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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2011– 2012
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

POLIS

Subject(s):

Politics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

All Modules pertaining to British Politics.

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

BA

Completed report
The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than six 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?

N/A
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

N/A

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 programme’s aims and intended learning outcomes were commensurate with the level of the award, and the
standards were appropriate for the award under consideration.

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, the aims and ILOs are entirely comparable and commensurate with similar programmes at other Russell Group
universities, 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 quality of teaching, learning and assessment methods that may be indicated by student performance.
The assessment methods entailed a good blend of essays, project work, ‘role-play’ reports and examinations, which were
then subject either double blind marking, or marking and moderation, by two internal markers. These provided clear
written feedback and justifications for the mark or grade awarded. The grades/marks were appropriate to the ILOs and
benchmarking criteria, and the feedback provided was extensive, and would enable the students to understand fully why
they had been awarded a particular grade/mark. Some of the assessment exercises were particularly innovative, such as
those on the 'Parliamentary Studies' Module, which entails students adopting the role of an MP, and then writing letters in
response to issues or grievances from their constituents, or making a parliamentary speech. This was particularly
impressive and innovative form of assessment.
The Department clearly has some extremely good students who are benefitting from excellent and enthusiastic researchled teaching by conscientious and committed academic staff. The staff in POLIS clearly take their teaching responsibilities
very seriously, and are fully committed to ensuring the highest quality of the student learning experience.

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.
I saw a range of assessed student work, namely essays, exam papers, research dissertations, and role-play exercises
which entailed students writing press releases on behalf of a pressure group or Government Department, and letters from
an MP to their constituents.
These assessed assignments entailed students developing and displaying a range of cognitive, communication and
research skills, and thereby illustrated the extent to which they are clearly benefitting from the imaginative and innovative
teaching and assessment methods in POLIS.
POLIS students are clearly being provided with ample scope and opportunities to demonstrate their achievement of
Module/programme aims and ILOs.

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. Please comment on 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 am pleased to note that a wider range of marks continue to be awarded at the higher and lower ends of the scale; in the
70s and 40s. Previously, I had seen some marks of 70 or 71 which could readily have been 74 or 75. The very best
students are now being rewarded accordingly, as they should be.
I am also extremely impressed with the effective operation of the Internal Moderator system now utilised in POLIS.

7. Please comment on 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.
Please see response to 3, above.

For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

8. 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

The Examination/Assessment Process

9. 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, certainly.

10. 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, marking criteria?
•

The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to External Examiners and whether they match the explicit roles they
are asked to perform.
Yes, always.

11. Were you provided with all draft examination papers/assessments? Was the nature and level of the
questions appropriate? If not, were suitable arrangements made to consider your comments?
Yes. The nature and level of the questions was certainly appropriate?

12. Was sufficient assessed / examined work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work? Were the scripts clearly marked/annotated?
Yes, I saw a wide variety of assessed and examined work. The scripts were extensively marked and
annotated.
13. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes, absolutely. The dissertations provide the students with excellent opportunities for developing research
capabilities and other transferable skills.
14. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of the
Board of Examiners? Were you able to attend the meeting? Were you satisfied with the recommendations
of the Board?
Yes, I was extremely impressed with the administrative process throughout, which was conducted with
faultless efficiency. In particular, <<<>>>, the POLIS Exam Secretary, is a credit to the University, such is her
professionalism and efficiency. Also, <<<>>> chaired both the Special Circumstances Board and then the full
Exam Board with exemplary efficiency and professionalism.
15. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
Yes. A Special Circumstances Exam Board was held the evening before the main Exam Board, which carefully
considered all relevant Extenuating Circumstances and student cases which might impact upon Module marks and/or
Final Degree classifications.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
None.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2011– 2012
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

School of Politics and International Studies

Subject(s):

Politics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Semester One:
PIED2305 Governing the EU
PIED3310 Britain and the EU
PIED3323 Environmental Politics and Policy in the EU
PIED3335 Extreme Right Parties
Semester Two:
PIED2328 Making of the EU
PIED3410 Political Corruption
PIED3750 Dissertation (Part)
January, May and August resits (for any of the above, plus the following first year
modules):
PIED13100 European Politics
PIED1330 Debating Europe
BSc

Completed report
The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than six 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
N/A
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?

I have a copy of the previous report, but I am not sure that I have the School response to this as yet.
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
N/A

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 curriculum is wide-ranging and offers students reasonable to good choice of modules and specialisation. The
ILOs, structure and content all seemed appropriate.
I saw high standards of work at all levels.

