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Recommended Action 

Senate is asked to note the summary report submitted. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Publication: Open 

Summary 

As part of our annual reporting, and following QAA recommendations, Senate receives 
performance monitoring data for different student groups. This includes protected 
characteristics and commonly used criteria relating to students from disadvantaged 
backgrounds or coming from groups under-represented in Higher Education.  

This paper provides: 

• Data relating to UG performance by students filtered by group, according to two 
performance indicators.  

• Data relating to PGT performance by students filtered by group, according to one 
performance indicator.  

• Detail on which other measures are in development. 

• Supplementary tables providing further breakdown by School. 

One action required. 
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Performance monitoring  

Background 

The institutional monitoring report presents high level data from academic year 2014/15 
relating to the following indicators of performance: 

1. First year, first degree students progressing to the second year (%) 
2. Undergraduate honours degree students achieving a good degree (1 or 2:1) (%)  
3. Degree class for Masters degree students (Distinction or Merit) (%)  

 
The report is intended to provide data relating to the following groups: 

• Self-declared disability 
• Mature students (indicators 1-2) 
• Part time students 
• Widening Participation students (indicators 1-2) 

 

• BAME students 
• International students 
• Gender 
 

Data from 2013/14 is also provided. This is for comparison, and over time building up 
sequential annual data may allow identification of significant trends. Other groups may be 
identified for analysis and inclusion within this monitoring. This will be combined with 
separate, complementary data-gathering relating to recruitment and progression of students 
by Widening Participation indicators. Some of this data is already collected to ensure 
compliance with statutory duties and the requirements of the Equality Act 2010. Other 
reporting is done to develop activity with Services and by School and to develop institutional 
targets (for example, relating to the University’s Access Agreement).  

Appendix A provides the breakdown of data by School. 

Widening Participation indicators 

“Widening Participation students” had previously been proposed for inclusion in the report. 
Such students may be identified through a sub-set of indicators, requiring analysis of 
postcode data, socio-economic classification and family history of progression to Higher 
Education. Definition and identification of WP groups requires more detailed treatment of 
data and reporting systems. Gathering this data is complex. A contextual note and summary 
of data previously gathered is included in Appendix B, including an initial summary of WP 
populations as of October 2015. 

Challenges of PGT and PGR analysis 

Previously, the following performance outcomes had been identified as potentially relevant to 
this report: 
 

a) Data on progression from Part I to Part II at first attempt for Masters degree students 
(%) 

b) Full time research students qualifying within 4 years (%) 
c) Part time research students qualifying within 7 years (%) 
d) Research students upgrading from MPhil to PhD within 24 months of registration (%) 
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In carrying out this work it emerged that these indicators cannot be readily defined and 
analysed using the student records system in the same way as the other measures. This is 
in part due to the variation in practice relating to conversion and progression within a PG 
setting across Schools and programmes. It is compounded by the different systems used to 
record PG student progression. This data is being investigated through different means. 

Further comment from Access and Success sub-committee 

1. Top level data is of limited use in terms of identifying actions or measures to take up. 
Further analysis by School and programme would provide more meaningful detail 
and enable targeting of any actions. As a result, Schools information has been 
included for the first time. Further work on this will follow. 

2. It has been agreed that a Progression Improvement Programme be developed within 
Student and Academic Services to further collate and analyse relevant data on 
student progression and completion. This will involve members of a dedicated team 
liaising with Programme Directors/Heads of Department/Associate Deans to look at 
patterns or trends at programme level, primarily to establish which students do not 
progress and why. Development of this provision is underway for 2016/17. 
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Context: breakdown of UG Population by group 

Student group Headcount 
2013/14 

% of total UG 
population 
2013/14 

Headcount 
2014/15 

% of total UG 
population 
2014/15 

Disabled students* 435 5.2 442 5.2 
Mature students 3,391 40.8 3,048 35.9 
Part time students 628 7.6 609 7.2 
BAME students** 5,009 65.1 5,240 66.4 
International students 1,772 21.3 1,963 23.1 
Gender F: 4,530 

M: 3,785 
F: 54.5 
M: 45.5 

F: 4,603 
M: 3,881 

F: 54.3 
M: 45.7 

Total UG Population  8,315 100 8,484 100 
* Students with self-declared disability 
**Note: Due to instances where data is refused/not known, overall pop. is lower for BAME (7,695 in 2013/14, 7,890 in 2014/15) 

Undergraduate progression indicators  

1. First year, full time, first degree students progressing to the second year 
 
UG Table 1  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall UG 
population and are included for side-by-side comparison. 
 
