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UNIVERSITY STANDING PANEL REPORT 
 
PART A: SUMMARY REPORT CONFIRMED 
 
 

A1 Programme Specification Titles 
 

 
BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy 
& 
BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology 
 
A2 Home Department/School Health Professions 

A3 Home Faculty or 
Supporting Faculty 

Health, Psychology and Social Care 

A4 Type of Proposal  Periodic Review  
 

A5 Date of Standing Panel 13 December 2011 

A6 Objectives of Event 

To ensure that the design, academic standards and quality of learning opportunities of the 
existing programme(s), together with the proposed developments, given strategic approval on 
3 August 2011 (SAF refs PARM/11/109 (SPT) and PARM/11/111 (PSP) refer) and as outlined 
in 7 below, remain appropriate to the awards to which the programmes leads and are 
informed by reference to institutional regulations and policies, national benchmarks and 
relevant professional and employment demands.   
 
A7 Outline of Proposal/Development(s) 

 
The BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy and the BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech 
Pathology were linked programmes which both led to eligibility for graduates to apply to 
register with the Health Professions Council (HPC) and the Royal College of Speech and 
Language Therapists (RCSLT) in order to practice as Speech Therapists.  In addition, the 
BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology was also recognised by the British 
Psychological Society (BPS) as providing eligibility Graduate Basis for Chartered Membership 
(GBC) of the BPS. 
 
The programmes were both well established at MMU and were last reviewed in June 2007.  
At that time the review event was attended by the HPC and the RCSLT in order to re-accredit 
the provision.  Since the last review, the method of operation of the professional bodies had 
been revised.  A decision on whether to visit would be taken by the HPC and RCSLT 
following scrutiny of the review documentation provided to this Panel and the outcome of the 
Panel. 
 
The BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy was normally delivered on a full-time basis 
over a period of 3 years and 1 term and the BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology 
over a 4 year period.  Students on the BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology 
programme received speech & language therapy and clinical psychology education alongside 
students on the BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy and, additionally, received 
Psychology education alongside BSc (Hons) Psychology students. 
 
The periodic reviews of the two programmes had been brought forward by one year to 
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accommodate the re-alignment Levels 5 and 6 to comply with the University’s revised 
Undergraduate Curriculum Framework (Level 4 having been re-aligned during 2010/11). 
 
Integral to the re-alignment of the undergraduate curriculum was the University’s policy to 
allow students the option to study 15 credits of languages, at each level, via its Uniwide 
Languages scheme.  In 2010/11, exemption from the Uniwide scheme had been granted for 
Level 4 of both programmes on the basis that professional nature of the provision and the 
need to adhere to specified curriculum content in order to retain professional accreditation.  
As part of the review, the request for exemption had been extended to Levels 5 and 6. 
 
Units drawn from the BSc (Hons) Psychology degree were scheduled to be considered by a 
University EQAL Panel on 24 January 2012 and the Panel. 
 
A8 Conduct of the Event and Panel Membership 

 
The panel included the following internal members: 
 
• Professor Ruth Ashford    (Chair) 
• Ms Penny Sweasey (Academic Representative) 
• Mrs Marian Kelly   (Panel Secretary) 
 
The Panel included the following external member appointed by the Head of Centre for 
Academic Standards & Quality Enhancement: 
 
• Professor Ian Robinson (Dean of Quality Enhancement, Edge Hill University) 

 
The follow programme representatives attended to provide clarification on any issues arising 
from the consideration of the documentation: 
 
• Ms Julie Phillips   (Health Professions Dept) 
• Mr Kevin Rowley (Health Professions Dept) 
 
A9 Documentary Evidence Base 

• Agreed Approval Process Form 
• Joint Course Development Plan (including Strategic Approval Form, Strategic 

Approval and Staff CVs) 
• Programme Specification – BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy 
• Programme Specification – BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology 
• Unit Specification Proformas 
• Subject External Examiner comments 
• Report on Student meeting (joint) 
• Programme Teams’ Action Plan in response to issues raised in Student Meeting 
 

A10 Summary of Discussions & Identification of Good Practice 

 
The following general points were noted: 
 

• Prior to agreement for review by Standing Panel, the Head of Centre for Academic 
Standards and Quality Enhancement (CASQE) had reviewed  and deemed 
satisfactory, a range of “health check” data including programme statistics relating to 
admissions, progression and final exit awards, external examiner comments and NSS 
outcomes. 

