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

Bangor University
y

Progrramme title

Pg Dip Occupational Therappy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e accelerated

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Occupa
ational therrapist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Margare
et Hanson (Occupatiional
therapis
st)
George
e Delafield (Forensic
psychollogist)

HPC e
executive

Ruth Wood
W

Date o
of assessm
ment day

28 Febrruary 2012
2

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
ears ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

Document detailing evidence tto support SET 4.5

•

S
Student grrievance prrocedure

•

Changes to the collaborative working arrangements between Bangor and
Cardiff Universities

•

Fitness to practise policies

•

Programme monitoring and evaluation 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 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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted the documentation submitted for this annual monitoring
indicated that the programme would be undergoing a revalidation in 2012. The
‘Annual Review of Teaching and Learning 2010/11 and Development Plan

for 2011/12’ highlighted concerns around staff workload “as the OT staff
are having to take on additional school wide roles” (p5). The visitors wish
to remind the education provider that they will need to inform the HPC
through the major change process if there are any changes made that will
affect how the programme continues to meet the SETs. The visitors also
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suggest that including information about staff workloads and roles in
evidence submitted to support changes will be beneficial.
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Section one: Pro
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Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Brittish Psychological So
ociety

Progrramme title

Qu
ualification in Counselling Psychhology

Mode of deliverry

Fle
exible

Relev
vant part of
o HPC
registter

Pra
actitioner psychologis
p
st

Relev
vant moda
ality

Co unselling psychologi
p
st

well (Physio
otherapist)
Name
e and profe
ession of HPC Antthony Pow
visitors
Davvid Packw
wood (Coun
nselling psyychologist))
HPC e
executive

Davvid Christo
opher

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1M
March 2012
2

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

T
There is no
o internal quality
q
repo
ort for two years ago
o as prior too 2010-11
tthis was a bi-annual process

•

JJob description and CV
C for the Lead Co-o
ordinator of
o Training

•

CV for Chair elect of the Counselling Psychology Qualifications Board

•

Appraisal forms used by those with roles in the qualification

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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
Through a consideration of the documentation provided the visitors noted that the
education provider had submitted change notification forms which they had
already submitted. The visitors would like the education provider to note that this
is only necessary when the recommendation from the HPC is that the annual
monitoring process is the best process to consider the changes. The visitors
would also like the education provider to note that any changes that have already
been considered through major change do not need to be resubmitted through
annual monitoring. However, if the education provider feels that there are any
changes in the way that the programme meets the standards of education and
training, such as a change to the Lead Co-ordinator of Training, change
notification forms should be submitted rather than using the annual monitoring
process.
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ogramme details
Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Institute
e of Psychiatry, King’ s College
London

Name
e of validating body

King’s College
C
London

Progrramme title

Doctora
ate in Clinic
cal Psychoology
(DClinP
Psy)

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Practitio
oner psych
hologist

Relev
vant moda
ality

Clinical psycholog
gist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Ruth Ba
aker (Clinic
cal psychoologist)
Mauree
en Henders
son (Dietitiaan)

HPC e
executive

Lewis Roberts
R

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•
•

Programm
me Philosop
phy and Ai ms
Placementt feedback
k forms

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

Iron Mill Institute, Exeter

Name of awarding / validating
body (if different from education
provider)

University of Worcester

Programme title

MA Drama Therapy

Mode of delivery

Part time

Relevant part of HPC register

Arts therapist

Relevant modality

Dramatherapist

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Jane Fisher-Norton (Dramatherapist)
Paul Blakeman (Podiatrist)

HPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Date of postal review

10 March 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:
A completed HPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External Examiner’s report for one year ago
External Examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to External Examiner’s report one year ago
Response to External Examiner’s report for two years ago
•
•

Validation Document
Student 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 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: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Keele University
U

Progrramme title

Supplem
mentary Prrescribing for Allied
Health Profession
P
nals

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Gordon Burrow (C
Chiropodistt)
Gwyn Thomas
T
(Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Ruth Wood
W

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

T
The progra
amme has only been
n running one
o year so
o there is oonly one
yyear’s ann
nual monito
oring availa
able.

•

S
Student module hand
dbook

•

Programm
me specifica
ation

•

Competency book

•

Module proforma

•

Staff CV’s from school of nursing and midwifery

•

EBP slides and Ethics slides

•

Audit of practice (PIRA) documentation

•

Equity and diversity policy

•

Module evaluation

•

Student module evaluation

•

Appeals process documentation

•

Complaints process documentation

•

Professional development policy school of nursing and midwifery

•

Fitness to practice regulations

•

Health and conduct committee terms of reference

•

Mentor update training timetable

•

Application form for prescribing 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.

