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Stage 1 documents: 
Stage 1 Form  
Draft Agreement for Joint Research Doctoral Thesis between Sapienza and City 
Stage 0 form 
Due diligence form including site visit report 
Sapienza Doctoral Research Regulations (abridged) Main Points 
PARC comments (consideration by circulation) 
 
Proposed implementation date: January 2016  

Outcome of discussion: 

The proposal was not approved and would therefore need to be revised and resubmitted for further 
consideration by the Stage 1 University Programme Approval Committee. The Committee considered 
in particular that the nature of the award and associated regulatory framework were unclear and that 
these needed to be clarified in order for a decision on approval to be made. The following points would 
need to be addressed within a revised proposal: 

1. Supervision: to clarify arrangements for primary and secondary supervision. 
2. Degree title: Sapienza refers to the programme as ‘Psychology and Social Neuroscience’ and 

City refers to it as ‘Psychology and Cognitive Neuroscience’. Both institutions should be 
consistent as a joint award would mean one award and certificate from both institutions.  

3. Fees: to clarify the financial arrangements between Sapienza and City including which 
institution students will pay fees to, as this is inconsistent within the documentation.  

4. Modules: to clarify which MSc modules students will need to undertake in the first year and 
how this requirement will work for students hosted by Sapienza. 

5. Sign-offs: needed from Marketing and Finance sign-off (to confirm that the Finance 
Department is satisfied that there will be no additional cost implications or to provide the 
approved financial spreadsheet). 

6. Confirmation that the due diligence form has been considered and approved by School ExCo. 
7. Regulations: to clarify the proposed regulatory framework for the joint award as this is unclear 

from the documentation; both City’s and Sapienza’s regulations are referred to.  
 

Note: a common set of regulations would need to be agreed for the joint PhD, beyond joint supervision 



  

2 

 
 
Summary of discussion: 
 
1.  Rationale for the proposal 
 
The primary motivation for the proposal was to enable the School to join a Horizon 2020 bid for a 
Marie Sklodowska International Training Network, led by Sapienza University of Rome. This would 
support continued enhancement of the Psychology department’s research profile through the 
expansion of its research degree provision through a partnership with an institution with internationally 
recognised research.  Proposed numbers of students in steady state were 2 students who would 
primarily be hosted by City. An additional 2 students would be hosted by Sapienza. 
 
The submission stated that should the funding bid be successful, the first students would enrol on the 
programme in January 2016. It was noted that the proposal would also require School and University 
Stage 2 approval as a new PhD programme and the proposed start date was therefore not feasible. 
The Committee was unclear as to whether this would pose any risk to the submission of the funding 
bid, which the programme proposal appeared to be dependent on. 
 
 
2. Market research and marketing  
 
The Committee considered the market information provided noting that there were few institutions in 
London offering research degrees in Neuroscience.  It was stated in the submission that the main 
differentiator from key London competitors was that secondment opportunities would be offered to 
students on the programme.  The Committee noted that sign-off from Marketing for the market 
research and marketing strategy had not been included within the submission and would therefore 
need to be provided. 
 
 
3. Programme content 
 
The Committee noted from the documentation that each institution would host two students with the 
students spending 6-12 months at the other institution during their studies, with all students being 
jointly supervised by both institutions. The Committee was unclear on the arrangements for primary 
and secondary supervision and noted that importance of roles and responsibilities being clear to all 
parties from the outset given that students would be spending time at each institution. It was 
considered that a process to ensure appropriate matching of supervisors would need to be in place, 
which would need to take account of supervisory capacity, and the relative status of each supervisor, 
with this being as balanced as possible.  It was therefore agreed that the supervision arrangements 
should be clarified. 
 
A draft agreement for the joint programme had been included within the submission along with an 
abridged version of Sapienza’s regulations. City’s regulations were also referred to within the 
documentation. The Committee noted from the submission that the intention was for the programme to 

arrangements. A full set of regulations and associated policies would need to be submitted and 
approved at Stage 2, to govern progression, assessment and award unless there is written 
confirmation from Sapienza that City’s regulations can apply in their entirety. This also applies to the 2 
out of 4 students who will primarily be based at Sapienza. The regulations would need to be the same 
for all students whichever institution is the host if it is to be a jointly awarded degree.  
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lead to a joint degree award from both institutions. However, this was inconsistent with the information 
within the draft agreement, Sapienza’s regulations and other statements in the submission. These 
suggested that different regulations would apply to students on the programme depending on which 
institution was the host institution and that students would receive an award from each institution (a 
dual/double award). The Committee also noted that the degree title for the award from Sapienza would 
be ‘Psychology and Social Neuroscience’ and that the title for the award from City would be 
‘Psychology and Cognitive Neuroscience’. 

It was noted that City’s doctoral regulations stated that work for which another doctoral award has 
been made cannot be submitted for a City award; this would prevent a dual award for a doctoral 
programme being made. The expectation from City for a jointly awarded degree was that a common 
regulatory framework would apply to all students regardless of the institution at which the student was 
primarily based.  As there would be one award and certificate for the joint degree, it was noted that 
there should only be one programme title used consistently by both institutions. The Committee agreed 
that the nature of the award and the policy and regulatory framework that would apply would need to 
be clarified. The proposed framework would subsequently need to be considered in full during Stage 2 
of the approval process to ensure comparability and compatibility with City’s normal doctoral 
programme regulations. 

The Psychology Department was in the process of introducing formal training components for all 
research students. It was outlined in the submission that first year students would be required to 
complete a number of modules on the new MSc in Clinical, Social and Cognitive Neuroscience as part 
of this training. The modules to be taken would depend on the field of research and a student’s 
previous research methods training. Successful completion including coursework and examination 
would be a condition for transfer from MPhil to PhD.  In addition, the training would also take the form 
of intensive research methods workshops. Since the MPhil/PhD transfer was conditional on completion 
of certain modules, the Committee agreed that clarification was required on which modules would need 
to be undertaken.  In addition, as this impacted on the programme regulations which, for a joint award, 
would need to be common across both institutions, the Committee agreed that clarification was also 
required on how this would work for students hosted by Sapienza. 

 
4. Partnership arrangements 
 
The Committee noted the due diligence information including the report from the site visit to Sapienza 
that had taken place in June 2015. It was a requirement that this information be considered by the 
School’s Executive Committee (ExCo) prior to submission to the University Programme Approval 
Committee.  The required sign-off from the School ExCo had not been included within the 
documentation and it was agreed that confirmation that ExCo had considered and approved the 
information would need to be provided. 

The Committee noted that there was inconsistent information within the submission about the financial 
arrangements between City and Sapienza and which institution students would pay fees to.  It was 
agreed that the arrangements should be clarified. 

 
5. Resources 

It was stated within the submission that the addition of the small number of students on the 
programme would not result in any additional costs. As such, the required sign-off from the Finance 
Department had not been included within the submission. The Committee noted that there should be 
an assessment of the resource implications of the proposal, which, in addition to staff resource to 
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supervise students and to manage the partnership, could include resources for students such as desk 
space and relevant journals.  It was agreed that either sign-off should be provided by Finance 
Department to confirm that it is satisfied that there are no cost implications for the proposal, or provide 
the financial spreadsheet with approval from the Finance Department should be provided. 
 
 
Alison Edridge 
Student and Academic Services 
January 2016 


