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The University of Leeds

EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2010– 2011
PART A: GENERAL INFORMATION
Subject area and awards being examined:
School of:

HISTORY

Subject(s):

HISTORY

Programme(s) / Module(s):

awards: (e.g. BA/BSc/MSc etc.)

Modules across all three undergraduate years

BA

The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than 6 weeks after the relevant
meeting of the Board of Examiners, to exexadmin@leeds.ac.uk.
Alternatively you can post your report to:
Head of Academic Quality and Standards,
Academic Quality and Standards Team,
Room 12:81, EC Stoner Building,
The University of Leeds, Leeds LS2 9JT

PART B: COMMENTS FOR THE INSTITUTION ON THE EXAMINATION PROCESS AND
STANDARDS
Matters for Urgent Attention
If there are any areas which you think require urgent attention before the programme is offered again please note them in this
box.

Not applicable.

Only applicable in first year of appointment
Were you provided with copies of previous relevant External Examiners’ reports and the response of the School to these?

Yes.

For Examiners completing their term of appointment
Please comment on your experience of the programme(s) over the period of your appointment, remarking in particular on
changes from year to year and the progressive development and enhancement of the learning and teaching provision, on
standards achieved, on marking and assessment and the procedures of the School.

Standards
1. Please indicate the extent to which the programme aims and intended learning outcomes (ILOs) were
commensurate with the level of the award?
•
•

The appropriateness of the intended learning outcomes for the programme(s)/modules and of the structure and content
of the programme(s);
The extent to which standards are appropriate for the award or award element under consideration.

The aims of the BA in History and the ILOs are entirely appropriate to an undergraduate degree. They are stated
very clearly.
2. Did the aims and ILOs meet the expectations of the national subject benchmark (where relevant)?
•

The comparability of the programme(s) with similar programme(s) at other institutions and against national benchmarks
and the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications.

It is clear to me that the Leeds BA in History is an excellent degree robustly and fairly taught and examined to
national standards and benchmarks.
3. Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs?
•
•

The design and structure of the assessment methods, and the arrangements for the marking of modules and the
classification of awards;
The quality of teaching, learning and assessment methods that may be indicated by student
performance.

There is both an excellent consistency and an imaginative diversity to the modules taught across the three years.
There is a lively combination of assessment by essay and written examination as well as the chance for students to
write longer pieces of research and even to pursue collaborative projects with fellow students. The quality of
feedback for students in the writing of their essays is excellent: teachers’ comments are genuinely useful in helping
students to improve the quality of their future work on paper.
4. Were students given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the aims and ILOs?
•
•

The academic standards demonstrated by the students and, where possible, their performance in relation to students
on comparable courses;
The strengths and weaknesses of the students as a cohort.

The general academic standard shown by students was uniformly very good. There was evidence of some
excellent work in all three years, and three of the dissertations I read were outstanding. Different patterns of
marking did show across some modules, but none of these gave me cause for concern. Even in some of the very
good and excellent dissertations, however, there were typographical faults and errors of grammar that could have
been avoided by better proof-reading. Some of the titles of dissertations were a little loose: I should like to see
some tighter drafting of titles in the future.
5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum

6. The nature and effectiveness of enhancements to the programme(s) and modules since the previous
year
It would be particularly helpful if you could also identify areas of good practice which are worthy of wider dissemination.

7. The influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching
This may include examples of curriculum design informed by current research in the subject; practice informed by
research; students undertaking research.

It seemed to me from the bibliographies and essay questions I saw that the undergraduate modules across all
three years – but particularly in the specialisms of the third year – are very much led by the research of the
School’s teachers. The dissertations I read showed some excellent research skills by students. The module on
‘Students as Scholars’, where students attend research seminars and consider themes and changes in
historiography, is very interesting and imaginative.

The Examination Process
8. The University and its Schools provide guidance for External Examiners as to their roles, powers and
responsibilities. Please indicate whether this material was sufficient for you to act effectively as an
External Examiner?
•

Whether external examiners have sufficient access to the material needed to make the required judgements and
whether they are encouraged to request additional information.

The material was very easy to access. The School’s Examinations Co-ordinator was exceptionally helpful and
efficient in answering my questions and sending me the paperwork I needed.
9. Did you receive appropriate documentation relating to the programmes and/or parts of programmes
for which you have responsibility, e.g. programme specifications or module handbooks?
•

The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to external examiners and whether they match the explicit roles
they are asked to perform.

