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I am acting as an examiner for this course for the second time in 2013–2014, and again I was pleased to receive
ample documentation relating to the course. This included, ahead of my visit to Leeds, examination papers in hard
copy, and students' work, including coursework, project reports and examination scripts as electronic files. All
administrative arrangements were wholly satisfactory.
As stated in my 2012–2013 report, this course is highly original and innovative in terms of its ambition, breadth
and content, and therefore it is difficult 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 again clear this year that the students are performing at
a standard which is entirely consistent with the Masters level. Having said that, this year's cohort on the stand-alone
Master's programme comprised only two students, and so inevitably it was difficult to make broad generalisations
about the students in 2013–2014.
As stated above, this course offers a broad spectrum of material, from synthesis to engineering to aspects of
formulation, marketing and patent protection. There is a good balance of descriptive/qualitative and quantitative
content, and again I was especially pleased to see a high proportion of problems-based exam questions. For the
CDT students, I was able during my visit to have an in-depth discussion with two of the second-year cohort, and
this was extremely valuable and informative in gaining a rounded impression of the students’ experience and
progress during the past 12 months. Once again, this was overwhelmingly positive; the two students with whom I
spoke had found year 2 challenging, but ultimately extremely rewarding, and felt also that their overall research
experience was substantially enhanced by having taken the modular elements of the course earlier on.
I am pleased to report that all of the pieces of work I examined were of a good standard. The project reports and the
essay I read were good, and the marks awarded were fair and reasonable, given the standard of the work produced.

There are some issues concerning the choice of research projects. Firstly, while just four titles were offered, it
appeared the choice could have been substantially greater given the number of project options which had been
provided by members of staff. Secondly, students had only a month between choosing their projects and beginning
work in the lab, during which time they were required to research the project background and produce an
introductory report. Project allocation could be carried out much earlier in the year, giving students correspondingly
more time to prepare for their research work and complete the associated assignment.
Exam marks were in general at a good level, apart from those obtained by the stand-alone MSc students for the
CHEM5216M paper Physical Organic Process Chemistry, for which both students recorded marks corresponding to
a Fail grade. This paper stands apart from the other CHEM papers taken by these students, in that it is much more
maths-intensive, and much more chemical-engineering oriented; it appeared also that this paper had no element of
choice in any of the questions. In addition, I would like the course directors to check the CHEM2516M exam
scripts of the MSc students, as it appeared to me that these had been marked by differing pairs of staff members.
Also, I would reiterate the comments I have made previously in my UG Examiner’s reports concerning papers
typically containing a section A requiring that eight (from 10) questions be answered, and a fairly substantial setion
B comprising two sub-sections, all of which had to be completed in two hours. I would strongly urge that these
papers be extended to three hours' duration.
Overall, these are excellent courses, which have filled a gap in Masters-level provision within UK HE. Although it
is disappointing that no students began the four-year programme in 2013, I was very pleased to learn that
recruitment in 2014-2015 is healthy with the award of the DTC.
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