and training
(SETs), for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitor(s)
To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured
that the programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs)
and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our standards of proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.
The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:
There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet
the standards of education and training and that those who complete the
programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards
of proficiency.
There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme
continues to meet the standards of education and training listed.
Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if
required place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors wish to thank the education provider for the comprehensive nature of
the submission as it supported the proposed changes. The visitors however wish
the education provider to consider the extent of information provided in future
submissions so as not to be over burdensome on the education provider.
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