4.5

The curriculum must make sure that students understand the
implications of the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and
ethics.

Reason: The visitors reviewed the evidence referenced in the completed SETs
mapping document for this standard (taught session on ethical and professional
principles, presentation slides included in this submission). The evidence
submitted did not reference the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and
ethics. The visitors considered the module did not specifically ensure students
would fully understand the implications of the HPC’s standards of conduct,
performance and ethics. The visitors therefore require further information to
demonstrate the programme curriculum ensures the students understand the
implications of the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and ethics.
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Suggested documentation: Further information about how the programme
curriculum informs students of the implications of the HPC’s standards of
conduct, performance and ethics.

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: Pro
ogramme details
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Nottingham
N
m Trent Un
niversity

Progrramme title

B
BSc (Hons
s) Applied Biomedicaal Science

Mode of deliverry

F
Full time

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

B
Biomedica
al scientist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

R
Robert Kee
eble (Biom
medical scieentist)
S
Stephen Boynes
B
(Dia
agnostic raadiographe
er)

HPC e
executive

V
Victoria Ad
denugba

Date o
of assessm
ment day

2
28 February 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

IBMS Code of Condu
uct

•

Record of Informal Warning
W

•

BSc Bioscciences Clu
uster Progrramme Committee minutes
m

•

C
Complaints Procedure for Stud
dents

•

Student Code of Behaviour

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.
3.1

The programme must have a secure place in the education provider’s
business plan.

Reason: From a review of the BSc Bioscience Cluster Programme Committee
meeting minutes visitors noted a sentence which states that the ‘BSc Applied
Biomedical Science was phasing out’. The visitors were not provided with
evidence to support and explain this statement and as such were unclear as to
what changes, if any, had occurred and how the programme continues to meet
this standard. Therefore the visitors require documentation which articulates the
position the programme has in the education providers business plan and what
effect, if any, the statements above have on how the programme continues to
meet this SET.
Suggested documentation: Information regarding the programmes position in
the education providers business plan any arrangements in place for ‘phasing
out’ the programme.
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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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The Visitors’ note from the additional documentation provided by the education
provider that the local Strategic Health Authority (SHA) has decided not to fund
the programme for further intakes of students. Therefore as a consequence of
this the programme is to close.
The visitors also noted that current students in the second and third year
continue to be funded by the SHA and that the University is committed to running
this programme until all current students have completed their studies.
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ogramme details
Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Queen Margaret University
U

Progrramme title

MSc Arrt Psychoth
herapy (Inteernational))

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 therrapist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Marcus Bailey (Pa
aramedic)
Jonatha
an Isserow
w (Art theraapist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
ears ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•
•
•

C
Course do
ocument
Placementt handbook
k
S
Student ha
andbook

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

Queen Margaret University
U

Progrramme title

Post Grraduate Dip
ploma (preeregistra
ation) in Sp
peech and Language
Therapy
y

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Speech
h and langu
uage theraapist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Lorna Povey
P
(Spe
eech and laanguage
therapis
st)
Mary MacDonald (Biomediccal
scientis
st)

HPC e
executive

Tracey Samuel-Smith

Date o
of assessm
ment day

28 Febrruary 2012
2

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

T
The progra
amme was
s visited in December 2009 and
d thereforee
d
documenta
ation for tw
wo years ag
go is not available.
a

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

Roehampton University

Programme title

MA Dramatherapy

Mode of delivery

Part time

Relevant part of HPC register

Arts therapist

Relevant modality

Dramatherapist

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Gordon Burrow (Podiatrist)
Jane Fisher-Norton (Dramatherapist)

HPC executive

Victoria Adenugba

Date of postal review

7 February 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:
A completed HPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External Examiner’s report for one year ago
External Examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to External Examiner’s report one year ago
Response to External Examiner’s report for two years ago
•

Increased hours letter for programme leader

•

Curriculum Vitae for new Senior Lecturer

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.

3.4

There must be a named person who has overall professional
responsibility for the programme who must be appropriately qualified
and experienced and, unless other arrangements are agreed, be on
the relevant part of the Register.