Progression indicator by group 2013/14 % 2014/15 % 
Proportion of disabled students progressing 
from Y1 to Y2 as proportion of overall students 
progressing 

4.5 (5.2) 3.9 (5.2) 

   
Mature students progressing from Y1 to Y2 as 
proportion of overall students progressing 

18.7 (40.8) 14.6 (35.9) 

   
BAME students progressing from Y1 to Y2 as 
proportion of overall students progressing 

66.3 (65.1) 66.9 (66.4) 

   
International students progressing from Y1 to 
Y2 as proportion of overall students 
progressing 

23.9 (21.3) 25.0 (23.1) 

   
Proportion of students progressing from Y1 to 
Y2 split by gender 

Female: 54.4 (54.5) 
Male: 45.6 (45.5) 

Female: 55.0 (54.3) 
Male: 45.0 (45.7) 
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2. Undergraduate honours degree students achieving a good degree (1 or 2:1) (%) 

UG Table 2  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall UG 
population and are included for comparison. 
 
Progression indicator by group 2013/14 % 2014/15 % 
Proportion of disabled students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good* degree 

4.8 (5.2) 5.4 (5.2) 

   
Proportion of Mature students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

63.9 (40.8) 64.1 (35.9) 

   
Proportion of PT students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

7.9 (7.6) 9.2 (7.2) 

   
Proportion of BAME students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

56.9 (65.1) 62.3 (66.4) 

   
Proportion of International students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

19.2 (21.3) 25.4 (23.1) 

   
Proportion of students receiving a good 
degree split by gender 

Female: 57.8 (54.5) 
Male: 42.2 (45.5) 

Female: 55.8 (54.3) 
Male: 44.2 (45.7) 

*Note: For the purposes of this activity degree classifications considered were First, Upper Second, Lower Second, Third, 
Ordinary and Aegrotat. 
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Context: breakdown of PGT population by group 
 
Student group Headcount 

2013/14 
% of total 
PGT 
population 
2013/14 

Headcount 
2014/15 

% of total 
PGT 
population 
2014/15 

Disabled students* 330 4.3 316 4.0 
Mature students 7,716 99.3 7,768 99.1 
Part time students 2,223 28.6 1,990 25.4 
BAME students** 3,442 45.2 3,552 46.2 
International students 3,201 41.2 3,289 42.0 
Gender F: 3,925 

M: 3,840 
F: 50.5 
M: 49.4 

F: 4,130 
M: 3,706 

F: 52.7 
M: 47.3 

Total PGT Population  7,764 100 7,831 100 
* Students with self-declared disability 
**Note: Due to instances where data is refused/not known, overall pop. is lower for BAME (7,695 in 2013/14, 7,689 in 2014/15) 

Postgraduate taught progression indicators 
 

3. Degree class for Masters degree students (Distinction or Merit) (%)  
 
PGT Table 1  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall PGT 
population and are included for comparison. 
 
Progression indicator by group 2013/14 % 2014/15 % 
Proportion of disabled students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

4.3 (4.3) 3.5 (4.0) 

   
Proportion of Mature students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

N/A* N/A* 

   
Proportion of PT students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

18.9 (28.6) 11.5 (25.4) 

   
Proportion of BAME students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

39.0 (45.2) 40.7 (46.2) 

   
Proportion of International students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

39.6 (41.2) 41.8 (42.0) 

   
Proportion of students receiving a degree 
receiving a good degree split by gender 

Female: 52.9 (50.5) 
Male: 47.1 (49.4) 

Female: 53.7 (52.7) 
Male: 46.3 (47.3) 

*Note: Measure of this group is not meaningful in the sense that all PGT students are by default Mature students per the 
definition used. Further work may be undertaken to break down Mature students at PG level into different age ‘bands’. 
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Appendix A 

Undergraduate and Taught Postgraduate Performance Indicators by School 

Context: breakdown of UG Population by group by School 
Note: Data at School-level for 2013/14 was not provided in the previous report. This will be extracted 
and included in future versions of this paper for side-by-side comparison. 

