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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Birmingham City University
Programme title BSc (Hons) Paramedic Science
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Paramedic

Anthony Hoswell (Paramedic)
Paul Bates (Paramedic)

HCPC executive Tamara Wasylec
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.

Section five: Visitors’ comments

The visitors noted that the education provider submitted information relating to past major
change submissions. However, the education provider is not required to submit this again
for the annual monitoring process.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Birmingham City University
Programme title MSc Mental Health
Mode of delivery Full time
Programme type Approved mental health professional
Dorothy Smith (Approved mental health
Name and role of HCPC visitors professional)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)
HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 November 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

DOOoddX

The education provided did not provide internal quality reports, external examiner’s reports
and responses to external examiner’s reports for the last two years as the programme has
not run a cohort since its approval.



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The approval criteria for approved mental health professional
(AMHP) programmes for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the approval criteria for approved mental health professional
programmes and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our criteria for approved mental health professionals.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the approval
criteria for approved mental health professional programmes and that those who
complete the programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the criteria
for approved mental health professionals.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the approval criteria for approved mental health professional programmes
listed. Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if required
place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Birmingham City University
Programme ftitle Post _G_raduate Diploma Approved Mental Health
Practitioner
Mode of delivery Full time
Programme type Approved mental health professional
Dorothy Smith (Approved mental health
Name and role of HCPC visitors professional)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)
HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 November 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Programme Quality Day document

OXOXOXKX

The education provider did not submit the internal quality report, external examiner’s report
and response to external examiner reports for two years ago as the programme did not run
two years ago.



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The approval criteria for approved mental health professional
(AMHP) programmes for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the approval criteria for approved mental health professional
programmes and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our criteria for approved mental health professionals.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the approval
criteria for approved mental health professional programmes and that those who
complete the programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the criteria
for approved mental health professionals.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the approval criteria for approved mental health professional programmes
listed. Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if required
place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider University of Birmingham
Programme title BA (Hons) Social work
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Social worker in England

Dorothy Smith (Social worker in England)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)

HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 November 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Job description for welfare officer

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Bournemouth University
Programme title BA (Hons) Social Work
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Social worker in England

Dorothy Smith (Social worker in England)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)

HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
¢ Programme handbook

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Bournemouth University
Programme title MA Social work
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Social worker in England

Dorothy Smith (Social worker in England)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)

HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Action plan
e Programme handbook

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETSs), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Bournemouth university
Proaramme title Postgraduate Diploma Advanced Mental Health
9 Practice (AMHP)
Mode of delivery Work based learning
Programme type Approved mental health professional
Dorothy Smith (Approved mental health
Name and role of HCPC visitors professional)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)
HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 November 2016

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Programme and application information guidance sheet
e Preparation / selection requirements for AMHP training Guidance sheet
e External examiner curriculum vitae

I



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The approval criteria for approved mental health professional
(AMHP) programmes for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the approval criteria for approved mental health professional
programmes and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our criteria for approved mental health professionals.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the approval
criteria for approved mental health professional programmes and that those who
complete the programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the criteria
for approved mental health professionals.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the approval criteria for approved mental health professional programmes
listed. Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if required
place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Bournemouth university
Programme title MA Advanced Mental Health Practice (AMHP)
Mode of delivery Part time
Programme type Approved mental health professional

Dorothy Smith (Approved mental health
Name and role of HCPC visitors professional)

Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)
HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 November 2016

Section two: Submission details
The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

Programme and application information guidance sheet
Preparation / selection requirements for AMHP training Guidance sheet
e External examiner curriculum vitae

I



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The approval criteria for approved mental health professional
(AMHP) programmes for which additional documentation was requested, are listed
below with reasons for the request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the approval criteria for approved mental health professional
programmes and that those who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to
meet our criteria for approved mental health professionals.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the approval
criteria for approved mental health professional programmes and that those who
complete the programme will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the criteria
for approved mental health professionals.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the approval criteria for approved mental health professional programmes
listed. Therefore, a visit is recommended to gather more evidence and if required
place conditions on ongoing approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Bournemouth University
Programme title PG Dip Social Work
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Social worker in England