Reason: There is a named person but it is unclear from the CV and details
supplied how this person can effectively manage the programme as they appear
to be employed full time by a NHS post as well as fulfilling 30 hours with the
University.
Suggested documentation: Information regarding whether this person has
been seconded from the NHS post to fulfil this temporary role and how the overall
hours for this person are managed between the two posts

6.11 Assessment regulations must clearly specify requirements for the
appointment of at least one external examiner who must be
appropriately experienced and qualified and, unless other
arrangements are agreed, be from the relevant part of the Register.
Reason: No documentation was provided about this person therefore the visitors
cannot determine their suitability and whether they are appropriately qualified
and experienced, or if they are from the appropriate part of the Register.
Suggested documentation: The CV of the external examiner which details their
experience as a dramatherapist and their HPC registration number.
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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 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 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 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 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 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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
Through their review of the documentation provided the visitors noted in the
‘Annual course appraisal report 2009–10’ that there was a statement which
articulated that ‘There is going to be the need for a complete overhaul of the
Biomedical Science course over the next academic session…’ due to potential
lack of placement availability. The visitors also noted in the ‘Annual course
appraisal report 2010-11’ that there was a statement which articulated that 33
students enrolled on to the course in Stage 1and that this increase from 28 may
mean that placements may not be available for 18% of them. The visitors have
noted these concerns and would like the education provider to be aware that if
any of these issues do transpire then they must be reported to the HPC through
the major change process. In this way any necessary changes brought about by
these issues can be assessed to ensure that the programme continues to meet
all of the standards of education and training.
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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 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 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 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 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.

4.5

The curriculum must make sure that students understand the
implications of the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and
ethics.

Reason: From a review of the SETs mapping document the visitors noted that
students are directed to the HPC website to refer to ethical standards. The
visitors also noted reference to the programme timetable as evidence of
compliance with this standard. The visitors noted that the timetable lists a number
of sessions relating to professional law and ethics. However, there was no
specific evidence of how the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and
ethics were addressed. To be assured that this standard is met the visitors
require a clear outline of how the HPC’s standards of conduct, performance and
ethics are covered within the curriculum.
Suggested documentation: A clear outline of how the HPC’s standards of
conduct, performance and ethics are covered within the curriculum.

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 five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors understand that this is a post-graduate programme. The
documentation provided lacked clarity on how the SET requiring further
information was addressed within the programme. This has now been addressed
through the submission of additional documentation, the visitors suggest it would
be helpful for future submissions if the programme considered how the mapping
of standards could be addressed more clearly.
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Section one: Programme details
Name of education provider

University of Lincoln

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Applied Biomedical Science

Mode of delivery

Full time
Part time

Relevant part of HPC register

Biomedical scientist

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)
Stephen Boynes (Diagnostic radiographer)

HPC executive

Ben Potter

Date of assessment day

28 February 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:
A completed HPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External Examiner’s report for one year ago
External Examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to External Examiner’s report one year ago
Response to External Examiner’s report for two years ago
•

University and undergraduate regulations 2011-12

•

Programme staff CV’s

•

University complaints and fitness to practice procedure

•

External verifiers summary reports for the IBMS certificate of competence

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.

3.1

The programme must have a secure place in the education provider’s
business plan.

Reason: From a review of the standards of education (SETs) mapping document
the visitors noted a sentence which states that the ‘Programme is being taught
out as documented’. The visitors also noted a sentence which states that there is
going to be a ‘School merger Jan 2012, new school in Faculty of Science’.
However, in reviewing the rest of the documentation provided the visitors did not
have sufficient evidence to clarify these statements. The visitors were not
provided with evidence to support and explain these statements and as such
were unclear as to what changes, if any, had occurred and how the programme
continues to meet this standard. Therefore the visitors require documentation
which articulates the position the programme has in the education providers
business plan and what effect, if any, the statements above have on how the
programme continues to meet this SET.
Suggested documentation: Information regarding the programmes position in
the education providers business plan, any transitional arrangements for
changes of faculty or school and any arrangements in place to ‘teach out’ the
programme.
3.2

The programme must be effectively managed.

