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Space Request Form 
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PARC minutes 
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Outcome of discussion: 

The proposal was approved with conditions: 

Condition to be met before marketing takes place: 

1. To highlight the significant differences of the programme against similar (similar in title or 
content) at competitor institutions. This may be those who offer a similar programme in the UK 
(e.g. Bradford, Lincoln, Swansea, Kent, LSE, Bedfordshire), but should also show what is also 
offered by our major competitors according to UCAS: Greenwich, Kings, Kingston, LSBU, 
Middlesex, Queen Mary.  

Conditions to be met in the Stage 2 documentation: 

1. To consider how the delivery and assessment of existing modules offered by the School of 
Arts and Social Sciences would be adapted to reflect the Health and Social Care context, e.g. 
Contemporary Issues in Media Studies. 

2. To amend the programme specification to ensure that the weightings of each year within the 
awards tables are correct.  
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Summary of discussion: 
 

1.  Rationale for the proposal 
 
The proposal had previously been considered by the University Programme Approval Committee in 
June 2015. The decision of the Committee at that time was that the programme was not approved 
as the programme required further development and consideration at School level.  In summary, it 
was agreed that the educational rationale needed to be strengthened, further market analysis 
should be undertaken and that further consideration and development of aspects of the programme 
content were required. Revised documentation for the proposal had been submitted which was 
intended to address the concerns raised during the previous consideration by the Committee. 
 
A significantly expanded rationale for the programme had been provided for the programme which 
articulated more clearly the educational drivers for the proposal. The Committee was satisfied that 
the original concerns raised in this area had now been addressed. 
  

 
2. Market research and marketing  
 
The Committee considered the market information that had been provided within the submission.  It 
was indicated in the documentation that a key unique aspect of the programme in relation to 
competitors was that it would have greater contemporary relevance, with a focus on current and likely 
future challenges within health and social care. The Committee noted that this appeared to be mainly 
through the Contemporary Issues modules to be offered in the first year of the programme. It was 
queried how distinctive the programme would be as the programme offered by the University of 
Bradford included in the competitor analysis dealt with contemporary issues in the final year. 
 
It was noted that some of the institutions identified within the submission as the closest competitors 
(e.g. Essex, Hull and Southampton) had not been included in the competitor analysis and that the 
analysis had focused on programmes with similar titles.  The Committee agreed that prior to marketing, 
it would be beneficial for the School to undertake a more comprehensive analysis to more clearly 
identify the distinctive features of the proposed programme against programmes with similar content as 
well as similar titles. It would also be useful for this analysis to also consider provision offered by City’s 
major competitors as identified in the condition above.  The Committee noted that there was limited 
time for this condition to be met to enable the programme to be included in the 2017/18 prospectus 
and this may impact on recruitment for September 2017. 
 

 
3. Programme content 
 
The programme would comprise existing modules from other programmes, four new taught modules, 
and a new dissertation module. It was proposed to include a number of existing sociology and 
psychology modules currently offered by the School of Arts and Social Sciences (SASS).  A rationale 
for the inclusion of each of the SASS modules had been included in the submission. Two of these 
modules would be core modules in year 1, with the remainder elective modules in the second and final 
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years of the programme. The Committee queried whether the relevance of the SASS modules would 
be apparent to health and social care students through the delivery and assessment of these modules.  
It was agreed that it would be useful for the programme to consider how the health and social care 
context could be reflected in the delivery and assessment of the modules prior to Stage 2. 

It was noted that for each award in the ‘What Award Can I Get?’ section of the programme 
specification, the weighting of each part of the programme was 100%.  It was agreed that this would 
need to be amended for the Stage 2 submission, to make clear how much each part would count in the 
overall mark calculation for each award. 

 
4. Resources 

It was envisaged that the majority of the programme could be delivered within existing resources.  
Financial approval for the programme costings had been provided by the Finance Department. 

 
 
Alison Edridge 
Student and Academic Services 
January 2016 


