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Stage 2 documents and authorisations: 
 
Stage 2 Approval Form and authorisations including responses to Stage 1 conditions 
Curriculum Map 
Learning Pathways 
School Programme Approval and Review Committee minutes and responses to 
conditions/recommendations 
Programme and module specifications 
Draft programme handbook 
Report from external advisor and School response 
KIS information spreadsheet 
 
 
Proposed implementation date: September 2016 
 
 
External Contributions to the Programme Approval Process 
External contribution to the process had been provided by Professor Peter John Corvi, Professorial 
Teaching Fellow in Finance at the University of Warwick. This expertise, combined with that of the 
University members, provided a full and robust Committee to consider the range of matters to be 
addressed through the Programme Approval process. 
 
 
 
Student contribution to the Programme Approval Process 
The Students’ Union Vice-President (Education) is a standing member of the University Programme 
Approval Committee in order to ensure that student views are considered appropriately.  
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Conflict of interest 
 
No conflicts of interest were declared. 
 
 
Outcome of Committee discussion: 
 

The Committee commended the programme team on the flexibility of the programme and attracting a 
new market to Cass. 

The Committee agreed the following conditions: 
  
Conditions: 
 

1. Provide a response to the Stage 1 condition relating to learning outcomes and make 
associated changes to the module specifications.  

2. Clarify to students that where an assessment is either an essay or a class test, this is decided 
by the module leader as opposed to the student. 

3. Confirm whether the partnership with Beijing Normal University will be terminated and amend 
the programme specification as appropriate. 

Deadline for response to the conditions, with full supporting documentation: 30th November 
2015. 
 
In addition to the above, some areas for enhancement within specification documents were provided 
by LEaD and some errors and inconsistencies within the Stage 2 submission were identified.  Details 
would be shared with the Programme team to enable them to be addressed within the final version of 
the documentation. 
 
  
Summary of discussion: 
1. The Programme 
 
The programme aimed to build on the current undergraduate provision offered by Cass Business 
School. The programme had been proposed as a provision to ensure coverage of all areas of finance 
and as such distinguished itself from the BSc (Hons) Banking and International Finance and the BSc 
(Hons) Investment and Financial Risk Management. 
 
The Committee queried whether the reference to the partnership with Beijing Normal University was 
correct in light of a possible termination of the partnership for the BSc (Hons) Banking and International 
Finance and the BSc (Hons) Investment and Financial Risk Management. The Committee agreed that 
the future of the partnership should be confirmed and the programme specification should be amended 
as appropriate.  
 
The Committee commended the programme team on the flexibility of the programme and attracting a 
new market to Cass. 
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2.  Programme Content 
 
The proposed BSc Finance programme would consist entirely of existing modules that make up the 
current undergraduate finance programmes in Cass (BSc Banking and International Finance and BSc 
Investment and Financial Risk Management). It was noted that all three finance programmes would 
follow a common first year with second and third year electives being taken from the existing offering. 
The external advisor therefore emphasised the importance of a coherent combination of modules to 
make up the content for the programme. The programme team provided a curriculum map and detailed 
learning pathways within the documentation to illustrate this.  

 
3.  Learning, Teaching and Assessment 
  
The Committee queried whether the programme team had considered external advisor comments in 
relation to whether individual or generic feedback would be provided to students. The programme team 
responded that different modules have different types of feedback and that if a student fails or is 
required to re-sit, then individual feedback would be given. 

The Committee noted that assessment methods were sometimes unclear from the module 
specifications. The Committee queried how group work is marked and whether students would receive 
an individual mark or one group mark. The programme team clarified that where students were 
assessed as part of a group assessment, one group mark would be received. However, mechanisms 
were currently in place for these modules if students wished to contest a group mark or input from 
individuals. The Committee noted that where an assessment was either an essay or an in class test, it 
was unclear how this would be decided. The programme team clarified that this would be decided by 
the module leader as opposed to the student. The Committee agreed that this should be made clear in 
student facing documentation.  

The Committee queried the fact that the Finance and Investment module had fewer tutorial hours than 
other modules. The programme team confirmed that this was determined by the lecturer in relation to 
the module content and that no issues had been identified with this from student feedback.  

 
4. Student experience 
 
The external advisor had no concerns that the introduction of the new programme would have a 
detrimental effect on either the student experience or the level of student support, as the demand on 
resources was not expected to change appreciably from its current level. 
 
 
5. Quality assurance, standards and regulations 

The Committee raised some concerns regarding the programme and module learning outcomes. The 
Committee agreed that the response to the Stage 1 condition to revise learning outcomes to ensure 
they were measurable had not been met within the documentation. It was also noted that some of the 
learning outcomes did not reflect the level of study. The Committee agreed that the programme team 
should provide a response to the Stage 1 condition relating to learning outcomes, and make 
associated changes to the module specifications, in liaison with LEaD. 
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6. Resources 
 
The documentation indicated that the resources required had not changed since Stage 1. It was 
anticipated that no additional resources would be required for the revised programme, as modules 
would be taken from the existing portfolio. There would also be no significant increase in student 
numbers. 
 
 
 
Date prepared: October 2015 
Laura Tull  
Academic Development Officer 