Reason: From a review of the standards of education and training (SETs)
mapping document the visitors noted a sentence which states that there is, or
has been, a ‘New Head of School, New Head of College, [and] Changes planned
to programme team’. The visitors were not provided with evidence to support and
explain this statement and as such were unclear as to what changes, if any, had
occurred and what effect these changes may have had on how the programme is
effectively managed. Therefore the visitors require documentation which
articulates what the planned changes to the programme team are, or have been,
and what effect, if any, these changes have on how the programme continues to
meet this SET.
Suggested documentation: Information regarding the structures in place to
manage the programme and clarification of what effect any changes have had on
these management arrangements.
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3.5

There must be an adequate number of appropriately qualified and
experienced staff in place to deliver an effective programme.

Reason: From a review of the standards of education (SETs) mapping document
the visitors noted a sentence which states that there is, or has been, a ‘New
Head of School, New Head of College, [and] Changes planned to programme
team’. The visitors were not provided with evidence to support and explain this
statement and as such were unclear as to what changes, if any, had occurred
and what effect these changes may have had on the number of appropriately
qualified and experienced staff in place to deliver the programme. Therefore the
visitors require documentation which articulates what the planned changes to the
programme team are, or have been, and what effect, if any, these changes have
on how the programme continues to meet this SET.
Suggested documentation: Information regarding the staffing of the programme
team and clarification of what effect any changes have had on the number of
appropriately qualified and experienced staff delivering the programme.
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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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The Visitors’ note from the additional documentation provided by the education
provider that the local Strategic Health Authority (SHA) has decided not to fund
the programme for further intakes of students. Therefore as a consequence of
this the programme is to close.
The visitors also noted that current students continue to be funded by the SHA
and that the University is committed to running this programme until all current
students have completed their studies.
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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 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 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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted from a review of this submission that the education provider
has had an increase of student numbers. The visitors also noted that as a result
of the reduction in staff on the programme team there has been a reallocation of
workload to manage this. The visitors are satisfied that the programme still meets
all the SETs however there is a possibility for the increase of student numbers to
have an effect on how the programme team continues to deliver the programme.
The visitors would like the education provider to note that they should continue to
inform the HPC of any changes they make to the programme using the major
change and annual monitoring processes.
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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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
From a review of the audit documentation the visitors noted the admissions
criteria have changed for the 2012 – 2013 entry. The visitors noted the changes
were triggered by the requirement to defer 4 students in 2011 because too many
students satisfied the entry requirements for the commissioned places on the
programme. The visitors noted these changes fall outside of this annual
monitoring review which covers the academic years 2009 – 2010 and 2010 –
2011. The visitors recommend the education provider continue to monitor the
situation and include an update in the next annual monitoring audit in 2013 –
2014.
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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

University of Wales Institute Cardiff

Programme title

MSc Dietetics

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of HPC register

Dietitian

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Ruth Baker (Clinical psychologist)
Maureen Henderson (Dietitian)

HPC executive

Lewis Roberts

Date of assessment day

1 March 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:
A completed HPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External Examiner’s report for one year ago
External Examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to External Examiner’s report one year ago
Response to External Examiner’s report for two years ago
•
•
•
•
•
•

Placement Retrieval Scheme Document
Student Complaints Procedure
Student Fitness to practice Document
Code of Conduct for Students
Module Descriptor for Applied Research
BDA Accreditation Certificate

•
•

Professional Studies Module Descriptor
Revised Learning Outcomes 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.

4.4

The curriculum must remain relevant to current practice.

Reason: From a review of the audit documentation the visitors noted comments
within the external examiner report for 2010 – 2011, it was stated “the
programme would be more relevant to practitioners if a wider range of modules
were offered to reflect the diverse roles of dietitians both in the NHS and
industry”. The visitors noted that the external examiner’s comment is linked to
this standard, ensuring the curriculum remains relevant to current practice. The
visitors also noted that the external examiner’s comment was highlighted as an
area for development within the programme team’s response to the external
examiner’s comments. However, the visitors were unable to find evidence of any
formal response to the external examiners comments. The visitors therefore
require further evidence of any formal response that was made in relation to the
external examiner’s comments, any associated action planning or any evidence
of where the comments have been integrated into quality monitoring and
enhancement mechanisms.
Suggested documentation: Evidence of any formal response that was made in
relation to the external examiner’s comments, any associated action planning or
any evidence of where the comments have been integrated into quality
monitoring and enhancement mechanisms.
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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

University of Wales Institute Cardiff

Programme title

Pg Dip Dietetics

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of HPC register

Dietitian

Name and profession of HPC
visitors

Ruth Baker (Clinical psychologist)
Maureen Henderson (Dietitian)

HPC executive

Lewis Roberts

Date of assessment day

1 March 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:
A completed HPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External Examiner’s report for one year ago
External Examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to External Examiner’s report one year ago
Response to External Examiner’s report for two years ago
•
•
•
•
•
•

Placement Retrieval Scheme Document
Student Complaints Procedure
Student Fitness to practice Document
Code of Conduct for Students
Module Descriptor for Applied Research
BDA Accreditation Certificate

•
•

Professional Studies Module Descriptor
Revised Learning Outcomes 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.

