PHY001

The University of Leeds

Academic Quality and Standards
Received by email 20 July 2012

EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2011– 2012
Part A: General Information

Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

Physics and Astronomy

Subject(s):

Physics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

PHYS537001 – Statistical Physics of Biomolecules and Cells
PHYS353001 – Complex Fluids and Biophysics
PHYS352001 – Bionanophysics
PHYS350001 – Physics in Society
PHYS347001 – Quantum Computing
PHYS346001 – Advanced Mathematical Methods
PHYS339201 – Advanced Solid State Physics
PHYS317001 – Introductory Molecular Simulation
PHYS236001 – Quantum Mechanics
PHYS231001 – Physics 4
PHYS223001 – Physics and Chemistry of Surfaces and Interfaces
PHYS121001 – Physics 2
PHYS5340M01 – Polymer Spectroscopy
PHYS548001 – Advanced Bionanophysics
PHYS5410M01 – Quantum Information Science
PHYS5320M01 – Thin Films and Surfaces
MEDP3200 – Medical Imaging
PHYS3421 – Magnetism in Condensed Matter
PHYS351001 – Advanced Mechanics
PHYS344001 – Statistical Mechanics
PHYS338101 – Advanced Quantum Mechanics
PHYS313001 – Theoretical Physics
PHYS311501 – Photonics
PHYS304201 – Polymer Physics
PHYS23301 – Nanophysics & Nanotechnology
PHYS230001 – Physics 3
PHYS131001 – The Physics of Materials
PHYS5800M01 – Quantum Optics
PHYS5450M01 – Advanced Magnetism and Spintronics
PHYS354001 – Nuclear Physics and Energy

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

BSc, MSc

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
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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?

Not applicable
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
Not applicable

Standards
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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 c ourse covers an ex tremely br oad s pectrum of undergraduate phy sics and t he Aims a nd I ntended Le arning
Outcomes are perfectly commensurate with the level of the awards, both BSc and MSc.

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 C ourse at Lee ds i s w ell t aught a t al l l evels an d pr ovides an ex cellent bas is f or p hysics s tudents and t hose t aking
related courses w ith a P hysics c ontent. I w ould compare t he l evel o f t he ex aminations, and t he l evel of t he s tudents’
performance to be on a par with that seen at the <<>>l, where I work.

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 s tandard f ormat of t he e xaminations, w ith P arts A an d B , ar e f ollowed at m any P hysics depa rtments ar ound t he
country. The overall student performance is strong and the distribution of marks are, on the whole, reasonable. A couple
of exam papers this year resulted in a low average mark. However, these were dealt with in a fair and proper manner.

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 have had i ssues with some of t he core P hysics m odules in t he past, especially P hysics 4 – I fe lt that a single 3-hour
exam i s s imply t oo short a t ime t o test t hree m ajor areas of t he core physics programme. A s a r esult, an awful l ot has
been c rammed into the 3 h ours an d I w ould expect t he students t o r eally s truggle, quite unne cessarily, t o g ive a g ood
account of themselves in this exam. However, having seen the results of this year’s cohort and following discussions with
the examiners and the chief examining officer, I now feel happy to see this format continued.

5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment on
the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
Not applicable

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 have not noticed any significant changes to this year’s programme.

7. Please comment on the influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching

This m ay i nclude e xamples o f c urriculum des ign i nformed by c urrent r esearch in t he s ubject; pr actice i nformed b y r esearch;
students undertaking research.
I hav e not ed a significant nu mber o f pap ers in t he pol ymer, s urface science an d bi ophysics ar eas w hich c learly reflect
some of the research strengths of the School. The final year projects, as one might expect, are also heavily influenced by
the research interests of the academic supervisors.

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

The Examination/Assessment Process
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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, I was happy with the guidance I received.

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.

I received the External Examiners’ handbook, as well as the School of Physics Undergraduate Student booklet.

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. I made a comment earlier about the Physics 4 paper, but as I said, I am now convinced that the paper is 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 was given access to all the Final Year projects, as well as a number of continual assessment papers.

13. Was th e c hoice o f s ubjects fo r d issertations appropriate? W as th e m ethod a nd s tandard o f a ssessment
appropriate?
Absolutely, they reflected well on the interests of their academic supervisors. I was especially impressed with the number
of different ways in which projects and dissertations were assessed (coursework, presentation, viva and report).

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. T here w ere a nu mber of er rors on s ome of t he S ummer examination p apers, b ut these w ere dea lt w ith f airly a nd
effectively and I am confident that no student was disadvantaged in any way as a result.

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
No.
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