NEW ZEALAND VICE-CHANCELLORS’ COMMITTEE

COMMITTEE ON UNIVERSITY ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES

Amendments to Round Two proposals 2005

as a result of correspondence

(regulatory provisions only)

	No.
	University
	Proposal
	Nature of amendment
	Proposal to be discussed by CUAP

	1 
	AUT
	DDes
	CU assumed that paper 11X100 was a pre​requisite to paper 11X101. AUT replied that that was not the case, but it was a good idea and it intended to indicate that 11X100 was a pre- or corequisite to 11X101.
	No

	2 
	Waikato
	LLD
	AU pointed out that the regs did not require one examiner (out of 3) to be external to New Zealand, as was common elsewhere. WU agreed to make an appropriate change to reg. 6.
	No

	3 
	Massey
	MVSc
	AU drew attention to what it considered a shortfall in research content, and noted that a research methods paper “may be” included in the degree. MU responded that it was pre​pared to make this paper compulsory, bring​ing the entire qualification up to 1.125 EFTS.
	No

	4 
	Massey
	PGDipSSER
	CU believed students enrolling in a postgrad​uate diploma in the social science research area needed a robust grounding in social science research methods, but the regulations did not call for this. MU recognised this was a legitimate concern and that the regs were deficient. It therefore proposed an eligibility clause be added.
	No

	5 
	Massey
	GDipFA
	AU thought the admission regulation lacked specificity about the sort of background needed for admission. The regulation required applicants to be “graduates.” MU agreed to change “graduates” to “those who have completed the requirements for a bachelor’s degree.”
	No

	6 
	Victoria
	PGDipHealth
	AU, MU and OU made comments. As a result
VUW removed “or nurse or midwife” from reg. 1 and added a new section 3 allowing the diploma to be awarded with a named scope of practice.
	Yes

	7 
	Canterbury
	MPEng
	AUT suggested that Master of Engineering Studies would be a more appropriate title than Master of Professional Engineering. CU agreed and notified CUAP of the change.
	No

	8 
	Canterbury
	MFA(Creative Writing)
	AU found that the programme included no formal acknowledgment of self-reflexive learning and suggested an oral defence might be appropriate. MU commented on this shortcoming also. CU agreed to introduce such a component.
	Yes

	9 
	Canterbury
	CertSc
	AU, MU, OU and the NZVCC wrote with observations on the proposed regulations. CU made some changes which were accepted by the universities. Although similarities to the CertArts were detected the CertSc retains several differences from that qualification.
	No

	10 
	Otago
	MSCW, BSCW
	MU thought that note (4) following the schedule, which referred to ad eundem credit and RPL, should specify a limit or at least tie it to OU’s regulations. OU agreed to expand the note by adding “consistent with Univer​sity policy and regulations on cross-crediting and recognition of prior learning.”
	No

	11 
	Otago
	MSW(ClinSup), PGDipSW(ClinSup), PGCertSW (ClinSup)

MSW(MentHealPrac), PGDipSW (MentHealPrac), PGCertSW (MentHealPrac)
	MU perceived a deficiency in both the quan​tity and progression of specialist endorse​ments, noting particularly that it would expect to see requirements for endorsement-relevant papers to increase as the level of the qualific​ation became higher. OU said that its practice did ensure an increase in the substance of the endorsement and a progression to higher levels of study. However, it acknowledged that the regs did not require this and under​took to amend them appropriately.
	Yes
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