4.4

The curriculum must remain relevant to current practice.

Reason: From a review of the audit documentation the visitors noted comments
within the external examiner report for 2010 – 2011 where it was stated “the
programme would be more relevant to practitioners if a wider range of modules
were offered to reflect the diverse roles of dietitians both in the NHS and
industry”. The visitors noted that the external examiner’s comment is linked to
this standard, ensuring the curriculum remains relevant to current practice. The
visitors also noted that the external examiner’s comment was highlighted as an
area for development within the programme team’s response to the external
examiner’s comments. However, the visitors were unable to find evidence of any
formal response to the external examiners comments. The visitors therefore
require further evidence of any formal response that was made in relation to the
external examiner’s comments, any associated action planning or any evidence
of where the comments have been integrated into quality monitoring and
enhancement mechanisms.
Suggested documentation: Evidence of any formal response that was made in
relation to the external examiner’s comments, any associated action planning or
any evidence of where the comments have been integrated into quality
monitoring and enhancement mechanisms.
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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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ogramme details
Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

University
y of Wales
s Institute C
Cardiff

Progrramme title

Pharmac
cology (PR))

Mode of deliverry

Part time

Relev
vant entitle
ement

Prescription only medicine

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Catherine
e Smith (Chiropodist / podiatrist)
Robert Dobson (Pa
aramedic)

HPC e
executive

Lewis Ro
oberts

Date o
of assessm
ment day

28 February 2012

Section two: Submission details
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
The following doccuments were
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ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
Response to Externa
•

T
The educa
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der has offfered this module
m
only once in A
April 2009
a
and thereffore has no
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ed internal quality rep
ports, Exterrnal
Examiner’ss reports or
o response
es to Exterrnal Examiner’s repoorts for the
a
academic years 2009
9 – 10 and
d 2010 – 11
1.

•

S
Student ha
andbook

•

Pharmacology module description

•

Course evaluation questionnaire

•

Complaints and appeals policy

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.

3.16 There must be a process in place throughout the programme for
dealing with concerns about students’ profession-related conduct.
Reason: From a review of the audit documentation the visitors noted that the
Pharmacology (PR) module descriptor emphasised that the award is only open to
HPC registered podiatrists with local anaesthetics certificate. As a result of this
concerns over a student’s profession related conduct would result in failure.
However, the visitors noted that they were not provided with evidence of a formal
process for dealing with concerns about students’ profession-related conduct.
Therefore visitors require further evidence of how this standard is met to ensure
that there is a process in place for dealing with concerns about a students’
profession-related conduct. In this way to ensure that any decision to fail a
student is consistent, fair and open and that any such decisions can be justified
to avoid any potential appeal. The visitors also require evidence that
demonstrates that the policies and processes allow a student to address any
issues relating to their conduct.
Suggested documentation: Student profession-related conduct procedures.
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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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ogramme details
Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Univers
sity of Worc
cester

Progrramme title

FD in Pre
P Hospita
al Unschedduled and
Emerge
ency Care

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Parame
edic

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Marcus Bailey (Pa
aramedic)
Jonatha
an Isserow
w (Art theraapist)

HPC e
executive

Mandy Hargood

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
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Response to Externa
•
•
•
•

Fitness to Practise Procedure
P
C
Complaints Procedure
Module Ou
utline
Programm
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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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ogramme details
Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

Univers
sity of Worc
cester

Progrramme title

Non-Me
edical Inde
ependent aand
Supplem
mentary Prrescribing (Level 6)

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Gordon Burrow (C
Chiropodistt)
Gwyn Thomas
T
(Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Victoria
a Adenugba
a

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
Response to Externa
•
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utline
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G
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al Supervissors
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Fitness to Practise Procedure
P

•

C
Complaints Procedure

•

CV External Examiner

•

Course Leader CVs

•

Competency document

•

NMC Approval letter, report and notes of meeting

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

Univers
sity of Worc
cester

Progrramme title

Non-Me
edical Inde
ependent aand
Supplem
mentary Prrescribing (Level 7)