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 compares favourably to those at other comparable institutions, and to national indicators.

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.
I noted several examples of assessment methods that struck me as innovative and valuable. Much care is taken
by colleagues to give students consistent and substantial feedback. The arrangements for marking were made
transparent to me, and are carried out with much care by academic colleagues.
Results across the cohort were very good, with some modules (such as PIED3750) generating a spread of very
impressive results. This indicates that students are being given opportunities to excel.

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.
See above: students were given varied opportunities to demonstrate their academic ability and achievements,
and to meet the standards expected of them.
Regarding the cohort overall, the results were good (see above), with little evidence of any systematic type of
weakness within the student body.

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. Please comment on 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 (not able to comment in first year of appointment)

7. Please comment on 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.
There was clear evidence of research-informed teaaching throughout the curriculum and across the different years of
study. In the final year, students are offered a substantial choice of specialist, research-led modules. At the same time,
there is evidence that students are encouraged to develop their own research skills from the beginning of their studies,
including by means of assessments that require critical judgement and the development of analytical skills.
For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

8. 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

The Examination/Assessment Process

9. 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.
This was all entirely positive: I was provided with ample information in a timely fashion, and was treated extremely well by
the School administrators and academic colleagues in response to queries and requests for further information.

10. 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, marking criteria?
•

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 provided in a timely fashion. Much of the information (handbooks and so on) were very useful.

11. Were you provided with all draft examination papers/assessments? Was the nature and level of the
questions appropriate? If not, were suitable arrangements made to consider your comments?
Yes. All comments were taken on board – and my comments were of a minor nature.

12. Was sufficient assessed / examined work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work? Were the scripts clearly marked/annotated?
Yes. The marking process in all cases was clear, and whenever I felt I would benefit from extra information, it was made
readily available. I got the impression that colleagues worked together very well to operate an assessment process that
was clear and transparent and which, therfore, gave me confidence in colleagues’ evaluation, and in my own.

13. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes.

14. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of the
Board of Examiners? Were you able to attend the meeting? Were you satisfied with the recommendations
of the Board?
The administrative (and logistical) arrangements were impeccable for the whole process. I attended the Board of
Examiners’ meeting, as well as the pre-meeting the previous day. The board was conducted very professionally, and with
good humour and patience on the part of the POLIS Examinations officer. The whole experience was one of an inclusive
body of colleagues, academic and administrative.

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

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
I thank my academic and administrative colleagues in POLIS for their attention to detail, and for their welcome in my first year as
External examiner.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2011– 2012
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

POLIS

Subject(s):
Programme(s) / Module(s):

PIED3521 Political Violence
PIED3750 Dissertation (part)

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

BA

Completed report
The completed report should be attached to an e-mail and sent as soon as possible, and no later than six 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?

N/A
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 have been unformly high in all areas during my tenure as an external examiner.
The single biggest change has been the move to a moderating system for second markers, which has been working well.

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 modules’ ILOs were wholly appropriate, as were the structure and content of the related programmes.
Standards were likewise wholly appropriate for the award elements.

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.
Aims and ILOs were in line with formal benchmarks and frameworks.
The programmes were at least as good as those provided by other universities offering programmes in the same area.

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.
Assessment was traditional but wholly appropriate.
Arrangements for marking and classification were robust.

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.
Assessment provided a robust test of students’ ability to achieve aims and ILOs. Student performance was strong and
easily in line with that demonstrated by comparable courses in other institutions. Students achieved a range of standards
that one would expect from the size of their cohort.

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. Please comment on 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.
The transition to moderation went smoothly and is working well.

7. Please comment on 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.
C&L&T were clearly informed by recent scholarship, as revelaed by reading lists, essay questions, etc.
Students were likewise choosing dissertation topics that were informed by recent scholarship.

For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

8. 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

The Examination/Assessment Process

9. 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.
All fine

10. 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, marking criteria?
•

The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to External Examiners and whether they match the explicit roles they
are asked to perform.
All very useful

11. Were you provided with all draft examination papers/assessments? Was the nature and level of the
questions appropriate? If not, were suitable arrangements made to consider your comments?
Yes – all fine

12. Was sufficient assessed / examined work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work? Were the scripts clearly marked/annotated?
The samples were wholly appropriate; markers’ comments were very helpful.

13. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes – dissertations were impressive; methods and standards of assessment were appropriate.

14. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of the
Board of Examiners? Were you able to attend the meeting? Were you satisfied with the recommendations
of the Board?
Yes – all fine

15. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
Yes – considerable emphasis was placed on this.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
Overall, another very successful year.