Dorothy Smith (Social worker in England)
Andrew Richards (Practitioner psychologist)

HCPC executive Jasmine Pokuaa Oduro-Bonsrah
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Action plan
e Programme handbook

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

City College Norwich

Name of validating body

University of East Anglia

Programme title

BA (Hons) Applied Social Work

Mode of delivery

Full time
Flexible

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Social worker in England

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Richard Barker (Social Worker in England)
Michael Branicki (Social Worker in England)

HCPC executive

Rebecca Stent

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

DRI

e Placement handbooks
e Student handbook

¢ Module specifications
e Assessment guidance
e List of guest speakers

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago



Programme Committee Meeting minutes
Documentation for service user and carer involvement
Evaluative Report Panel presentations lists

Practice assessment panel information

List of skills days

Student disciplinary procedure

Professional misconduct or unsuitability policy and procedure
Academic appeals and complaints procedure

Course information

Curriculum vitae for staff

Explanation of academic lead role

School of Higher Education curriculum chart

HCPC audit letter

Norfolk regulatory framework

Statement regarding course closure

Annual Monitoring declaration form

Anti-bullying and harassment procedure

Equality and diversity policy

Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.



Section five: Visitors’ comments

The visitors noted from the documentation that the programme will be closing in 2018. The
visitors would like to remind the education provider that they need to formally notify the
HCPC of the programme’s closure closer to the confirmed closing date.

On page 3 of the annual monitoring report 2014-15, the education provider has noted the
demise of the College of Social Work in 2015. However, in other documentation, the
visitors noted references to requirements from the College of Social Work. For example,
on page 34 of the Professional Capabilities Framework, the education provider has stated:
“it is expected that all training programmes will adopt the PCF requirements by 2013”. As
the College of Social Work is no longer in existence, the visitors recommend that the
education provider updates all programme documentation to specify that this is now used
for guidance only.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

University of Central Lancashire

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Physiotherapy

. Full time
M f deliver .
ode of delivery Part time
Relevant part of the HCPC register | Physiotherapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)
Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)

HCPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

DRI

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

e Module descriptors for the programme revision in April 2016
e Rationale for the changes in April 2016



Section three: Additional documentation

] The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

X The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

3.17 Service users and carers must be involved in the programme.

Reason: The visitors reviewed the evidence provided for this standard. Whilst the visitors
could see that there is a statement that service users and carers have been involved in the
programme, found within the standards mapping document, there was no evidence of how
this involvement took place. For example the mapping document refers to service user and
carer involvement in the design of interview questions, the delivery of sessions and in
curriculum design. However, the visitors could not see evidence of this or how service
users were selected and supported to undertake their roles in delivering and designing the
programme.

Suggested documentation: Evidence that demonstrates the role of the service users and
carers and how they are selected and supported to fulfil their roles when involved in the
programme.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

] There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

Coventry University

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Occupational Therapy (Outreach)

Mode of delivery

Part time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Occupational therapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Claire Brewis (Occupational therapist)
Lorna Povey (Speech and language therapist)

HCPC executive

Niall Gooch

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

o o XIXIKIXKMXN

Programme specification

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

Information about service user and carer integration at Coventry University

Section three: Additional documentation

X The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a

recommendation.



