DENT003
ACADEMIC QUALITY AND STANDARDS TEAM
RECEIVED BY E-MAIL 28.06.2012

The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2011– 2012
PART A: GENERAL INFORMATION
Subject area and awards being examined:
School

of:

Subject(s):

Dentistry

Dentistry
Programme(s) / Module(s):

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

Final BchD

BchD

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.

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.

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.

Aims and learning outcomes were commensurate with the level of the award of a BchD
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. This program is comparable with those of other institutions in which I have examined nationally.
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.

These are appropriate. There remain challenges with the unseen clinical case examination where the absence of a
patient makes it impossible to assess information gathering and diagnostic skills. However, the school have
implemented competency testing of these skills that cannot be assessed summatively and I saw evidence of these
learning outcomes being assessed in a formative manner. I remain of the view that this examination is an
alternative to the traditional approach in situations where patients cannot be recruited. It has advantages and
disadvantages, but new cases should be utilised each year in rotation to ensure knowledge of these cases is not
passed down. The staff continue to try to improve these cases. Students struggled to answer some questions
where direct examination of the patient would have been necessary. The advantage is that it provides more
consistency between students in material examined.
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.

Yes. The standards demonstrated were equivalent to other schools and this year they were generally high.
5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
These were sound. I have commented on this in “3.” above. In addition, the case presentation may require some
re-thinking. The students work up cases of an exceptionally high standard and I congratulate them and the staff for
achieving this. However, in achieving this the students sacrifice diversity of experience as most of their clinical time
in final year is spent developing one case. This is perhaps not reflective of real world primary care and limits
students’ breadth of experience and appears to place students and staff under unnecessary pressure. It also
compromises care when students are rushing to complete a “big case” and I saw evidence of compromised
decision making. I feel it would be more appropriate if students worked on more patients of a simpler nature,
gaining broader experience and placing less pressure on them and the entire team. However, staff would need
reminding that simple dentistry performed to a high standard could also achieve excellent grades.
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.

The introduction of history taking and examination competencies was a plus point.
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.

There was some evidence of this in that students did try to quote contemporary literature.

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, excellent access to necessary materials.
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, very comprehensive and diligently provided.
10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?
Yes.
11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?
Administration was truly excellent and I congratulate the support staff. It would help if the examination board could
rd
be completed by lunchtime on the 3 day. 2.5 days is sufficient to review material and observe examinations.
12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?
This process of mitigation is extremely well dealt with by the staff, however it is an outdated system that
encourages students to make excuses, and which wastes considerable time unnecessarily. I would strongly
encourage the University to implement a modern system whereby students self-declare whether or not they are “fit
to sit the examination”. In clinical courses of 5-years students must be sufficiently mature and professional to
decide whether they are fit to sit an examination. Submitting mitigation encourages an “excuse culture”, rather than
encouraging students to take responsibility, which they will have to do a few weeks later when they enter the real
world of working clinical practice. Students can be given the necessary support and counselling, but they should
decide on their fitness to sit. Implementation of this system at the University of <>in 2010-2011 has proved very
successful.

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.
I particularly like the written case scenario examination paper. This is very objective and easier to standard set. I also saw
evidence of some discretion being allowed for examiners which is essential for the higher performing candidates.
I congratulate the staff on their dedication and hard work in achieving a very high standard amongst their student cohort. The
administration was excellent as was the hospitality offered.

Academic Quality and Standards Team
Received by post 14/02/2013

N.B. Appendices not attached
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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:
School of:

Dentistry

Programme(s) / Module(s): BChD

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

BChD

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.

NA

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?

NA

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 sure if I am returning for a 4th year as external please confirm

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.

I believe that the ILOs for the BChD structure and content at Leeds University is entirely appropriate and compares
favourably with equivalent programmes in the UK. The examination programme was very organised and well executioned.
All staff and students appeared to be well informed. The clinical environment was superb and the overall atmosphere was
relaxed and positive. The examiners were made very welcome and were well informed and organised during the
examination visitation.

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.

I believe that they do
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.