• The proposals under consideration aligned with those included in the Strategic 
Approval Form for which strategic approval had been granted. 
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• The External Examiner endorsed the proposal in terms of structures and the cohesive 
experience for students.  Comments had also been provided on Speech Pathology 
and Therapy units but no comments were provided on the units drawn from the BSc 
(Hons) Psychology. 

• The documentation was complete and appropriate. 
• Both programmes provided a fall-back final award for students who successfully 

obtained the necessary academic credits for a degree of the University but failed to 
comply with professional body accreditation and licence to practise requirements. 

• The request for non-involvement in the Uniwide Scheme was appropriate in light of 
the professional requirements of the awards. 

 
In discussion with the programme representatives, the following areas were specifically 
addressed: 
 
Course Development Plan 

• The Panel noted that the Action Plan, drawn up to respond to issues raised by 
students and external examiners, continued to include actions from comments made 
up to 3 years previously and requested clarification on those that appeared to be 
ongoing.  The actions related, in the main, to marking of assessments and the 
provision of feedback to students. Units on the programmes were very varied in their 
assessment methods and content and, historically, many different approaches had 
been taken to marking and the provision of feedback.  A complete overhaul in the way 
staff undertook these tasks had now been completed, drawing, in part, on experience 
brought back from staff studying on the University’s Academic Practice programme, 
and changes had been rolled out gradually on a unit by unit basis.  This roll out would 
be completed by the end of current academic year.  The programme representatives 
were confident that the new processes provided students with both a transparent 
justification for their marks and a personalised formative action plan.   

 
Programme Specification: 

• The Panel commended the Teams on the very helpful and detailed mapping of 
assessments and benchmark statements.   

• In response to clarification on the availability of documentation mapping unit learning 
outcomes to the various professional body requirements, the Panel was advised that 
students were, routinely, provided with this information through specific templates the 
professional bodies required the University to complete.  These templates were 
updated on a regular basis by the professional bodies and the Programme Teams 
would complete the latest version in preparation for professional body re-accreditation 
following the outcome of the University’s periodic review.  The Panel recommended 
that it would be good practice to append the finalised versions of these documents to 
the programme specification, post accreditation, as a useful and easily accessed 
record of compliance with professional body requirements. 

 
Unit Evaluation 

• Unit evaluation was undertaken in a variety of methods – at the end of the term/block 
of teaching or, historically, the end of year, and in a variety of formats eg web-based, 
paper-based.  With effect from 2011/12, evaluation would be undertaken in line with 
the University’s revised continuous monitoring processes.  Whilst timetabling specific 
slots for students to complete evaluations had proved the most effective method of 
ensuring student participation, the programmes relied extensively on feedback from 
emails, programmes committees and regular meetings with year tutors.  Students 
were, generally, very happy with the programmes, but were confident enough to raise 
any issues as soon as they arose, which normally enabled staff to resolve them 
quickly and locally.  The recent  introduction of “Talk Back Time”, a forum for monthly 
meetings between students and Year Tutors, chaired and recorded by students, was 
seen as a very positive move and an informative source of feedback on all aspects of 
student life. 
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Student Voice 

• The Panel noted that a particular problem concerning the non-attendance of a lecturer 
at two sessions had been raised by students and appeared to remain unresolved.  
The incident had arisen from the limited availability of a lecturer from another Faculty 
who delivered a specific element of one unit.  Previously, under local timetabling 
arrangements, it had been possible to accommodate specific requests for timetable 
slots.  However, the introduction of central timetabling at the start of the 2011/12 
session, and teething problems associated with this, had meant that they had been 
unable to resolve the constraints of delivery in this particular case.   Whilst the 
Programme Teams had mitigated the situation by providing information and support to 
students in alternative ways, they recognised it was not ideal and there was no 
guarantee that a similar situation would not arise again in future.  The Panel 
recommended that the Teams consider alternative methods of delivering these 
lectures, including the use of associate lecturers. 