[] The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETSs), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

] There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Coventry University
Programme title BSc (Hons) Applied Biomedical Science
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Biomedical scientist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)
Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)

HCPC executive Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

I

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

Confirmation of IBMS Reaccreditation 2014
Placement handbook

Programme Specification

Curriulum Vitae for Sebastien Farnaud
Module descriptors 227BMS and A306EEI



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Coventry University
Programme title BSc (Hons) Physiotherapy (Leicester)
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Physiotherapist

Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)
Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)

Name and role of HCPC visitors

HCPC executive Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Service user toolkit and induction programme

I



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Coventry University

Programme title BSc (Hons) Occupational Therapy
Full time

Mode of delivery Part time

Work based learning

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Occupational therapist

Claire Brewis (Occupational therapist)
Lorna Povey (Speech and language therapist)

HCPC executive Niall Gooch
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

Information about service user and carer integration at Coventry University
Programme specification

o o XMXNXNXNIKX



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

Coventry University

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Physiotherapy

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Physiotherapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)
Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)

HCPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

I

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

e Service user toolkit and induction programme



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.



health & care
C c professions
council

Annual monitoring visitors’ report

Contents

Section one: Programme AetaIS. ...........uuuuuuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 1
Section two: SUDMISSION ETAIIS .......uuiiiiiiiii e e e e e 1
Section three: Additional dOCUMENTALION .......c.uuiivniiiii e e 2
Section four: Recommendation Of the VISIEOIS .......couuiiiuiiiiiiiicc e 2

Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Kings College London
Programme title BSc (Hons) Physiotherapy
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Physiotherapist

Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)
Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)

Name and role of HCPC visitors

HCPC executive Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form
Internal quality report for one year ago
Internal quality report for two years ago
External examiner’s report for one year ago
External examiner’s report for two years ago
Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Weblink for destinations for HCPC audit 2015-2016
e English language requirements
e Athena science women in ward
e Student services website reorganisation
e Enhanced student records for personal tutors
¢ Increased learning hub experience document
e Staff chart

I



Section three: Additional documentation

] The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

X The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

3.4 There must be a named person who has overall professional responsibility for
the programme who must be appropriately qualified and experienced and,
unless other arrangements are agreed, be on the relevant part of the Register.

Reason: On reading the evidence provided, the visitors noted that the person who signed
off the annual monitoring audit form was not the person who was listed on the HCPC
system as the programme leader for the programme. As itis a requirement that HCPC are
informed of the named person who has overall professional responsibility for the
programme who must be appropriately qualified and experienced and, unless other
arrangements are agreed, be on the relevant part of the Register, the visitors would like to
see evidence for the person now leading this programme

Suggested documentation: Evidence that demonstrates that the person now leading the
programme continues to meet the standard.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

] There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

Kings College London

Programme title

MSc Physiotherapy (Pre-registration)

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Physiotherapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)
Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)

HCPC executive

Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

I

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

e Weblink for destinations for HCPC audit 2015-2016

e English language requirements
e Athena science women in ward

e Student services website reorganisation
e Enhanced student records for personal tutors
¢ Increased learning hub experience document

e Staff chart



Section three: Additional documentation

] The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

X The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETSs), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

3.4 There must be a named person who has overall professional responsibility for
the programme who must be appropriately qualified and experienced and,
unless other arrangements are agreed, be on the relevant part of the Register.

Reason: On reading the evidence provided, the visitors noted that the person who signed
off the annual monitoring audit form was not the person who was listed on the HCPC
system as the programme leader for the programme. As itis a requirement that HCPC are
informed of the named person who has overall professional responsibility for the
programme who must be appropriately qualified and experienced and, unless other
arrangements are agreed, be on the relevant part of the Register, the visitors would like to
see evidence for the person now leading this programme.

Suggested documentation: Evidence that demonstrates that the person now leading the
programme continues to meet the standard.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPSs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

] There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

Manchester Metropolitan University

Programme title

MSc Speech and Language Therapy (Pre-
registration)

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Speech and Language Therapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Claire Brewis (Occupational therapist)
Lorna Povey (Speech and language therapist)

HCPC executive

Niall Gooch

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

OXOXOXN

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

¢ Information about service user and carer integration at Manchester Metropolitan

University

e Programme continuous improvement form

There are no internal quality reports or reports from/responses to external examiners for
the 2014-2015 academic year as the programme’s first intake was not until September

2015.