Yes: I received everything I needed to be able properly to assess the teaching and examination of modules.
10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?
I was given a very good selection of students’ work in the context of the marking of modules overall. I was invited to
ask questions of the material I was sent.
11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?
The School’s administrative arrangements are excellent. Both the meeting to discuss special circumstances and
the Board of Examiners were chaired with rigour, precision and fairness.
12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?
Yes: all cases were stated in careful detail and the chair of the meeting was rigorous in asking the views of all four
external examiners.

For Examiners involved in Mentoring Arrangements
If you have acted as a mentor to a new external examiner or have received mentor support
please comment here on the arrangements.

Other Comments
Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form.
This was my first year as an external examiner. Coming from a radically different system of examining (practically all examined
papers sat under timed conditions, no automatic reconciling of marks by examiners, examinations in the second and third years
only), I received great help in making sense of the BA from the Head of School and the School’s Examinations Co-ordinator. I
was impressed by the rigour and care of assessment and the strict but fair application of systems to deal with any cases of
suspected plagiarism and the policing of submission deadlines. Modules are diverse, interesting and imaginative. The History
BA at Leeds seems to me in robust health.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2010– 2011
PART A: GENERAL INFORMATION
Subject area and awards being examined:
School of:

Subject(s):

BA Hons

History
Programme(s) / Module(s):

awards: (e.g. BA/BSc/MSc etc.)

The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than 6 weeks after the relevant
meeting of the Board of Examiners, to exexadmin@leeds.ac.uk.
Alternatively you can post your report to:
Head of Academic Quality and Standards,
Academic Quality and Standards Team,
Room 12:81, EC Stoner Building,
The University of Leeds, Leeds LS2 9JT

PART B: COMMENTS FOR THE INSTITUTION ON THE EXAMINATION PROCESS AND
STANDARDS
Matters for Urgent Attention
If there are any areas which you think require urgent attention before the programme is offered again please note them in this
box.

NONE

Only applicable in first year of appointment
Were you provided with copies of previous relevant External Examiners’ reports and the response of the School to these?

No

For Examiners completing their term of appointment
Please comment on your experience of the programme(s) over the period of your appointment, remarking in particular on
changes from year to year and the progressive development and enhancement of the learning and teaching provision, on
standards achieved, on marking and assessment and the procedures of the School.

Standards
1. Please indicate the extent to which the programme aims and intended learning outcomes (ILOs) were
commensurate with the level of the award?
•

The appropriateness of the intended learning outcomes for the programme(s)/modules and of the structure and content
of the programme(s);

The intended learning outcomes, as evidenced in the structure and content of the programme I
examined were entirely appropriate for the programme/ modules I reviewed.
•

The extent to which standards are appropriate for the award or award element under consideration.

The standards of the degree are commensurate with those at my own university and those I am
familiar with across the HE sector.

2. Did the aims and ILOs meet the expectations of the national subject benchmark (where relevant)?
•

The comparability of the programme(s) with similar programme(s) at other institutions and against national benchmarks
and the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications.

The programme of study at Leeds compares very favourably with those at similar institutions and
fully meets the national benchmarks and the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications.

3. Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs?
•

The design and structure of the assessment methods, and the arrangements for the marking of modules and the
classification of awards;

The assessment methods have been carefully designed to test both deep and broad knowledge
of the topic and to allow students to progress normally. The arrangements for marking modules
and classifying awards were highly satisfactory.
•

The quality of teaching, learning and assessment methods that may be indicated by student
performance.

Student performance was impressively high and indicates that the teaching, learning and
assessment methods were entirely appropriate for the delivery of ILOs.
4. Were students given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the aims and ILOs?
•

The academic standards demonstrated by the students and, where possible, their performance in relation to students
on comparable courses;

Students at Leeds demonstrated that they were being challenged appropriately and that the
highest academic standards were in place.
•

The strengths and weaknesses of the students as a cohort.

The performance of this cohort was above average with the majority of students attaining marks
in the upper second class category; a healthy percentage achieved first class grades, some of
them very distinguished (80%+).
5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
N/A

6. The nature and effectiveness of enhancements to the programme(s) and modules since the previous
year
It would be particularly helpful if you could also identify areas of good practice which are worthy of wider dissemination.

N/A

7. The influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching
This may include examples of curriculum design informed by current research in the subject; practice informed by
research; students undertaking research.