Mode of deliverry

Part tim
me

Relev
vant entitle
ement(s)

Supplem
mentary prrescribing

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Gordon Burrow (C
Chiropodistt)
Gwyn Thomas
T
(Paramedic)

HPC e
executive

Victoria
a Adenugba
a

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March
h 2012

Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
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er’s report for two yea
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G
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Fitness to Practise Procedure
P
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C
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•

CV External Examiner

•

Course Leader CVs

•

Competency document

•

NMC Approval letter, report and notes of meeting

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: Pro
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Name
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ation proviider

York Stt John Univ
versity

Progrramme title
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Therapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time
e

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Occupa
ational therrapist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Margare
et Hanson (Occupatiional
therapis
st)
George
e Delafield (Forensic
psychollogist)

HPC e
executive

Ruth Wood
W

Date o
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28 Febrruary 2012
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Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
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ed HPC au
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ears ago
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a
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•

Policy and Procedures: Student complaints

•

Policy and Procedures: Health and conduct in respect to fitness to practice

•

Policy and Procedures: Code of discipline for disciplinary procedures

•

Professional practice placement handbook

•

Letter from Yorkshire and Humber SHA to YSJU re: contract reviews

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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted there was some concern with the number of students who
progress with multiple failures at each level of the programme (Programme
Evaluation BHSc (Hons) Occupational Therapy – full time 2010-2011). The
visitors note this is due to the education provider regulations and so affects the
full time and the part time in service modes of study. The visitors encourage the
programme team to review progression policies in light of the professional nature
of this programme.
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Progrramme title
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Therapy

Mode of deliverry
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Margare
et Hanson (Occupatiional
therapis
st)
George
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HPC e
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Ruth Wood
W
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28 Febrruary 2012
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Section two: Submission details
The following doccuments were
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
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ears ago
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E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
•

Policy and
d Procedure
es: Studen
nt standard
ds (attenda
ance and ccourse
participatio
on)

•

Policy and Procedures: Student complaints

•

Policy and Procedures: Health and conduct in respect to fitness to practice
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Policy and Procedures: Code of discipline for disciplinary procedures

•

Professional practice placement handbook

•

Letter from Yorkshire and Humber SHA to YSJU re: contract reviews

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.

Section five: Visitors’ comments
The visitors noted the programme evaluation reports for 2009-2010 and 20102012 highlighted the module – 2OT460 Work based enquiry learning, as being
challenging for both staff and students. There have been some changes made to
the module however the quality report for 2010-2011 indicates there may still be
difficulties with this module that need monitoring. The visitors wish to encourage
the education provider to continue to review this module and make amendments
where necessary to improve the student learning.
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The visitors also noted there was some concern with the number of students who
progress with multiple failures at each level of the programme (Programme
Evaluation BHSc (Hons) Occupational Therapy – full time 2010-2011). The
visitors note this is due to the education provider regulations and so affects the
full time and the part time in service modes of study. The visitors encourage the
programme team to review progression policies in light of the professional nature
of this programme.
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Section one: Pro
Name
e of educa
ation proviider

York St John
J
Unive
ersity

Progrramme title

BHSc (Ho
ons) Physiotherapy

Mode of deliverry

Full time

Relev
vant part of
o HPC reg
gister

Physiothe
erapist

Name
e and profe
ession of HPC
visitors

Anthony Power (Ph
hysiotherappist)
David Ho
ouliston (Biomedical sscientist)

HPC e
executive

Ben Potte
er

Date o
of assessm
ment day

1 March 2012
2

Section two: Submission details
w
provid ed as part of the aud
dit submisssion:
The following doccuments were
A complete
ed HPC au
udit form
Internal qu
uality reporrt for one yyear ago
Internal qu
uality reporrt for two ye
ears ago
External Examiner’s
E
report for one year ago
a
External Examiner’s
E
report for two years ago
Response to Externa
al Examine
er’s report one year ago
a
al Examine
er’s report for two yea
ars ago
Response to Externa
•

Profession
nal practice
e handboo k

•

S
Student co
omplaints procedure
p

•

C
Course pa
articipation regulation
ns

•

S
Students standard
s
re
eview proccedures

•

Policy for student
s
health and co
onduct

•

Code of discipline for students and disciplinary procedures

•

Staff CV’s

•

Letter from Yorks and Humber SHA

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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