Student group Headcount 
2013/14 

% of total UG 
population 
2013/14 

Headcount 
2014/15 

% of total UG 
population 
2014/15 

Disabled students     
City 435 5.2 442 5.2 
Cass - - 47 2.2 
SASS - - 81 5.0 
CLS - - 30 3.8 
SHS - - 187 9.3 
SMCSE - - 97 5.1 
     
Mature students     
City 3,391 40.8 3,048 35.9 
Cass - - 571 26.3 
SASS - - 355 21.9 
CLS - - 155 19.7 
SHS - - 1,275 63.7 
SMCSE - - 692 36.3 
     
Part time students     
City 628 7.6 609 7.2 
Cass - - 156 7.2 
SASS - - 24 1.5 
CLS - - 0 0.0 
SHS - - 127 6.3 
SMCSE - - 302 15.8 
     
BAME students     
City 5,009 65.1 5,240 66.4 
Cass - - 1,219 65.1 
SASS - - 872 57.9 
CLS - - 546 74.0 
SHS - - 1,212 61.4 
SMCSE - - 1,391 77.3 
     
International students     
City 1,772 21.3 1,963 23.1 
Cass - - 1,137 52.4 
SASS - - 341 21.0 
CLS - - 144 18.3 
SHS - - 22 1.1 
SMCSE - - 319 16.7 
     
Gender     
City F: 4,530 

M: 3,785 
F: 54.5 
M: 45.5 

F: 4,603 
M: 3,881 

F: 54.3 
M: 45.7 

Cass - - F: 847 
M: 1,323 

F: 39.0 
M: 61.0 

SASS - - F: 1,065 
M: 556 

F: 65.5 
M: 34.5 

CLS - - F: 539 
M: 246 

F: 68.7 
M: 31.3 

SHS - - F: 1,711 
M: 291 

F: 85.5 
M: 14.5 

SMCSE - - F: 441 
M: 1,465 

F: 23.1 
M: 76.9 

Total UG Population  8,315 100 8,484 100 
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Undergraduate progression indicators  

1. First year, full time, first degree students progressing to the second year 
 
UG Tables  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall UG 
population at City and within each School and are included for comparison. 
 
Performance of disabled students 

Proportion of disabled students progressing 
from Y1 to Y2 as proportion of overall students 
progressing 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 4.5 (5.2) 3.9 (5.2) 
Cass - 1.6 (2.2) 
SASS - 3.7 (5.0) 
CLS - 3.1 (3.8) 
SHS - 7.3 (9.3) 
SMCSE - 4.6 (5.1) 
 
Performance of Mature students 

Mature students progressing from Y1 to Y2 as 
proportion of overall students progressing 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 18.7 (20.8) 14.6 (35.9) 
Cass - 8.2 (26.3) 
SASS - 8.3 (21.9) 
CLS - 6.6 (19.7) 
SHS - 42.3 (63.7) 
SMCSE - 10.6 (36.3) 
 
Performance of BAME students 

BAME students progressing from Y1 to Y2 as 
proportion of overall students progressing 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 66.3 (65.1) 66.9 (66.4) 
Cass - 62.6 (65.1) 
SASS - 62.3 (57.9) 
CLS - 72.6 (74.0) 
SHS - 63.8 (61.4) 
SMCSE - 78.5 (77.3) 
 
Performance of International students 

International students progressing from Y1 to 
Y2 as proportion of overall students 
progressing 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 23.9 (22.4) 25.0 (23.1) 
Cass - 53.0 (52.4) 
SASS - 19.2 (21.0) 
CLS - 17.0 (18.3) 
SHS - 1.9 (1.1) 
SMCSE - 17.4 (16.7) 
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Performance by gender 

Proportion of students progressing from Y1 to 
Y2 split by gender 

2013/14 2014/15 

City Female: 54.4 (54.4) 
Male: 45.6 (45.6) 

