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Section 9 
Appendix A9.01 Typology of collaborative provision 

1. The following typology details the types of collaborative partnership the University is 
prepared to consider entering into. 

Accreditation 
2. The process by which an approved partner institution without its own degree awarding 

powers (or which chooses not to exercise them) is given wide authority by the University 
to exercise powers and responsibilities for academic provision leading to a University 
award. 

3. The partner institution is responsible for: 

a. recruitment and selection; 

b. the registration and regulation of students (including complaints procedures); 

c. programme delivery; 

d. the quality of the student learning experience; 

e. financial matters. 

4. The University: 

a. is responsible for approving the programme and arrangements for assuring and 
enhancing the quality of the student learning experience, and for monitoring their 
effectiveness; 

b. has full responsibility for maintaining the academic standards of awards and, for this 
reason, students at accredited institutions have access to its appeals procedures. 

Articulation 
5. The process by which cohorts/groups of students are guaranteed entry to a Durham 

programme as the result of successfully completing prior study at another institution.  
This may or may not involve exemption from certain parts of the Durham programme on 
the basis of the qualification and/or credits from a programme of study undertaken 
elsewhere. 

6. The partner institution is responsible for: 

a. the recruitment and selection of students; 

b. the registration and regulation of students (including complaints and appeals 
procedures); 

c. the design of the programme and its delivery; 

d. the quality of the student learning experience; 

e. the standards of the credit/award; 

f. financial matters. 

7. The University is responsible for: 

a. ensuring that the output standards set and achieved by students are equivalent to 
those set and achieved by Durham students taking the University programme to 



which articulation students progress who are entering the same stage of their 
studies. 

Distance programmes 
8. The process by which a Durham programme is delivered and assessed entirely by 

University staff, with delivery occurring off campus using facilities (e.g. teaching 
accommodation, library and IT provision, administrative support) provided either in whole 
or in part by the partner institution. 

9. The University is responsible for all aspects of such provision. 

Multiple and joint awards 
10. The process by which two or more awarding institutions collectively provide programmes 

leading to separate awards from each (multiple awards) or a single award from all 
participating institutions (joint awards). 

11. In terms of the division of responsibilities, these cases are subject to individual 
negotiation.  However, there has to be clarity in terms of responsibilities for recruitment 
and selection;  the registration of the student;  the regulations governing the student 
(including complaints and appeals procedures);  the approval of programme design and 
arrangements for delivery;  responsibility for the quality of the student learning 
experience;  and financial matters. 

12. As the final award is a Durham degree, the University remains responsible for ensuring 
that output standards are equivalent to those for the same or a similar award for its own 
programmes. If it does not have a comparable programme of its own, it is responsible for 
ensuring that the output standards of the award are compatible with similar programmes 
in the rest of the sector. 

13. The University will normally only consider a proposal to establish a collaborative 
partnership leading to a joint award where the proposed partner is deemed to be low risk 
by its risk assessment tool (see Appendix A9.04 A3.20). 

Validation 
14. The process by which the University judges that a programme developed and delivered 

by another institution or organisation is of an appropriate quality and standard to lead to 
a Durham award. 

15. The partner institution is responsible for: 

a. the recruitment and selection of students; 

b. normally, student registration so that the students are subject to the partner 
organisation’s regulations in relation to discipline and complaints; 

c. the design of the programme; 

d. the quality of the student learning experience; 

e. financial matters. 

16. The University is responsible for: 

a. approving entry standards to the programme, the design of the programme, 
arrangements for its delivery, and mechanisms for quality assurance and 
enhancement; 

b. ensuring that the output standards of the award are equivalent to those for the same 
or a similar award for its own programmes. If it does not have a comparable 
programme of its own, it is responsible for ensuring that the output standards of the 
award are compatible with similar programmes in the rest of the sector; 
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c. academic appeals (as the University is the awarding body). 

17. A variant of this is a validation in which, usually because the partner organisation is at an 
early stage of developing its own procedures, students are registered with the University 
and subject to its regulations. 

Hybrids 
18. It should be noted that collaborative partnerships may involve combinations of the above. 

So, for example, there may be an articulation arrangement governing the first year of a 
programme leading to a Certificate of Higher Education offered by a partner that is 
accepted for entry to the final two years of study leading to an Honours degree of the 
University. The final years may be delivered by the partner organisation under an 
accreditation, or validation agreement. In such hybrids, the responsibilities of the 
partners would still correspond to those described above, and be different in relation to 
the types of collaborative provision. 