It is apparent that students benefit from research-led teaching. Modules are designed specifically
to deliver a high quality teaching and learning experience; assessment methods allow for
reflective learning and foster progress; detailed feedback offers critical comment but in such a
way as to support the student’s independent learning. It is clear that the teaching staff are
conversant with the application of pedagogical research in HE.
Students are provided with the most immediate published materials (as evidenced by Module
Handbooks, Reading Lists and exam questions). Most notably, the quality of the student’s own
research, as demonstrated in the construction of Bibliographies and in final year dissertations,
shows that students have a deep understanding and experience of how historical research
should be conducted.

The Examination Process
8. The University and its Schools provide guidance for External Examiners as to their roles, powers and
responsibilities. Please indicate whether this material was sufficient for you to act effectively as an
External Examiner?
•

Whether external examiners have sufficient access to the material needed to make the required judgements and
whether they are encouraged to request additional information.

I was provided with all the information I needed and encouraged to approach the Department/
University if I needed any additional assistance.

9. Did you receive appropriate documentation relating to the programmes and/or parts of programmes
for which you have responsibility, e.g. programme specifications or module handbooks?
•

The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to external examiners and whether they match the explicit roles
they are asked to perform.

Leeds has excellent procedures in place which support External Examiners in their role. I was
provided with all the information I needed about specific modules.

10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?

I received an appropriate and useful sample of work from each module and this was perfectly adequate
for my evaluation of the student work.

11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?

The administration in the Department of History at Leeds is exceptionally good. The Departmental
Secretary worked very closely with me and, as I adjusted to the various structures in my first year as
examiner, kept me well informed of the procedures as well as ensuring the smooth transfer of materials
between us. Every effort was made to streamline the process to mitigate the more burdensome aspects
of the delivery of examined materials and regular email communication allowed for plenty of discussion
when there were any minor queries.
The Board of Examiners was conducted in a professional and caring manner appropriate to the award of
undergraduate degrees.

12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?

Leeds has appropriate procedures in place to enable students to declare their mitigating circumstances
and /or medical circumstances.
The Special Circumstances meeting, which I attended, was careful in its deliberations of each case,
mindful of the need for equity and judicious in weighing the impact of the mitigating circumstances under
review.

For Examiners involved in Mentoring Arrangements
If you have acted as a mentor to a new external examiner or have received mentor support
please comment here on the arrangements.

N/A

Other Comments
Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form.

I would like to commend the quality of the feedback on student coursework. A great deal of time and
effort is invested in providing students with detailed feedback which acknowledges the students’
achievements whilst always identifying areas that could be improved. This kind of feedback is a critical
element in the students’ ability to progress and must contribute to the high level of performance I
observed.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2010– 2011
PART A: GENERAL INFORMATION
Subject area and awards being examined:
School

of:

Subject(s):

History

HISTORY
Programme(s) / Module(s):
Undergraduate History and Institute for Medieval Studies

awards: (e.g. BA/BSc/MSc etc.)
BA

The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than 6 weeks after the relevant
meeting of the Board of Examiners, to exexadmin@leeds.ac.uk.
Alternatively you can post your report to:
Head of Academic Quality and Standards,
Academic Quality and Standards Team,
Room 12:81, EC Stoner Building,
The University of Leeds, Leeds LS2 9JT

PART B: COMMENTS FOR THE INSTITUTION ON THE EXAMINATION PROCESS AND
STANDARDS
Matters for Urgent Attention
If there are any areas which you think require urgent attention before the programme is offered again please note them in this
box.

None

Only applicable in first year of appointment
Were you provided with copies of previous relevant External Examiners’ reports and the response of the School to these?

For Examiners completing their term of appointment
Please comment on your experience of the programme(s) over the period of your appointment, remarking in particular on
changes from year to year and the progressive development and enhancement of the learning and teaching provision, on
standards achieved, on marking and assessment and the procedures of the School.

In terms of teaching I have no doubt that the student work I have read during the last four years is the
result of stimulating, informed and conscientious teaching across a wide range of modules. I have been
impressed at how few students to badly at the School of History in Leeds, and at how many students
shine. I have only one gripe which concerns seminar work. I would like to see more evidence of what
students do in seminars, and to encourage colleagues at Leeds to develop more student-led teaching as I
have found this has developed qualities in my own students which I had not suspected were there. That

aside, I’ve been very positively impressed about everything I have seen.

I am happy that consistent standards in terms of the setting and marking of assessments have been
maintained across the four years of my appointment. Proper procedures to agree exam questions have
been adhered to throughout. The standard of work which I have seen across Parts 1 and 2, including
dissertations has been very high. This is no more than I should expect from a department which has an
impressive staff of medieval historians. The modules offered range widely in time, space and theme and
provide students with an excellent range from which to choose. I trust that this range of choice, covering
the whole of the medieval period can be maintained in the future, as this has ensured strong recruitment to
MA (which I also examine both in History and the IMS) and PhD in this area over the last few years.