Female: 55.0 (54.3) 
Male: 45.0 (45.7) 

Cass - Female: 43.1 (39.0) 
Male: 56.9 (61.0) 

SASS - Female: 63.6 (65.5) 
Male: 36.4 (34.5) 

CLS - Female: 67.8 (68.7) 
Male: 32.2 (31.3) 

SHS - Female: 85.7 (85.5) 
Male: 14.3 (14.5) 

SMCSE - Female: 22.5 (23.1) 
Male: 77.5 (76.9) 

 
2. Undergraduate honours degree students achieving a good degree (1 or 2:1) (%) 

UG Tables  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall UG 
population at City and within each School and are included for side-by-side comparison. 
 
Performance of disabled students 

Proportion of disabled students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 4.8 (5.2) 5.4 (5.2) 
Cass - 3.1 (2.2) 
SASS - 6.5 (5.0) 
CLS - 8.2 (3.8) 
SHS - 8.1 (9.3) 
SMCSE - 3.7 (5.1) 
 
Performance of Mature students 

Proportion of Mature students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 63.9 (40.8) 64.1 (35.9) 
Cass - 61.0 (26.3) 
SASS - 49.0 (21.9) 
CLS - 40.2 (19.7) 
SHS - 73.2 (63.7) 
SMCSE - 83.1 (36.3) 
 
Performance of PT students 

Proportion of PT students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 7.9 (7.6) 9.2 (7.2) 
Cass - 14.5 (7.2) 
SASS - 0.0 (1.5) 
CLS - 0.0 (0.0) 
SHS - 1.9 (6.3) 
SMCSE - 22.4 (15.8) 



 

10 
 

 

Performance of BAME students 

Proportion of BAME students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 56.9 (65.1) 62.3 (66.4) 
Cass - 63.0 (65.1) 
SASS - 54.0 (57.9) 
CLS - 74.7 (74.0) 
SHS - 56.0 (61.4) 
SMCSE - 73.4 (77.3) 
 
Performance of international students 

Proportion of International students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 19.2 (21.3) 25.4 (23.1) 
Cass - 54.5 (52.4) 
SASS - 19.9 (21.0) 
CLS - 15.5 (18.3) 
SHS - 1.9 (1.1) 
SMCSE - 16.5 (16.7) 
 
Performance by gender 

Proportion of students receiving a good 
degree split by gender 

2013/14 2014/15 

City Female: 57.8 (54.4) 
Male: 42.2 (45.6) 

Female: 55.8 (54.3) 
Male: 44.2 (45.7) 

Cass - Female: 37.1 (39.0) 
Male: 62.9 (61.0) 

SASS - Female: 74.7 (65.5) 
Male: 25.3 (34.5) 

CLS - Female: 73.2 (68.7) 
Male: 26.8 (31.3) 

SHS - Female: 82.9 (85.5) 
Male: 17.1 (14.5) 

SMCSE - Female: 27.2 (23.1) 
Male: 72.8 (76.9) 
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Context: breakdown of PGT Population by group by School 
 
Student group Headcount 

2013/14 
% of total PGT 
pop. 2013/14 

Headcount 
2014/15 

% of total PGT 
pop. 2014/15 

Disabled students     
City 330 4.3 316 4.0 
Cass - - 80 2.5 
SASS - - 80 5.4 
CLS - - 59 5.9 
SHS - - 47 5.2 
SMCSE - - 49 4.0 
Interdisciplinary - - 1 1.5 
     
Mature students     
City 7,716 99.3 7,768 99.1 
Cass - - 3,121 98.8 
SASS - - 1,481 99.3 
CLS - - 992 98.8 
SHS - - 898 99.9 
SMCSE - - 1,209 99.6 
Interdisciplinary - - 67 100.0 
     
Part time students     
City 2,223 28.6 1,990 25.4 
Cass - - 577 18.3 
SASS - - 146 9.8 
CLS - - 88 8.8 
SHS - - 546 60.7 
SMCSE - - 566 46.6 
Interdisciplinary - - 67 100.0 
     