Paper included 3 clinical scenarios
Again several candidates poorly scored in these scenarios and still passed the paper. This may reflect the lack of
standard setting that is undertaken for this paper and would result in a likely raising of the pass mark by 2-3% marks
which may better reflect the standard achieved by the students (similar to last year)..
Even less of the papers were double marked this year compared to last and I believe this is not acceptable ALL papers
should be double marked
Some of the questions would have benefited form more structured answers allowing for less ambiguous marking. As
several examiners availed marks when the answer was not provided in the model answer (because it was missing
resulted in slightly varying interpretation
Case presentation of previously carried out work on a patient in clinical and poster format with viva questioning
The standard of the case presentations was good overall. Only a few students had difficulty presenting their cases due
to difficulties by the candidate or by the patient and excellent provision was made to enable the presentations to take
place at more appropriate timings for patients and students.
My comment would be that I am not sure that this part of the examination is entirely fit for purpose as many students
had entirely dedicated themselves to this single patient over their final year. Many partial chrome dentures were
provided for minimal dental replacement and as a result of the complexity of the cases many patient only had had their
dentures for 3 weeks, some of whom it was obvious would not be able to tolerate them and left a potential problem with
future care and appropriateness of treatment planning in this context.
Unseen case incorporating examination and presentation with a viva of a patient not previously known to the
candidate. This is no longer applied in this examination but has been replaced by a structured oral examination by 2
internal examiners on a clinical scenario. It was apparent that some of these case scenarios had not been examined on
before (impacted canine as an example) and due to unclear radiographs and poor set questions some examiners and
students struggled with the assessment. I would recommend some preparatory work in standard setting the questions
and trailing the scenarios prior to use in the exam..

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 the quality or teaching, learning and assessment methods, was substantiated by the standard of the
students sitting the BChD examination. At every stage the students are supported every opportunity appeared
to be provided by staff to enable the students to succeed in this examination.

5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
The BChD education programme at Leeds does include clinical practice components for dentistry. The curriculum
appears to be well structured and well delivered by committed staff, who are well supported by their educational
Lead and his administrative support team.
Learning
Curriculum appears to be appropriate and covers all recommendations by GDC.
Assessment of clinical practice involved;
Written papers with clinical scenarios and 2 clinical examinations.
Case presentation of previously carried out work on a patient in clinical and poster format with viva questioning
The standard of the case presentations was very good over all. Only a few students had difficulty presenting their cases
due to difficulties by the candidate or by the patient and excellent provision was made to enable the presentations to take
place at more appropriate timings for patients and students.
Unseen case incorporating examination and presentation with a viva of a patient not previously known to the candidate.
The difficulty appointing sufficient patients with appropriate histories for this examination is a challenge for all medical and
dental schools at exam time. The main weakness of this type of assessment is the variability of the patients and
complexities of their diagnosis and histories. I understand there is to be a change in exam structure for next academic year
whereby this assessment will be replaced by a virtual patient with a written history for the students to present and treatment
plan.
The students overall demonstrated a high level of clinical ability and comprehension with the ability to apply their knowledge
under pressure during both these assessments.

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.

The change from unseen case with a patient to the structured oral examination on a clinical scenarios is a
significant improvement and provides the student with a better platform to demonstrate their knowledge in great
breadth and in some cases depth.
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.

During both viva sessions students were regularly examined on their knowledge of evidence based medicine and
dentistry demonstrating a good baseline knowledge of applied clinical research.

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.

Sufficient access to all materials was provided and clear regulations of roles, powers and responsibilities were
provided prior to attending the examinations. This enabled me to fulfil my role as external examiner
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.

I have not been allocated specific responsibility for programmes or parts of programmes as this does not apply to
BChD currently.
10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?
Yes. Sufficient access to all materials was provided and clear regulations of roles, powers and responsibilities were
provided prior to attending the examinations. This enabled me to fulfil my role as external examiner. I am confident
that the standard of student work at Leeds University for BChD consistently reaches a high standard and the staff
should be duly congratulated.
11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?
The BChD education programme at Leeds does include clinical practice components for dentistry. The curriculum
appears to be well structured and well delivered by committed staff, who are well supported by their educational
Lead and his administrative support team. The operation of the board of examiners was exemplary and due
process was observed and instituted however some flexibility with timing of the paper assessment, special
circumstances board and examiners board meetings would have allowed more appropriate time allocation.
12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?
Indeed there were appropriate procedures in place to assess special circumstances lead by a chair who was very
familiar with each student and their case. Another external examiner suggested a recommendation that an
educational contract would allow for students to agree their fitness to sit their examination determined by their
presence. This would reduce a significant amount of work and assessment by this panel.

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.
NA

Other Comments
Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form.
Just to say thank you to the examinations team and their support staff in the education office for looking after us so well

Academic Quality and Standards Team
Received by post 14/02/2013

N.B. Appendices not attached
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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:
School

of:

Subject(s):

Dentistry

Dental
Institute
Programme(s) / Module(s): Finals

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

BChD

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?

