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site on the intranet as a Core Document managed through SharePoint.  This document is 

only valid on the day it is printed. 

Revision History 

Revision date Summary of Changes 

19 June 2014 RSC noted that minor changes would be made to the previous 
version approved by RSC on 15/10/2009 [See RSC Paper 
14/2014 paragraph 16.] 

28 October 2014 List of risk mitigation factors added as Annex A as agreed by 
RSC [See Minute 2014/228 and RSC Paper 34/2014 
paragraph 4.] 

30 November 2016 Revised to reflect changes made to paragraph 27 of the 
Registration Code of Practice. Additional guidance added to 
page 4. [See Minute 2016/353 and RSC Paper 28/2016] 
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The requirement to make an academic accreditation visit 

The Engineering Council’s Registration Code of Practice includes the requirement to visit the 
awarding institution and each location for which programme accreditation is sought, even 
where the programme is identical.   
 
During the review of the Registration Code during 2013, some limited flexibility was 
introduced which permits Licensed Members to decide not to undertake a visit where some 
of a programme is delivered by a provider or providers other than the awarding institution, as 
long as certain conditions are met.    
 
Paragraph 27 of the Registration Code of Practice states: 
 
In considering applications for accreditation, Licensed Members shall ensure that: 
 

 only programmes which provide awards granted on the basis of defined programme 
specifications with clearly defined learning outcomes shall be accredited; 
 

 the accuracy of the awarding institution’s published information about programme 
accredited status and registration is checked; 
 

 the awarding institution is visited as part of the accreditation assessment; 
 

 when the awarding institution offers multiple versions of a programme in different 
locations, each location for which programme accreditation is sought is visited, even 
where the programme is identical. 

 
Where some of the programme is delivered by a provider or providers other than the 

awarding institution, the Licensed Member shall visit those provider(s) unless it can be 

assured by the awarding institution that systems are in place to ensure that the learning 

outcomes specified by the Licensed Member are being delivered by the provider(s); or if that 

part of the programme does not contribute to the final award. A decision not to visit applies 

only to that accreditation exercise and does not cover future re-accreditation.  The basis for 

the decision not to undertake a visit must be recorded.   

A Licensed Member may waive the requirement for an accreditation visit, where the 

programme concerned has significant commonality with programmes already accredited by 

the Licensed Member, and provided that sufficient evidence is available, including to show 

that factors which can normally only be reviewed during a visit are satisfactory. 

 Sufficient documentary evidence must be submitted attesting to the content, learning 

outcomes, teaching/learning/assessment, human/physical/material resources, student 

entry requirements and academic level of the additional (maximum 30%) programme(s) 

content, which has not previously been scrutinised by the Licensed Member.  

 Previous evidence/visit reports must not give grounds for any concerns about student 

experience, performance, facilities, industrial engagement and validity of programme(s). 

 Any requirements from the previous visit must have been addressed and proved 

acceptable.  
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 Accreditation cannot occur without a visit where there is a significant difference from 

what has previously been accredited. 

Previously, a Licensed Member was required to seek the approval of the Engineering 
Council’s Registration Standards Committee (RSC) if it wished to waive an accreditation 
visit.  Under the revised Registration Code, Licensed Members are no longer required to 
seek RSC’s approval, however, the basis on which such a decision is made must be 
recorded. 
 
A Licensed Member may waive the requirement for an accreditation visit, where the 

programme concerned has significant commonality with programmes already accredited by 

the Licensed Member, and provided that sufficient evidence is available, including to show 

that factors which can normally only be reviewed during a visit are satisfactory. 

 The process must ensure that high standards of accreditation are maintained. 

 Programmes must comply with the current edition of AHEP. 

 The requirement to visit must not be waived if there is more than a maximum 30% 
difference in contents, from a programme accredited at the last accreditation visit.  

 A visit may not be waived if major changes have occurred with regards to department or 
university resources or governance since the most recent accreditation visit. 

 The HEI must provide a good reason for their request and not awaiting the next round of 
accreditation. 

 After reviewing evidence the Licensed Member may still require a visit before 
accrediting. 

 
Not undertaking an academic accreditation visit is expected to be the exception rather than 
the norm.   The default position is therefore that each provider involved in the delivery of a 
programme will be visited. 
 
The following principles are presented to assist Licensed Members when making such a 
decision. They are taken from the published guidelines that were used by RSC when it 
considered requests to waive the visit requirement.   
 
For the purposes of such considerations, the term ‘provider’ includes the degree awarding 
institution and any person or organisation external to the awarding institution with a lead 
responsibility for a significant element of the programme. 
 
Annex A is intended to further assist Licensed Members by presenting factors that may 
mitigate the risk associated with waiving an accreditation visit. 
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Principles  
 
Confirmation of the following should be sought:  
 

1. The programme is internally validated by the degree awarding institution. 
 

2. A sound framework of engineering-related university QA processes is in place for all 
elements of the programme for which accreditation is being sought, including the 
setting of standards.  
 

