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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2014– 2015
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

POLIS

Subject(s):

British Politics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

BA Politics
BA Politics and Parliamentary Studies
BA Economics/Politics
BA Geography/Politics

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

BA (Hons)

Name and home Institution / affiliation of Examiner

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 Quality Assurance
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
N/A
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 ILOs and the academic standards applied are commensurate for the award of BA (Hons). The programmes I
examined are well designed and the standards 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 in line with sector norms and met the expectations of the national subject benchmark.

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 assessment methods for the modules on the degree programmes are appropriate. The marking is consistent across
st
the board and much care has been taken with second marking. A good number of students received marks in the 1
class band in each assessment which indicates high quality teaching.

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.
st
Yes. The percentage of 1 class degrees demonstrates the fact that students were given the opportunity to flourish
intellectually and develop supported by high quality teaching. I think the broad suite of modules offered by POLIS is
creditable.

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.
N/A (This is my first year as External).

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.
A number of modules I moderated demonstrated cutting edge research-led teaching especially at level 3 (final year). On a
slightly different issue, the quality of the UG dissertations clearly showed the benefit of offering a student research module
in the final year. The skills developed by students are transferable and such projects furnish them with specialist
knowledge.

8.

Where the programme forms part of an Integrated PhD, please comment on the appropriateness of the
programme as training for a PhD
N/A

For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

9.

If you have acted as a mentor to a new External Examiner or have received mentor support please
comment here on the arrangements
I received mentor support from a colleague in their final year as External Examiner and I found this very helpful. The
colleague emailed and phoned me and we discussed a number of things.

The Examination/Assessment Process

10. 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 University’s guidance was sufficient.

11. 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 I did. The policies for External Examiners are clear and coherent.
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12. 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 read and authorised drafts examinations and assessments for the modules I was given. The nature and level of the
questions was indeed appropriate. Where there were typographical errors (or such like) I flagged this and amendments
were made.

13. 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. Sufficient numbers of exams, essays, mid-terms and dissertations were made available to me so that I have
confidence in my judgement of the academic standards. I reiterate, that in my view, the grading of assessed work is
sound.

14. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes. I very much enjoyed reading the dissertations. The students’ subjects were appropriate. The method and standard
of assessment was appropriate.

15. 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?
I attended the SCC and the Exam board. The meetings were excellent. The Exams Officer was meticulous and in full
control of processes and procedures. I was very impressed. The Board’s recommendations were sound.

16. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
Yes. I think staff at POLIS really care about their students and support them throughout the academic year. Mitigating
circumstances and medical evidence were given due consideration.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
The Administrative team has been great. Highly efficient and helpful. Feedback on assessed work is thorough (both on paper
copies and on Grademark). My one quibble is the practice of marking on a 20-90 scale. I understand this is a University
regulation and is therefore unlikely to change any time soon, but, it is irregular. The British Politics team at Leeds is a strong one
and the quality of student work is testament to their skill and hard work.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2014– 2015
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

POLIS

Subject(s):

IR, Conflict, Security, Terrorism

Programme(s) / Module(s):

PIED2558 Security Studies
PIED3403 Politics of Islamism
PIED3405 Israel Politics and Society
PIED3407 Israel Politics and Society
PIED3535 Terrorism and Security
PIED3750 40 Credit Dissertation (av of 248)

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

BA

Name and home Institution / affiliation of Examiner

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 Quality Assurance
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?

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

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 is structured so as to engage with the most interesting and important topics in the subject and the
learning materials show a continual adaptation to new events and theories. The variety of modules studied by
students suggests a really wide ranging and attractive suite of options for students.

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 continue to be impressed with the standard of education provided by the department at Leeds. Student essay and exam
assignments set an appropriately high benchmark for achievement and the resultant answers indicate significant
learning and intellectual application.

3.

Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs



4.

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.
Student performance is really excellent and I saw a number of examples of work of a publishable standard. The
moderation process at Leeds is impressive and students benefit from substantial feedback and clear reflection on
their work. Assessments are on the whole of the traditional essay or exam variety. More variation might enhance
the student experience and help the development of skills beyond those needed for traditional assessments (e.g.
presentations, reflective reports, field work assignments).

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.
The performance of students at Leeds brackets them among the highest performers in the university sector. This is
strongly indicative of excellent teaching and a truly enriching learning environment. I was particularly impressed
with examples of students conducting original research for their dissertation.

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 practical aspects of the programme in terms of marking and feedback are working very well. The use of grademark
seems to be producing helpful in-text commentary and the moderation process shows clear evidence of
disagreements over marks which are resolved appropriately. All examples of best practice.