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.

Not applicable

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 ILOs are 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.

The aims and ILOs are appropriate and consistent with expected national standards and those of my own and
other Dental Schools in which I examine/ have examined.
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 thought that there was a good mix of assessment methods, allowing for students who may not perform well in one
type of assessment modality to compensate in others. There was clear evidence of a robust marking scheme for
those components which I looked at.
The student performance was impressive, which is a testament to the T, L and A methods.
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.

As far as I can see, in this my first year of examining, the answer is yes. I note that one external examiner report
from last year recommended “summative assessments or competencies as part of their continual assessment”. I
am not sure whether this was acted upon or not. I support the use of competency assessments.
5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment
on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
I was genuinely impressed by the Modular structure of the programme. It is progressive and patient-focused.
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.

This is my first year, so I have not seen the previous year’s programme “first hand”.
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.

I can only comment on this in the context of the curriculum that I have seen and the examinations I have observed.
In terms of the latter, the students seemed well informed about current research in various aspects of clinical
practice. I note that there is a research project in Year 3, so I assume that the important skills on “evidence-based
practice”, how to access scientific literature and how to judge quality of publications come at that stage. It is,
however, pleasing to see the “New Horizons in Dentistry” module within the final year. Overall, so far as I can see,
the curriculum is well informed by current research.

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.
The experience of not actually examining the students for the GDp and unseen cases, but of observing the
examination process, was entirely new to me. I can wholeheartedly commend this, as it allowed me to think about
the process rather than be preoccupied by my own performance. Excellent idea.
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. All the paperwork was sent to me when I accepted the role of external examiner.
10. Was sufficient assessed/examination work made available to enable you to have confidence in your
evaluation of the standard of student work?
We had ample opportunity to review papers and to check other coursework. This included time to re-mark a
random sample of material. As a result I am confident in my evaluation.
11. Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Board of Examiners?
The administration of the preparation for the examinations and the “on the day” administration were exemplary. I
wish to highlight the commitment of not only the University, but also the NHS staff (nurses etc). There was a real
team involvement. The meetings held at the start of each day for all examiners was very worthwhile.
I missed the final Board of Examiners meeting, unfortunately, so must reserve my comments on this for next year.
12. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and
medical evidence?
Yes. As an example of the care given to the students, I was involved in the handling of a student who had
mitigating circumstances due to bereavement of <> father. The thoughtfulness of the staff and the time spent on <>
case was commendable. Each case of possible mitigating circumstances was considered fairly and it was
apparent that the staff members treat their students as individuals.

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.

Not applicable

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

This is my first year as examiner, so I do not want to make any sweeping comments or criticisms. I am, however,
very happy with what I have experienced so far.
One point which I haven’t mentioned is that some of the model answers to the scenarios (written paper) could be
challenged as not ideal, being hard to mark and lacking objectivity. This is an isolated criticism.
Thanks to all for the excellent hospitality.
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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:

Dental School

Subject(s):

Dentistry

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Final examination

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

BChD

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?

Yes: see report from June 2012

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

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 ILOs are 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.
The comparability of the programme(s) with similar programme(s) at other institutions and against 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.

On this examination sitting, there were only two candidates, so it would be unreasonable for me to change the
report I made in June 2012. This said:”I thought that there was a good mix of assessment methods, allowing
for students who may not perform well in one type of assessment modality to compensate in others. There
was clear evidence of a robust marking scheme for those components which I looked at”. I have no reason,
from the small sample size of students seen on the current occasion, to alter my opinions.

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.
As already stated above, there is limited opportunity to comment, based on two students at this sitting. Please refer to my
previous report in June 2012.

5. For Examiners responsible for programmes that include clinical practice components, please comment on
the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum
See June 2012 report.

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.

This is my first year, so I have not seen the previous year’s programme “first hand”.

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.
See June 2012 report.

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
Not applicable.

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

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

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. Ample opportunity given.

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 (only one candidate sat the written component, so impossible to make a judgement on standards which could be used
to draw conclusions about the general standard).

13. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Not applicable.

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?
Very satisfactory arrangements and conduct. I attended the meeting. I was satisfied with the recommendations.

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
This was a very limited sitting of the examination, dealing with only two students. So it would be wrong to make any major
comments. All I can say is that the standards of the examination were as high as in the summer sitting and that the students
performed to a similar [good] level.

Academic Quality and Standards Team
Received by post 14/02/2013

N.B. Appendices not attached

