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Outcome of discussion: 

 The proposal was approved with conditions and recommendations; 

Conditions 

1. To provide the outstanding Due Diligence form and Finance Letter from ABP. As part of the 
due diligence checks, to confirm which institutions have formal articulation agreements in 
place and to obtain a reference from the highest ranking two. It is recommended that this 
include details of how many students are accepted and their progression through their 
chosen degree programmes. 

2. To obtain sign-off from Deans of the participating Schools. 
3. To clarify whether ABP students will be required to apply through UCAS, considering the 

implications of not using this system. To communicate the agreed process with the 
Admissions team and to ensure that if UCAS is not used, that arrangements are in place to 
include APB students in relevant offer-holder communications. 

4. To obtain full transcripts for students applying to City to gain an overview of their 
progression through the Academic Bridge programme. 
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Approval Process 
 
It was agreed with the Deputy Vice Chancellor that the nature of the proposal would not require a 
full Stage 2 approval meeting. It was agreed that relevant colleagues within participating Schools 
should review the documentation post Stage 1 to ensure the appropriateness of the curriculum; 
formal signed off by the Deans would enable the process to be completed by circulation. 
 
 
Summary of discussion: 
 
1.  Rationale for the proposal 
 
The proposal was for an access/feeder relationship to be established between the Academic Bridge 
Programme (ABP) in Doha, Qatar and City University London. The arrangement would initially involve 
undergraduate degrees in theSchools of Arts and Social Sciences, Mathematics, Computer Science 
and Engineering, City Law School and Health Sciences. 
 
The ABP Foundation level provision 
would be recognised, subject to agreed progression requirements, as providing the appropriate 
preparatory learning to enable eligible students to join the first year of study on a number of 
specified degrees at the University. The ABP programme was a centre of the Qatar Foundation for 
Education, Science and Community Development and fully accredited by the Commission on English 
Language Program Accreditation (CEA) in the United States. 
 
It was noted that in the past 5 years ABP students had been accepted at a number of UK Universities, 
although it was not specified within the documentation which institutions had formal agreements in 
place. The Committee agreed that, as part of the due diligence checks, the institutions that had 
formal articulation agreements in place should be confirmed and references should be obtained from 
the highest ranking two. It was recommended that this included details of how many students were 
normally accepted, and their progression through their chosen degree programmes. 
 
The Committee noted that some further documentation was required prior to signing a formal 
agreement. It was agreed that the outstanding Due Diligence form and Finance Letter from ABP 
should be provided as well as sign-off from Deans of the participating Schools.  

 
 
 
 
 

Recommendations  

1. To keep under review the resource implications of managing the relationship if the activity is 
scaled up. This should include University-level coordination and input from Marketing and 
Schools to maximise progression rates from the programmes. 
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2. Market research and marketing  
 
The Committee considered the information that had been provided within the submission and agreed 
that that there was clearly a market for the proposed arrangement. It was noted within the 
documentation that there was national demand for the programme, as Qatari high school students 
were required to have a foundation to enter a UK University. It was also noted that only 11 other UK 
Universities currently had a formal articulation agreement with the programme, and none of these 
were a London institution. This would therefore offer the University a competitive advantage.  
 
It was confirmed that marketing activity would be undertaken by the partner. The University would 
need to promote its offering to the students on the foundation to encourage progression, but this 
would be built into existing international recruitment activities. 
 
There was a discussion around whether ABP students would be required to apply through UCAS amid 
some concern that it would be confusing for students as to why they were being asked to complete 
an application when they have been that they have a guaranteed place based on reaching a set level 
of attainment.  

It was highlighted that, unlike INTO and KAPLAN students, ABP students would not be on the 
University’s system as offer holders if students did not apply through UCAS, and would therefore not 
receive offer-holder communications from the University.  It was agreed that the implications of not 
using the system should be considered and the agreed process should be communicated with the 
admissions team to ensure that arrangements are in place to include APB students in relevant offer-
holder communications. 
 

 
3. Programme content 
 
It was articulated within the documentation that there were 3 levels at the ABP: Foundation 1 (F1), 
Foundation 2 (F2), and Academic Level Studies (ALS). It was noted that the academic year was divided 
into 2 terms, each with approximately 77 contact days. The programme of studies was designed for a 
full year and aimed to develop students’ skills in English, Maths, Science, and Computing, with English 
language development being integrated into all courses. 
 

The Committee was interested to know more about the three levels of study. It was confirmed that 
the University would accept students from Foundation 2 or Academic Level Studies and students 
would undertake a bespoke mixture of modules depending on their ability. There was therefore the 
potential for less able students to remain on the programme over an extended period of time until 
they successfully completed it; City was unlikely to want to admit such students. It was agreed that it 
would be beneficial to obtain full transcripts for students applying to City to gain an overview of their 
progression through the Academic Bridge Programme.  

It was confirmed that the City degrees that would articulate with programme had been agreed with 
participating Schools. The Committee noted that the preparatory work was more Science focused and 
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queried if this aligned with the programmes offered by the School of Arts and Social Sciences. The 
Associate Dean Education from the School responded that the programmes on offer were mainly 
from social sciences and programmes could be added or removed depending on the level of interest.   

 

4. Resources 
 
As the ABP Foundation would be delivered externally, it was agreed that resources were minimal. 
However, the Committee recommended that the resource implications of managing the relationship 
be kept under review, particularly if this was scaled up in the future. This should include University-
level coordination and input from Marketing and Schools to maximise progression rates from the 
programmes. 
  
 
Laura Tull 
Academic Development Officer 
January 2016 


