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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2012– 2013
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

School of Geography (Faculty of Environment)

Subject(s):

Catchment Dynamics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

MSc/PgD Catchment Dynamics and Management
MSc/PgD Geographical Information Systems for Catchment Dynamics and Management
GEOG5400M Issues and Skills for Catchment Dynamics and Management
GEOG5770M Hillslope Hydrology and River Discharge Analysis
GEOG5810M Discharge, Sediment and Solute Dynamics in River Management
GEOG5940M River Ecosystems
GEOG5950M Dissertation for Catchment Dynamics and Management
GEOG5830M Environmental Assessment
GEOG5840M Work Placement for Catchment Dynamics and Management

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

MSc / PgD

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.

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
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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 Catchment Dynamics programme is an advanced Masters that equips students with the necessary environmental and
quantitative skills to move onto a PhD or directly into business. Standards are appropriate for the award.

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 and modules are comparable with others offered by HEIs. Students receive an advanced training in
focussed (small) classes and groups.

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.
No formal written examinations are taken in these Masters programmes. There has been a deliberate attempt by the
teaching team to reduce the number of assessment points as recommended by the External Examiner. Although there
were low student numbers across the two programmes this year, 3 of the 4 obtained distinctions and the programme
continues to attract some of the high fliers. There is a rich mix of modules, and teaching and assessment methods that
allow students to flourish and also prepare them for independent PhD work. The internal moderation process is the most
thorough and objective I have ever experienced in HEIs. Student performance in the dissertation was very strong with
three distinctions. Students benefit from working alongside world experts in the field.

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.
Students performed well – probably helped by the small class size and attention from enthusiastic staff. All students
obtained strong marks except for a minor case of plagiarism (GEOG5940M) and non-submission of a component of work
(GEOG5770M).

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 reply to the External Examiner report (2011-12) was especially thorough and showed a real and positive commitment
to review and action change. I am not sure that any new modules have been added to the programmes since I have been
external examiner – despite staff additions and changes. Instead, I believe new staff have been added to existing
modules. Examples of good practice include: (i) 100% move to online submission; (ii) increased use of online marking; (ii)
increasing integration of GIS.

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.
Research-informed learning is still at the heart of the curriculum. Staff are global experts in their fields and bring this
expertise into the classroom. Some of the School’s rich pool of equipment is available for use and exploitation by students
for their dissertations.

For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements
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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 material was made available for me to act effectively as an External Examiner. For the first time, I was given remote
access to the VLE to view marks and online submissions. This is a really welcome move. I had no problems gaining
access to the VLE and reading the submitted material.

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, all received

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?
There are no formal examinations for these programmes. I am not shown the questions/tasks for the assessment
components, but consider this should be managed within module teams anyway.

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. One drawback with the VLE at present is that few staff engage with online marking. Hence, I had to have the
assessment sheets scanned and emailed to me to read the marker’s comments. This will undoubtedly improve with time
as more staff realise the advantages of online marking. Full feedback is given to students on all components of the
modules.

13. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes the choice and standard of assessment was appropriate. But bear in mind this was only four students, all of whom
scored 65+ for components of the dissertation. No student scored a really high mark (80+).

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 administration of the process was trouble-free and I was satisfied with the recommendations of the Board. This year,
due to poor weather and cancellation of trains, I could not attend the Examination Board on 28 October 2013. Instead, I
had a long phone call with the Programme Leader (<>) and then a further phone call with the Chair of the Exam Board
(<>).

15. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
As External Examiner, I do not see or discuss mitigating circumstances. These are dealt with by the programme team.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
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a small cohort this year (four students) and the students delivered high-quality work that produced three distinctions.
I would add the following comments to those above:
1.
2.

3.
4.

The 100% compliance with online submission of work is to be commended and helps keep an archive of work for the
staff as well as the External Examiner
The School may wish to review how it can encourage staff uptake for online marking. Online marking provides a rapid
and efficient way of returning feedback to students. Not all staff will want to participate in online marking but maybe a
few lunchtime workshops can show how easy and useful it is?
Although a very small cohort, I was struck by how many component and final module marks hovered in the range 6575. This may be a coincidence, a small cohort or a reluctance to stretch the scale?
I note the changes to the structure and marketing of the MSc programmes for 2013-4 and then from September 2014.
This looks a positive move. I would encourage the School to consider whether any new modules should be offered in
the programmes – drawing in new expertise

My sincere thanks to <> for providing all materials, answering my questions and diligently driving forward these MSc
programmes.
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19 December 2013

Dear
We are writing to thank you for your external examiner’s report for 2012/13 for the CDM
programmes and modules. We would like thank you for your careful and thorough examination of
our programmes and very much appreciate your advice and time. Your insightful and constructive
comments on the programmes have been warmly welcomed.
We thank you for your specific observations, including: that no formal written examinations are
taken in these Masters programmes; that there has been a deliberate attempt by the teaching
team to reduce the number of assessment points as recommended by the External Examiner last
year; that the programme continues to attract some of the high fliers; that there is a rich mix of
modules; that teaching and assessment methods allow students to flourish and also prepare
them for independent PhD work; that the internal moderation process is thorough and objective;
that student performance in the dissertation was very strong last year with three distinctions; that
students benefit from working alongside world experts in the field.
We were particularly pleased that you considered examples of good practice to include: (i) 100%
move to online submission; (ii) increased use of online marking; (ii) increasing integration of GIS.
We are pleased with the online electronic submission and this works well, now we have created
cover feedback sheets and have guidelines for bulk download and printing. We will have admin
support for this activity (as well as for returning feedback to students) in the New Year. We agree
with you that the drawback with the VLE at present is that few staff engage with online marking.
This will undoubtedly improve with time as more staff realise the advantages of marking online
and we have already created guidelines on how to use Gradebook. Anecdotal evidence from
students is that they have no issues with receiving feedback electronically.
The integration of GIS into the CDM programme was an answer to progressive shifts in the water
industry, where GIS is as embedded into daily work as is email. The GIS training offered on the

cont….
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CDM programme is applauded by our industrial steering group and by our alumni.
We thank you for noting that there have been program changes; structure and content, and
marketing of the MSc programme for 2013-4 and we look forwards to discussing these with you
next year.
Once again, thank you for your enthusiastic scrutiny and considerate work. Your input into the
examination process at Leeds in greatly appreciated.
Yours sincerely

Head of School