 
Programme Structures 

• Following consideration of the curriculum content for the two different programmes, 
the Panel sought clarification on whether students enrolling on the BSc (Hons) 
Psychology and Speech Pathology were aware of the increased workload compared 
to the BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology.  Whilst acknowledging the 
increased content, the Programme representatives confirmed that, in line with other 
University provision, students undertook the standard 120 credits per year, but spread 
over a four year period.  As a result, successful students exited with an additional 
professional body accreditation.  Although, initially, students from this programme 
tended to enter the speech therapy profession immediately on graduation, many later 
moved into the field of Clinical Psychology. 

 
• The non-standard 3 year and 1 term duration of the BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology 

and Therapy programme had been introduced at the time of the last review to 
accommodate the amount of practice required to meet professional body 
requirements.  The December graduation had also been actively sought by speech 
therapy practice managers as it staggered the number of students applying for posts 
in the summer.  The mid-year graduation provided increased employability 
opportunities for MMU students who were graduating at a time when additional 
speech therapy posts were normally released.  Students graduating from this 
programme, invariably, entered the Speech Therapy profession. 

 
Unit Specifications 

• Level 4 units had been approved during 2010/11 to align with the revised curriculum.  
The Panel reviewed these and recommended approval without comment. 

 
• In respect of the Clinical Education Units the Panel noted the following: 

- the External Examiners comments with specific with regard to the Clinical 
Education units and requested that these be addressed by the Programme 
Teams to ensure that there was clear progression in the learning outcomes, 
particularly between CLED2 and CLED3; 

- the Learning outcomes for these units were not fully articulated in the 
Assessment Descriptions; 

- although these units were clearly an integral part of the students’ Personal 
Development Planning (as indicated in the Programme Specification) this 
should also be articulated in the Unit Specifications themselves. 

 
• Following a general review of all units a number of observations were made which 

needed to be addressed to ensure compliance with the revised Undergraduate 
Curriculum Framework (EQAL) (details provided at the end of Section A of this 
report). 
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• In respect of the units drawn from the BSc (Hons) Psychology, the Panel recognised 

that these would be considered by the EQAL Modification Panel. However, it made  
the following observation for consideration  by the Programme Team in the 
preparation for final submission of the units and requested that its comments be 
submitted to the EQAL Modification Panel, for information and to assist in its 
deliberation: 
- assessments appeared, generally, to be heavier than Speech Therapy units; 
- where assessment was by “Portfolio”, there was a significant number of sub-

elements identified. The Programme Team was requested to review these to 
determine which sub-elements were required as part of the final summative 
assessment and which could be more accurately described as part of the 
formative assessment process.   Where sub-elements remained as part of the 
summative assessment, a statement indicating that these would be submitted 
and marked as one piece of assessment was required. 

- all pieces of assessment should provide details of student effort in terms of either 
word length requirement (written assignments) or times (examinations, 
presentations etc) 

- a number of units duplicated the assessment of learning outcomes.  Whilst 
appreciating the need to comply with professional body requirements in terms of 
terms of assessing learning outcomes in different scenarios, the Panel requested 
that the Programme Team review to determine whether any duplication could be 
removed. 

- the Indicative Content of some units was notably longer than others. 
 

• All units should be reviewed to ensure parity of student effort. 
 
The following areas of good practice were noted: 
 

• The general quality of the documentation 
• The helpful and detailed mapping of Assessment and Benchmark Statements. 