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETSs), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.



health & care
C c professions
council

Annual monitoring visitors’ report

Contents

Section one: Programme AetaIS. ...........uuuuuuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 1
Section two: SUDMISSION ETAIIS .......uuiiiiiiiii e e e e e 1
Section three: Additional dOCUMENTALION .......c.uuiivniiiii e e 2
Section four: Recommendation Of the VISIEOIS .......couuiiiuiiiiiiiicc e 2

Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

The University of St Mark and St John

Programme title

BSc (Hons) Speech and Language Therapy

Mode of delivery

Full time
Part time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Speech and language therapist

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Claire Brewis (Occupational therapist)
Lorna Povey (Speech and language therapist)

HCPC executive

Niall Gooch

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

o XIXINIKNXDMN

St John

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

Information about service user and carer integration at the University of St Mark and

Annual programme reports for 2014-15 and 2015-16



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider Staffordshire University
Programme title BSc (Hons) Applied Biomedical Science
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Biomedical scientist

Robert Keeble (Biomedical scientist)
Anthony Power (Physiotherapist)

Name and role of HCPC visitors

HCPC executive Mandy Hargood

Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

I

e Staff Members Curriculum vitae

e University Academic Regulations — Student Behaviour and Fitness to Study
e HCPC Consultation Report on Student Guidance on Conduct and Ethics

e HCPC Student Guidance embedded within BIOL40428 (screenshot)

e Service user Involvement Strategy

e Revised SOP Mapping and Gap Analysis



IBMS 4th Edition Registration Portfolio Mapping

HCPC SCPE embedded within BIOL40428 (screenshot)
Practice Educator Update

Revised Placement Training Programme

External Examiner Appointment Form

Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider University of Surrey
Programme title BSc (Hons) Paramedic Science
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Paramedic

Anthony Hoswell (Paramedic)
Paul Bates (Paramedic)

HCPC executive Tamara Wasylec
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider University of East Anglia
Programme title DipHE Paramedic Science
Mode of delivery Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register | Paramedic

Anthony Hoswell (Paramedic)
Paul Bates (Paramedic)

HCPC executive Tamara Wasylec
Date of assessment day 8 December 2016

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago

Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago
e Staff curriculum vitae

DA



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETs) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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Section one: Programme details

Name of education provider

University of Warwick

Programme title

MA in Social Work

Mode of delivery

Full time

Relevant part of the HCPC register

Social worker in England

Name and role of HCPC visitors

Richard Barker (Social worker in England)
Michael Branicki (Social worker in England)

HCPC executive

Rebecca Stent

Date of assessment day

8 December 2016

Section two: Submission details

The following documents were provided as part of the audit submission:

A completed HCPC audit form

DRI

e Programme handbook

Internal quality report for one year ago

Internal quality report for two years ago

External examiner’s report for one year ago

External examiner’s report for two years ago

Response to external examiner’s report one year ago
Response to external examiner’s report for two years ago

¢ Information sent to applicants prior to interview
¢ Guidance notes for completing the placement profile

e Placement profile

e Protocol for independent and offsite practice educators

e Memorandum of Understanding



Section three: Additional documentation

X

[

The visitors agreed that no further documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation.

The visitors agreed that additional documentation was required in order to make a
recommendation. The standards of education and training (SETS), for which
additional documentation was requested, are listed below with reasons for the
request.

Section four: Recommendation of the visitors

To recommend a programme for ongoing approval, the visitors must be assured that the
programme meets all of the standards of education and training (SETS) and that those
who complete the programme have demonstrated an ability to meet our standards of
proficiency (SOPs) for their part of the Register.

The visitors agreed to recommend to the Education and Training Committee that:

X

[

There is sufficient evidence to show the programme continues to meet the
standards of education and training and that those who complete the programme
will continue to demonstrate an ability to meet the standards of proficiency.

There is insufficient evidence to determine if or how the programme continues to
meet the standards of education and training listed. Therefore, a visit is
recommended to gather more evidence and if required place conditions on ongoing
approval of the programme.
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