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Email:
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Fax:

Programme of Study
School of:

Chemistry

Programme

MSc in Chemical Process Research and Development (CDT)

of Study

MSc in Chemical Process Research and Development (one-year, stand-alone course)

Please comment in the box below on both the taught and research elements of the programme of study:









Did you receive appropriate documentation relating to the programme of study?
Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory?
Was the standard of student performance comparable to that in other UK higher education institutions with
which you are familiar?
Was the structure and content of the programme appropriate?
Did you meet with any students on the programme (please identify the year of study of the students (e.g. 1,
2, 3 4))?
Comments on the academic standards of the programme and of candidates’ work
Matters for further consideration by the programme team (which may include matters relating to the future
development of the programme)

As an examiner for this course for the first time in 2012-2013, I was pleased to receive ample documentation
relating to the course. This included, ahead of my visit to Leeds, mark sheets and examination papers in hard copy,
and students' work, including coursework, project reports and examination scripts as electronic files. All
administrative arrangements were highly satisfactory, and this aided my evaluation of the programme of study.
This pioneering course is highly original and innovative in terms of its ambition, breadth and content, and as such it
is less than straightforward to make direct comparisons with courses elsewhere in the U.K. Nevertheless, on the
basis of the work I looked at, which included research reports, oral presentations, exam scripts, coursework (essays
and problems sheets/assignments), it is clear that the students are performing at a standard which is entirely
consistent with the Masters level.
As stated above, this course offers a unique breadth of material, across the spectrum from synthesis to engineering
to aspects of formulation, marketing and patent protection. There is a good balance of descriptive/qualitative and
quantitative content, and I was especially pleased to see a high proportion of problems-based exam questions.
For the one-year, stand alone MSc students, the range of projects carried out was broad, and the students all gave
excellent presentations on their work on the first day of my visit. For the CDT students, I was able during my visit
to have an in-depth discussion with two of the first-year cohort, and this was extremely valuable and informative in
gaining a rounded impression of the students’ experience, which was overwhelmingly positive.
All of the pieces of work I examined had been produced to a high standard. Exam marks were in general at a good
level, though one question involving discussion of phase-transfer catalysis in an asymmetric synthesis sequence
was answered rather poorly, with a correspondingly low average mark. I particularly enjoyed reading the wide
range of subjects offered as options in the Case Studies module, and the literature review and PhD proposals
produced by the CDT students were detailed, informative and clearly written.

Concerning in-course arrangements for the CDT students, from discussion with the two first-year students it was
clear that the mechanism for choosing PhD supervisors over the course of the first year had worked well, and there
was a good deal of satisfaction with the way this had taken place.
Overall, these are excellent courses, which have filled a gap in Masters-level provision within UK HE. I was
disappointed to learn that no cohort will be starting the CDT version of the course which was to have begun in
2013, as this course really does have some very unusual and special features.
The two CDT students I spoke to did express some concerns regarding the loading of module work during the
second year of study, when they are understandably keen to be pressing on with laboratory research work. One
suggestion was to have the literature report and PhD proposal count as real rather than merely notional credits, so
that the number of additional modules required to complete the MSc stage in second year would be decreased. I
believe this is worthy of some consideration, not least because both literature review and proposal are detailed,
scholarly pieces of work, which are not duplicated elsewhere in the course.

Please continue onto another page if appropriate.

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.

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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