 
A11 Conclusions  

 
The Panel concluded that the intended learning outcomes of the programmes were being 
achieved by students, that the standards of the University’s awards were being maintained 
and that the programmes as modified remain current and valid in the light of developing 
knowledge in the discipline, practice in their operation and developments in teaching and 
learning. 
 
A12 Summary of Outcome 

The Panel recommended: 
 
Continued approval of the BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy and the BSc (Hons) 
Psychology and Speech Pathology with effect from September 2012 subject to fulfilment of 
the two conditions in Section A13 below. 
 
A full list of the award titles approved may be found in paragraph 2 of the updated programme 
specifications. 
 
A full list of changes made as part of this review event may be found in Appendix 1 of this 
report. 
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A  Condition(s) of Approval 
 
The following conditions of approval must be fulfilled before the modified programmes may 
commence: 
 
1. The Psychology units drawn from the BSc (Hons) Psychology and submitted for 

consideration by the University’s EQAL Modification Panel on 24 January 2012 must 
be approved. 
(NB the Panel requested that its comments made on the Psychology units be submitted to the  EQAL 
Panel for information) 

 
2. Amendments to Unit Specification are made in accordance with the 

recommendations of the Panel (see list at the end of Section A for detail). 
 
A14 Deadline(s) for Fulfilment of Condition(s) 

 
10 February 2012 
 
A15 Recommendations 

 
The Programme Team must consider and address explicitly the following recommendation in 
the course of its continuous monitoring processes: 
 
1. Following completion of the re-accreditation process, the Programme Teams include 

an additional appendix to the programmes specifications mapping unit learning 
outcomes to the various professional body requirements. 

 
A16 Date of next scheduled review 

 
 
The next scheduled periodic review of the programmes will be held during the Autumn/Spring 
term of 2017/18. 
 
 
For CASQE use only 
 

REPORT STATUS SUMMARY for CASQE use only  
 
CASQE 1 Report approved by the 

Panel Chair 
16 December 2011 

CASQE 2 Report circulated to 
F/CQA 

16 December 2011 

CASQE 3 Date of CASQE 
Recommendation to ADC 

27 April 2012 

CASQE 4 ADC Date & Outcome 2 May 2012 Approved 

 
 
End of Part A: Summary Report 
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PART B: RESPONSE TO CONDITIONS: STATUS REPORT 
 
Programme Specification 
Title 

BSc (Hons) Speech Pathology and Therapy 
& 
BSc (Hons) Psychology and Speech Pathology 
 

Type of Proposal 
 

Periodic Review 

Date of Standing Panel 
 

13 December 2011 

Deadline for fulfilment of 
Conditions 

10 February 2012 

Panel Chair 
 

Prof Ruth Ashford 

 
Response to be approved by (indicate as appropriate) 
 
Panel Chair on behalf of 
Panel 

 

All/designated Panel 
Member (please specify) 

X 

 
 
1 Action Taken in Response to Condition(s) 

 
1. The Psychology units drawn from the BSc (Hons) Psychology and submitted for 

consideration by the University’s EQAL Modification Panel on 24 January 2012 must be 
approved. 

 
The Psychology units were approved on 10 April 2012. 
 
2. Amendments to Unit Specification are made in accordance with the recommendations of 

the Panel (see list at the end of Section A for detail). 
 