In terms of the assessment of modules, I am very happy that full, detailed comments are provided for
students which give them clear advice on how to improve their work. The comments on exam scripts are
very helpful to external examiners, and it has always been clear how examiners have arrived at their
decisions. In my view these decisions are always fair as I have rarely disagreed with internals in my
marks, and I have been impressed that markers use the full range of marks, including low as well as very
high. At the top end of the scale, the work I have seen has often been of excellent quality, particularly
dissertations and it is to be hoped that this, which is clearly the outcome of careful specialist teaching,
will continue in the future. I would encourage internal examiners to use the full range of marks, especially
in the first class.

The way in which the administration of the assessment process has been carried out has been exemplary,
especially on the part of the School’s examinations’ officers and the administration, led by <<<>>>.

Standards
1. Please indicate the extent to which the programme aims and intended learning outcomes (ILOs) were
commensurate with the level of the award?
•
•

The appropriateness of the intended learning outcomes for the programme(s)/modules and of the structure and content
of the programme(s);
The extent to which standards are appropriate for the award or award element under consideration.

History at Leeds provides a stimulating programme for undergraduates. There is a very good range of medieval
history modules, which allow students plenty of choice between different periods, places and themes. The overall
programme is certainly in line with those of similar institutions elsewhere, including my own. Standards are
therefore fully appropriate.
2. Did the aims and ILOs meet the expectations of the national subject benchmark (where relevant)?
•

The comparability of the programme(s) with similar programme(s) at other institutions and against national benchmarks
and the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications.

Yes.
3. Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs?
•
•

The design and structure of the assessment methods, and the arrangements for the marking of modules and the
classification of awards;
The quality of teaching, learning and assessment methods that may be indicated by student
performance.

The quality of students’ work was again high with a healthy percentage of firsts and 2.1s overall. The work I saw at
the high end this year was not quite as good as last year, but it was still excellent. Internal examiners provided
useful and full comments both for students and for external examiners. I have no doubt, overall, that the standards
are appropriate for the awards made, and I am pleased to see that internal markers do disagree and are able to
resolve differences before the work reaches the external examiner. This indicates that robust mechanisms are in
place.
4. Were students given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the aims and ILOs?
•

•

The academic standards demonstrated by the students and, where possible, their performance in relation to students
on comparable courses;
The strengths and weaknesses of the students as a cohort.

Overall, this was again a successful year for History students and I was pleased to see that a significant number of
prizes were awarded to the best students. I think that students can demonstrate their strengths at Leeds, especially
in the final year on the Special Subject and Dissertation.
5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
N/A
6. The nature and effectiveness of enhancements to the programme(s) and modules since the previous
year
It would be particularly helpful if you could also identify areas of good practice which are worthy of wider dissemination.

I did not see any new modules this year, but those I have seen in the last four years have fitted in well with the
overall programme. The effectiveness of dissertation supervision is notable.
7. The influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching
This may include examples of curriculum design informed by current research in the subject; practice informed by
research; students undertaking research.

All the modules I examined were in some respect research-led modules, and some could only be offered by the
University of Leeds. This seems to me to be admirable and must be preserved in the future. A significant proportion
of student dissertations incorporate research allowing students to demonstrate their considerable abilities to
conduct their own research and to communicate it effectively.

I The Examination Process
8. The University and its Schools provide guidance for External Examiners as to their roles, powers and
responsibilities. Please indicate whether this material was sufficient for you to act effectively as an
External Examiner?
•

Whether external examiners have sufficient access to the material needed to make the required judgements and
whether they are encouraged to request additional information.

Yes.
9. Did you receive appropriate documentation relating to the programmes and/or parts of programmes
for which you have responsibility, e.g. programme specifications or module handbooks?
•

The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to external examiners and whether they match the explicit roles
they are asked to perform.

Yes, everything was in order.
10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?
Yes, although I saw somewhat less than in previous years it was still sufficient.
11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?
The Boards were excellent chaired by <<<>>> and his team. Everything was clear, there was time for discussion
where appropriate.
12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?
Yes, these cases were treated with sensitivity and fairness.

For Examiners involved in Mentoring Arrangements
If you have acted as a mentor to a new external examiner or have received mentor support
please comment here on the arrangements.

Other Comments
Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form.