BAME students     
City 3,442 45.2 3,552 46.2 
Cass - - 1,686 53.9 
SASS - - 510 34.9 
CLS - - 450 46.9 
SHS - - 329 36.8 
SMCSE - - 562 47.5 
Interdisciplinary - - 15 24.6 
     
International students     
City 3,201 41.2 3,289 42.0 
Cass - - 1,743 55.2 
SASS - - 552 37.0 
CLS - - 406 40.4 
SHS - - 48 5.3 
SMCSE - - 538 44.3 
Interdisciplinary - - 2 3.0 
     
Gender     
City F: 3,925 

M: 3,840 
F: 50.6 
M: 49.4 

F: 4,130 
M: 3,706 

F: 52.7 
M: 47.3 

Cass - - F: 1,399 
M: 1,761 

F: 44.3 
M: 55.7 

SASS - - F: 1,023 
M: 469 

F: 68.6 
M:31.4 

CLS - - F: 538 
M: 466 

F: 53.6 
M: 46.4 

SHS - - F: 769 
M: 130 

F: 85.5 
M:14.5 

SMCSE - - F: 360 
M: 854 

F: 29.7 
M: 70.3 

Interdisciplinary - - F: 41 
M: 26 

F: 61.2 
M:38.8 
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Total PGT Population  7,764 100 7,831 100 
 
Postgraduate taught progression indicators 
 

3. Degree class for Masters degree students (Distinction or Merit) (%)  
 

PGT Tables  
Note: Numbers in parenthesis refer to the % of that student group as a proportion of the overall PGT 
population at City and within each School and are included for side-by-side comparison. 
 
Performance of disabled students 

Proportion of disabled students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 4.3 (4.3) 3.5 (4.0) 
Cass - 2.0 (2.5) 
SASS - 5.4 (5.4) 
CLS - 0.0 (5.9) 
SHS - 4.3 (5.2) 
SMCSE - 3.3 (4.0) 
Interdisciplinary - 0.0 (1.5) 
 
Performance of PT students 

Proportion of PT students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 18.9 (28.6) 11.5 (25.4) 
Cass - 10.5 (18.3) 
SASS - 2.6 (9.8) 
CLS - 3.6 (8.8) 
SHS - 31.5 (60.7) 
SMCSE - 18.1 (46.6) 
Interdisciplinary - 100.0 (100.0) 
 
Performance of BAME students 

Proportion of BAME students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 39.0 (45.2) 40.7 (46.2) 
Cass - 53.8 (53.9) 
SASS - 27.9 (34.9) 
CLS - 14.3 (46.9) 
SHS - 19.8 (36.8) 
SMCSE - 48.7 (47.5) 
Interdisciplinary - 0.0 (24.6) 
 
Performance of international students 

Proportion of International students receiving a 
good degree as proportion of all students 
receiving a good degree 

2013/14 2014/15 

City 39.6 (41.2) 41.8 (42.0) 
Cass - 58.8 (55.2) 
SASS - 30.0 (37.0) 
CLS - 25.0 (40.4) 
SHS - 4.3 (5.3) 
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SMCSE - 45.7 (44.3) 
Interdisciplinary - 8.3 (3.0) 
 
Performance by gender 

Proportion of students receiving a good 
degree as proportion of all students receiving 
a good degree split by gender 

2013/14 2014/15 

City Female: 52.9 (50.5) 
Male: 47.1 (49.4) 

Female: 53.7 (52.7) 
Male: 46.3 (47.3) 

Cass - Female: 42.8 (44.3) 
Male: 57.2 (55.7) 

SASS - Female: 66.4 (68.6) 
Male: 33.6 (31.4) 

CLS - Female: 60.7 (53.6) 
Male: 39.3 (46.4) 

SHS - Female: 92.0 (85.5) 
Male: 8.0 (14.5) 

SMCSE - Female: 34.2 (29.7) 
Male: 65.8 (70.3) 

Interdisciplinary - Female: 58.3 (61.2) 
Male: 41.7 (38.8) 
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Appendix B 

Widening participation indicators – contextual information 

Low Participation Neighbourhood (LPN) 