The amendments to unit specifications have taken place and are detailed below:  
 
Detail of Conditions 1 & 2 – Amendment of Unit Specifications 
 
** Psychology units 
 
Level 5 
 
Clinical Education 2 

• Review in light of comments made by External Examiner 
The LOs have been reviewed, in relation to feedback from the External examiner, and changes made to 
signal progression more clearly between levels 5 and 6 

• Ensure that all learning outcomes are articulated in the Assessment Description. 
The assessment description has been enhanced:  
Professional portfolio. This will contain 3 formative pieces of work to be considered complete, and 
includes i) a placement report which will evidence the ability to develop and maintain constructive and 
culturally sensitive working relationships and to begin to formulate appropriate management plans. ii) 
a clinical viva which will demonstrate emerging ability to compose accurate verbal and written accounts of 
client characteristics and intervention needs and to be able to read, interpret and summarise different 
types of written clinical information. iii) a reflective account of the past year, demonstrating emerging 
ability to analyse and interpret clinical presentations of communication impairment and self-assess clinical 
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strengths and needs realistically and learning goals in anticipation of level 6 This The portfolio has a word 
equivalence of 5000 words. All sub-elements of the portfolio will be submitted and marked as one single 
element of assessment. 
 

• Articulate that this unit fulfils Personal Development Planning activities as described in Programme 
Specification 

This has been made clear in the unit specification and Unit Handbook:  
Your Professional Portfolio allows you to demonstrate your ability to evaluate and to plan your personal 
development through defining your academic, clinical and personal learning goals. 
 
Investigating Human Development and Behaviour 2 

• Assessment 2 Description– provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
 
This has been added to the unit specification. In more detail (included in the unit handbook)  

Psychology topic - Students will participate in a range of formative tasks in class, including class 
debates, small group discussion and presentations. Students will also be required to complete 
various quizzes and evaluate different measures/assessments/tests used in psychology. 
Feedback will be provided with the aim of improving critical and evaluative techniques.  

Research Methods topic- Formative assessment will take place during the practical sessions in 
term 2. Students will be able to develop practical research skills via the workshop sessions 
through the use of role play activities, practice observations, analysis exercises and the poster 
session. Students will gain feedback during these sessions, with the aim of evaluating and 
improving their research skills. 

 
Foundations of Communication 2 

• Assessment 2 Description– provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
 
This has been added to the unit specification:  
 

Assessment 2: Case Study  

The case study will require students to apply their knowledge in audiology and clinical linguistics to 
discuss two clients. Formative assessment will take place during the year, and feedback on this will be 
given in class discussion. 

 
 

Applications of Clinical Theory 2 
• Assessment 1 Description– provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 

This has been added to the unit specification. 
 This summative essay will be of no more than 2500 words. It will require students to apply theoretical 
concepts to illustrate their understanding of the management of clients' impairment. Students will have 
the opportunity to present and discuss client cases and receive formative feedback on these prior to 
submitting the summative work. 
 
 
Applied Social and Development Psychology ** 

• Review the appropriateness of double assessing Los 
 
LOs no longer double-assessed    

• Assessment 1 Description: 
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students  
- provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and assesse   

one piece of assessment. 
 
Assessment 1: 60%. The portfolio will combine the following three elements as one mark requiring one 
submission: (1) group based reflexive log (700-1000 words); (2) in-class assessment of qualitative methods 



PARMRPT   Appendix ref: PARM/11/109 and PARM/11/111 

Page 9 of 14 
 

and analysis; and (3) a submitted qualitative psychology practical report (2000 words) based on the 
content of this unit. Students will be required to work in groups to design and carry out the practical. 
Before embarking on the practical stage, students will be required to present their research design as a 
piece of formative assessment. Formative feedback will take place at this stage 
 

• Assessment 2 Description; 
- include the length of the examination 

Assessment 2: Examination now removed. Replaced with critical essay (2000 words) 40% . Will require 
students to integrate their knowledge of theory, research methodology and real world contexts in the 
area of applied social and/or developmental psychology  

 
Cognitive and Neuropsychology** 

• Review length of Indicative Content 
 
Now reduced 

• Remove minimum pass mark of 40% in both assessments 
 
Removed 

• Assessment 1 Description: 
- review the number of sub-elements to determine whether which are summative and which could  

formative assessment; 
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
-  provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and assesse   

one piece of assessment.   
 