3. The meeting with academic staff will include/included1 representatives from the 
degree awarding institution and each provider, with appropriate use of technology 
such as video-conferencing where necessary.   
 

4. The meeting with students will include/included representatives from each year, 
mode (part-time, full-time, workbased etc) and location. 
 

5. The degree awarding institution’s role in the assessment of student work. 
 

6. The accreditation submission clearly states the responsibility for teaching, and 
ownership of, the modules; and the contractual relationship between the degree 
awarding institution and the provider(s).   
 

7. Strategies are in place by which the awarding institution ensures that the standards 
of delivery across all the associated providers of the programmes are consistent with 
the standards set by the degree awarding institution, and in accordance with 
Engineering Council’s standards and requirements.  

 
Workbased provision 
 
Particular emphasis should be placed on the evidence presented by the degree awarding 
institution to confirm that the students have a learning experience equivalent to, and to the 
same standard as, that for students enrolled on campus-based educational courses.  
 
Other considerations 
 
Licensed Members may also take account of: 
 

 The balance between class-room and laboratory based provision.  
 

 Any existing accredited status for an externally provided stand alone course or 
module. 
 

 A provider, such as an engineering company, having approved status for its 
engineering IPD scheme. 

 
A decision not to visit applies only to that accreditation exercise.  A Licensed Member must 
review the evidence before making a decision not to undertake a visit as part of any future 
re-accreditation of the programme (s).  

                                                           
1
 To cover a decision not to visit all providers where the visit to the awarding institution has provided a 

sufficient level of confidence about other provider(s).     
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Annex A 
 
Mitigation Factors 
 

The decision to waive a visit requires the judgement of the accrediting Licensed Member. 
The factors listed below, where present, may mitigate the risk that granting a visit waiver 
would lead to damage to the reputation of PEI accreditation. This list is intended only as an 
aid to Licensed Members evaluation and is not exhaustive. 

 

ID Factor Description 

1 Additional documentation/prima facie evidence requested and supplied 

2 Compliance with QAA Quality Code Part B Chapter 10 

3 NARIC equivalence and guidance on applicable generic education system 

4 Local QAA equivalent body accreditation – most recent report on institution 
Standing of local QAA body eg is it on EQAR 

5 Local programme accreditation body – most recent report on institution/programme 

Standing of local accreditation body eg Accord/EUR-ACE 

6 Partner/ programme has appropriate level UK PEI / EUR-ACE label 

/ Accord accreditation 

7 Partner provider is an organisation member (academic partner/affiliate etc)of the 
accrediting PEI (ie has ongoing/wider relationship) 

8 Partner provider staff are registered with EngC/UK PEI 

9 Awarding institution (UK education institution) has procedures in place to support direct 
entry to later/final year(s) of home programme 

10 Delivery of programme/examination is in English/Welsh (under the provisions of the 
Welsh Language Act) 

11 Advertising material of all parties (inc websites) is checked for correct information about 
accreditation status, use of logos etc on an ongoing basis, throughout the accreditation 
period 

12 Evidence that stated requirements are being adhered to is supplied and checked by the 
principle provider throughout the accreditation period 

13 Students are represented on course committees/there is clear evidence that student 
feedback is sought and acted upon 

14 An appeal mechanism exists for students and there is evidence that this is publicised to 
students and implemented 

15 Permanent availability of suitable learning resources on campus can be independently 
verified 

16 Examinations are set, marked and moderated by the awarding institution and externally 
moderated 

17 Assessment of assignments and examinations is at the same level as those completed 
at the awarding institution 

18 There is a robust mechanism by which the awarding institution assures the quality of 
delivery by partner providers which is available for scrutiny by the accreditation team 
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19 Statistical data on students completing parts of the programme at different locations, 
including progression data, is available/analysis of ability to integrate at each stage of 
the programme (eg are students from location A joining a programme at location B at 
the same stage of development as those students who started at location B?) 

20 Information about different pathways through programmes is available and it is possible 
to ensure that the accredited qualification is only awarded the accredited title where the 
student has followed an agreed pathway 

21 Robust systems are in place to ensure the authenticity of students 

22 During the visit to the awarding institution it is possible to meet with students/graduates 
and industry reps (in person or online) who are enrolled in multi-location programmes 
(eg Erasmus Mundus) and discuss facilities, modules and teaching and to see 
examples of work produced 

23 There is a single Board of Studies for the overall programme regulated by a formal 
agreement between the participating providers responsible for ensuring consistency 
across all the universities in terms of taught modules, examinations, theses, industrial 
placements, marking schemes etc. 

24 Where there is a Board of Studies, meeting minutes are made available to the 
accreditation team 

25 External examiners review student theses  and other marked assessments such as 
exam scripts from all locations 

26 The accreditation team includes member(s) with local knowledge of the environment in 
which delivery partners operate 

27 Programme at partner offered at awarding institution (subject and level) 

28 Good track record 

 