This indicator refers to a postcode where a student lives and from where they progress to 
Higher Education. Categorisation of postcodes is based on the HE participation rates of 
people who were aged 18 between 2005 and 2009 and entered a HE course in a UK HEI or 
English or Scottish Further Education College, aged 18 or 19, between academic years 
2005/06 and 2010/11. The classification is formed by ranking 2001 Census Area Statistics 
(CAS) wards by their young participation rates for the combined 2005 to 2009 cohorts. This 
gives five quintile groups of areas ordered from ‘1’ (those wards with the lowest participation) 
to ‘5’ (those wards with the highest participation), each representing 20 per cent of the UK 
cohort. Students have been allocated to the neighbourhoods on the basis of their postcode. 
Those students whose postcode falls within wards with the lowest participation (Quintile 1) 
are denoted as being from a Low Participation Neighbourhood. Recruitment of students from 
LPN Quintile 1 is a challenge due to the low number of LPN Quintiles 1 and 2 in London. 
Areas in London that are not captured in Quintile 1 for LPN may remain areas of high 
deprivation on the basis of data from the Index of Multiple Deprivation datasets. 

National Statistics Socio-Economic Classification (NS-SEC) 

The information on socio-economic background of students to denote WP status is taken 
from the National Statistics Socio-Economic Classification data. The classifications used are: 

1. Higher managerial and professional occupations 
2. Lower managerial and professional occupations 
3. Intermediate occupations 
4. Small employers and own account workers 
5. Lower supervisory and technical occupations 
6. Semi-routine occupations 
7. Routine occupations 

The UK Performance Indicator is the proportion of students from NS-SEC classes 4-7 out of 
those from NS-SEC classes 1-7. NS-SEC class 8, long-term unemployed or never worked, 
is included with unknown classification for the purposes of the UK Performance Indicators. 

Parental Education 

An additional commonly used criteria for widening participation relates to students who are 
the ‘first in family’ to go to university or who have no parental history of Higher Education. 

The NS-SEC indicator above is less reliable as it is based on students knowing and 
reporting on their parents’ occupation. For both the NS-SEC and parental education 
indicators there are also a high level of students who do not know or who decline to provide 
this information, which should be factored into analysis. 

A summary of withdrawal/non-continuation of students in line with the above indicators for 
the period 2012/13-2013/14 is provided below. However, this analysis refers only to UK 
domiciled students on HEFCE-funded courses. 
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Retention status of WP groups as at December 2014: HEFCE-funded 
UK domiciled entrants 2012/13-2013/14 
  Young Mature 

  

Number 
of 
students 

% 
continuing 
or  gained 
intended 
award 

Number 
of 
students 

% 
continuing 
or  gained 
intended 
award 

POLAR 1-2 222 82.0% 28 46.4% 
POLAR 3-5 2020 81.0% 277 69.3% 

  
     

SEC 1-3 915 84.2% 95 70.5% 
SEC 4-7 737 78.4% 66 65.2% 
SEC not known 592 79.4% 144 66.0% 

  
     

Parental education 
yes 810 81.5% 121 71.1% 
Parental education no 1049 80.6% 123 67.5% 
Parental ed don't 
know 181 80.1% 27 51.9% 
Information refused 204 82.4% 34 64.7% 

   
  

 
In addition to this, Student and Academic Services and IS have developed a tool in the 
student records system to generate a snapshot of data at any one time of the proportion of 
the student population who meet one or more of the widely used Widening Participation 
criteria.1 Note: Data below includes BPT, LPC, occasional modules and short courses. 

Snapshot of WP students within UG and PGT population as at October 2015 
Widening Participation status Headcount 2014/15 % of total UG population 
Cass 435 10.0 
SASS 928 21.4 
CLS 508 11.7 
SHS 1,365 31.4 
SMCSE 1,105 25.5 
City Total 4,341 100.0 
 
Data provided in the tables in Appendix B is constituted from a different baseline population 
than the datasets provided in the tables in the main body of the report. Further work to 
establish widening participation analysis is underway, including bringing the above 
information up to date and into a format that can be include in this report’s core datasets. 

 

                                                           
1 The criteria include: first in family to progress to Higher Education, NS-SEC 4-7, LPN Quintile 1, identification 
as disabled, care leaver and/or mature student. 