Assessment 1: 60%. The portfolio will combine the following three elements as one mark requiring one 
submission: (1) in-class assessment on cognition and neuro/biopsychology ; (2) in-class assessment of 
methods and analysis; and (3) a submitted psychology practical report (2000 words) based on the content 
of this unit. The in-class assessments will include items that assess knowledge and conceptual 
understanding of cognition and neuro/biopsychology and experimental design/analysis. The practical 
coursework component encourages the use of cognitive/neuropsychological theory in order to design, 
execute and evaluate hypotheses with the use of computerized statistical software. These assessments 
are required to ensure all elements of the curriculum are assessed; this is a requirement of BPS 
accreditation. Formative assessment will be implemented via a series of in-class self evaluation exercises 
related to the topics of summative assessment and supported by Moodle. Feedback will be provided in 
sessions and via Moodle.  
 
 
Individual Differences** 

• Assessment 1 Description: 
- review the number of sub-elements to determine whether which are summative and which could  

formative assessment; 
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
-  provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and assesse   

one piece of assessment.   
Assessment 1 
60%. The portfolio will combine the following three elements as one mark requiring one submission: (1) in-c  
assessment on individual differences; 2) in-class assessment of methods and analysis; and (3) a submitted 
psychology practical report (2000 words) based on the content of this unit. The in class assessments will incl  
items that assess knowledge and conceptual understanding of personality and individual difference and rese  
design/analysis. The practical coursework component encourages the use of personality and individual 
difference theory in order to design, execute and evaluate hypotheses with the use of computerised statistic  
software. These assessments are required to ensure all elements of the curriculum are assessed; this is a 
requirement of BPS accreditation. Formative assessment will be implemented via a series of self-evaluation 
exercises related to the topics of summative assessment and supported by Moodle. Feedback will be provid   
class and via Moodle. 
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Level 6 
 
Clinical Education 3 

• Review the appropriateness of double assessing Los 
 
This has been reviewed. Students require the opportunity to demonstrate achievement of LOs across 
contexts within their clinical practice. This is strongly supported by external examiners and professional 
guidance e.g. RCSLT curriculum guidelines, 2010. 
 

• Review and amend learning outcomes in light of External Examiner comments to ensure progression  
Level 5 is demonstrated 

 
The LOs have been reviewed, in relation to feedback from the External examiner, and changes made to 
signal progression more clearly between levels 5 and 6 
 

• Ensure that all learning outcomes are articulated in the Assessment Description. 
The description has been enhanced. 
Professional portfolio. The Professional Portfolio demonstrates the ability to evaluate and plan personal 
development through defining academic, clinical and personal learning goals. The portfolio will contain:1 
formative piece of work to be considered complete, and includes i) a placement report which will 
evidence the ability to develop and maintain constructive and culturally sensitive working relationships 
and independently formulate appropriate management plans. ii) a clinical viva which will demonstrate the 
ability to compose accurate verbal and written accounts of client characteristics and intervention needs 
and to be able to read, interpret and summarise different types of written clinical information. iii) a 
reflective account discussing how you have achieved clinical competence. The portfolio has a word 
equivalence of 5000 words. All sub-elements of the portfolio will be submitted and marked as one single 
element of assessment. 
 

• Articulate that this unit fulfils Personal Development Planning activities as described in Programme 
Specification 

This has been made clear in the unit specification and Unit Handbook:  
Your Professional Portfolio allows you to demonstrate your ability to evaluate and to plan your personal 
development through defining your academic, clinical and personal learning goals. 

 
 

• Assessment  1 description - provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students  
This has been added to the unit specification 

 
 
Investigating Human Development and Behaviour 3 

• Assessment 1 Description – provide details of the word length of the dissertation  
 
The word-limit is a maximum of 7000 words for quantitative and 7250 for qualitative projects and 
includes all text (eg quotes, appendices, abstract, citations in the text, tables, figures).  The word-lim  
excludes the reference list. 

 
Applications of Clinical Theory 3 (60 credits) 

• Review the appropriateness of double assessing LOs 
This has been reviewed. The learning outcomes are each assessed twice, but from a different 
perspective each time. In the first instance, the examinations will focus primarily on student’s 
knowledge of the theoretical literature. The coursework element will assess the student’s abilities 
to use problem-solving strategies to solve a novel case. Both of these are critical elements of 
assessment. 

 
• Review to ensure parity of student effort compared to 30 credit units 

The direct contact hours for this 60 credit module are double that of the 30 credit modules. The 
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students will be required to complete three summative assessments for this 60 credit module, compared 
with two assessments for the 30 credit modules. However the depth and integration of information 
required has been reviewed to ensure parity across all level 6 units. The external examiner is confident in 
the unit diet. 

 
• ICTS Requirements – complete empty section 

This is now complete. 
 
Clinical Education 4 

• Review in light of comments made by External Examiner  
The LOs have been reviewed, in relation to feedback from the External examiner, and changes made to 
signal progression more clearly between levels 5 and 6 

 
 

• Ensure that all learning outcomes are articulated in the Assessment Description. 
The assessment description has been enhanced: 
Professional portfolio. The professional portfolio allows demonstration of the ability to evaluate and plan 
personal development through the defining of academic clinical and personal learning goals. This will 
contain formative pieces of work to be considered complete, and includes i) a placement report which will 
evidence the ability to autonomously develop and maintain constructive and culturally sensitive working 
relationships and to independently formulate appropriate management plans. Students will demonstrate 
autonomous clinical decision making and demonstrate clinical competence with different client groups ii) 
a reflective account of the seminar programme iii) an essay discussing policy context and its relevance to 
speech and language therapy practice. All sub-elements of the portfolio will be submitted and marked as 
one single element of assessment and the portfolio has a word equivalence of 5000 words. 
 

• Articulate that this unit fulfils Personal Development Planning activities as described in Programme 
Specification 

This has been made clear in the unit specification and Unit Handbook:  
Your Professional Portfolio allows you to demonstrate your ability to evaluate and to plan your personal 
development through defining your academic, clinical and personal learning goals. 

 
 
Applied Topics in Cognitive Psychology and Neuroscience** 

• Review length of Indicative Content 
 
Now reduced 

• Review LO4 and correct (.....from across the across....) 
 
LO4 now:  Integrate and synthesize knowledge from across the topic domains in order to demonstrate an 
understanding of the interaction between cognitive, neural and behavioural functioning 
 

• Review LO5 – too generic, provide a specific learning outcome  
 

LO5: Reason scientifically & understand the role of evidence in forming conclusions in the specified topics 
 

• Remove minimum pass mark of 40% in both assessments 
Removed 

• Assessment 1 Description: 
- review the number of sub-elements to determine whether which are summative and which could  

formative assessment; 
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
-  provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and assesse   

one piece of assessment.   
 
Assessment 1 
50%.The portfolio will combine the following two elements as one mark requiring one submission: An in-
class assessment on cognitive psychology and neuroscience and a critical essay of 2000 words. These 
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assessments are required to ensure all elements of the curriculum are assessed. Formative assessment 
will be implemented via a series of in-class self-evaluation exercises related to the topics covered by 
summative assessments and supported by Moodle. Feedback will provided in class and via Moodle. 
LO: 1, 2, 3. 
 
 
 
 
Child, Community and Society** 

• Ensure that all learning outcomes are appropriately articulated in the Assessment 1 Description  
• Assessment 1 Description: 

 - provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students  
- provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and 

assessed as one piece of assessment. 
 
Assessment 1 
80% The portfolio combines the following two elements as one mark requiring one submission: (1) a 3000 
word assessment applying conceptual issues to a contemporary psychological topic in community, 
childhood or society; and (2) a 1000 word reflexive diary that links and conceptualises the learning process 
and outcomes from across the components. Formative assessment will take the form of a plan and will be 
provided in sessions and via Moodle. 
LO: 1, 2. 
 

• Assessment 2 Description: 
- Articulate the subject matter of the poster and presentation  

 
Assessment 2 
20%. Group presentation will be enable students to demonstrate their knowledge and understanding of a 
particular aspect of the unit. 
LO: 3. 
 

• ICTS requirements - complete empty section  
 
Now complete 
 
Clinical and Forensic Issues in Psychology** 

• Review the appropriateness of double assessing LOs 
 
LOs no longer double-assessed 
 

• Assessment 1 Description: 
- remove acronym ACW 

Removed 
- review the number of sub-elements to determine whether which are summative and which could  

formative assessment; 
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students 
- provide word lengths for written assignments 
-  provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and assesse   

one piece of assessment 
Assessment 1 
50%.  The portfolio will combine the following two elements as one mark requiring one submission: (1) An 
in-class assessment; and (2) A critical essay (2000 words). The in-class assessment will require 
demonstration of critical awareness of the issues surrounding diagnosis, symptoms and treatment of 
clinical disorders. The essay will assess awareness of real world issues alongside practical, professional and 
ethical approaches in clinical psychology. A formative exercise using a poster presentation will be used to 
inform the degree to which students are able to critically integrate the domains of clinical and forensic 
psychology. Further formative feedback will be provided in sessions and via Moodle. 
LO: 2, 4, 5. 
 



PARMRPT   Appendix ref: PARM/11/109 and PARM/11/111 

Page 13 of 14 
 

• Assessment 2 Description – include length of examination 
 
Assessment 2 
50%. The three hour examination will encourage the evaluation of topics taught within the unit in terms of 
theoretical adequacy, methodology and real world applications. This assessment is required to ensure all 
appropriate elements of the curriculum are assessed. 
LO: 1, 3. 
 
 
 
 
Professional Practice, Health, Counselling and Occupational Psychology** 

• Review the appropriateness of double assessing LOs 
 
LOs no longer double-assessed 
 

• Assessment 1 Description:  
- provide information on how formative feedback is provided to students  
- provide a statement indication that all elements of this assessment will be submitted and 

assessed as one piece of assessment. 
Assessment 1 
50%. he portfolio will combine the following two elements as one mark requiring one submission: (1) a 
1500 word Stress Management Proposal to an organisation aimed at providing intervention to manage 
stress derived from Occupational Psychology, Health Psychology and Counselling Psychology, and; (2) a 
1500 word critical evaluation of the Stress Management Proposal examining the research evidence, 
practical issues, theoretical issues and issues of exploitation. Formative assessment will be managed 
through students producing a 200 word executive summary of their Stress Management Proposal and 
feedback will be presented via Moodle and as part of in-class activities.  
LO: 1, 2, 3.  
 
 

• Assessment 2 Description – include length of examination 
 
Assessment 2 
A three hour examination assessing knowledge of Occupational Psychology, Health Psychology and 
Counselling Psychology.  
LO: 4, 5. 
 
2 Documentation submitted for approval 

 
• Updated online unit specifications 
• Confirmation of Chair’s approval of the conditions resulting from the BSc (Hons) Psychology EQAL 

Modification Panel on 24 January 2012 (via Sarah) 
 
 
3 Confirmation of approval 

I confirm that I am satisfied that the conditions of approval have been fulfilled. 
 

Signed:  
 
Date: 24/4/12 
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For CASQE use only 
CONDITIONS STATUS SUMMARY for CASQE use only  
 
CASQE 5 Confirmation of fulfilment of 

conditions circulated to 
F/CQA 

27 April 2012 

CASQE 6 Date(s)  CASQE 
Recommendation(s) on 
conditions submitted to ADC 

27 April 2012 

CASQE 7 ADC date & outcome  
 

2 May 2012  Approved 

 
 
End of Part B: Response to Conditions 
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