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.
Staff are clearly responding to the latest developments in the field and utilising their own research in the service of their
teaching. The strength of the dissertations is testament to significant research ability among the cohort which is
being fostered by the example of internationally-renowned, research-active staff.

8.

Where the programme forms part of an Integrated PhD, please comment on the appropriateness of the
programme as training for a PhD
N/A
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For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

9.

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

10. 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 have no concerns about the amount of work I have inspected being able to give me a good picture of the overall
degree programme.

11. 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, <> and <> have furnished me with all the information I required in a timely and effective manner.

12. 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 did express concern that exam and essay questions for some modules were identical and this was passed on to the
module leader.

13. 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. Clear evidence of reading and marking throughout the scripts.

14. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes. Assessment methods and comments were appropriate. The range of dissertation subjects was hugely impressive
and suggests a student-centred approach to the task.

15. 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. I did attend the meeting and continue to be impressed with the professional manner in which the board is conducted.
All recommendations were satisfactory.

16. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
Yes. These were discussed openly and thoroughly and given due consideration.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
I would like to thank <> and <> for answering all my queries in a timely and courteous fashion and providing me with all the
details and paperwork I required. I would also like to thank <> and the rest of the staff for their hospitality and interest in my
comments during the exam board meetings. The department clearly take the external examining process very seriously. The
breadth of subjects covered, standard of feedback, and the quality of learning and teaching at Leeds are truly exemplary. These
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are world class degree programmes and Leeds can be very proud of the staff and students in the department.
One point I have raised on a minority of modules is regarding the tone of comments to students in feedback. It seems to come
from heart-felt exasperation and genuine concern that students should do their best but the use of exclamation marks, sarcasm
and personal criticism when students err is not likely to support learning in the future. It may also impact on NSS criteria such as
quality of feedback which is obviously important to subject rankings. I would recommend that staff are discouraged from using
exclamation marks and encouraged to praise as well as blame in their feedback. Insinuations that students are lazy may
provoke a negative response. Since we don’t know how hard they are working to achieve whatever standard they are at, these
are best avoided.
Overall though, such instances are rare and the vast majority of feedback is constructive, specific and detailed. As noted above,
the moderation process is very fair and transparent, the final marks awarded are appropriate and high educational standards are
maintained throughout.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2014– 2015
Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Faculty / School of:

POLIS

Subject(s):

Politics and International Studies

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Political theory modules in the School: PIED2601, PIED2602, PIED3601, PIED3604, PIED3606,
PIED3610, PIED3750

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

BA

Name and home Institution / affiliation of Examiner

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 Quality Assurance
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?

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

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 standards were appropriate for the awards and elements under consideration. I examined assessment in political
theory modules. These modules are imaginative and engaging, and members of staff in this area deserve praise
for the care with which they have developed the curriculum. Students taking the modules are to be congratulated
for their achievements in producing high-quality work, especially in the dissertation.

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 compares well with similar programmes at other institutions. It also meets the expectations of the national
subject benchmark.

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 assessment methods are especially praiseworthy. The School is unusual in the wide variety of assessment methods it
uses. These appropriately test achievement of the ILOs and they are suited to a variety of learning styles. They seem to
me to be an attractive and valuable feature of the programme.

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. I was impressed with the work produced by the students. They are clearly a strong cohort and have been well-taught.
They produced work that was imaginative, scholarly, and showed high levels of engagement with the material. They have
also been exposed to different approaches to political theory, and well-taught in these different approaches. The work at
the very top end was outstanding, and a credit to the School and University.


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 political theory element of the BA curriculum is updated in a very thoughtful way each year. The members of staff
concerned deserve praise for the care with which they do this.

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.
Much of the teaching at higher levels is clearly research-led, and this contributes greatly to the value of the programme.

8.

Where the programme forms part of an Integrated PhD, please comment on the appropriateness of the
programme as training for a PhD
n/a
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For Examiners involved in mentoring arrangements

9.

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

10. 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 provided with extensive written material explaining the role of External Examiners at Leeds.

11. 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. These were provided efficiently and comprehensively.

12. 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 examined the draft papers and in some cases suggested amendments. My comments were taken into consideration
appropriately.

13. 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 provided with a suitable selection of the assessed work. The markers’ comments were also provided, as were
the moderators’ comments. The use of Turnitin for some modules worked very well.
Last year I encouraged the School to provide, in addition, aggregate statistics for each module (at least: mean mark,
proportion of marks in each class). It was good to see, this year, this information provided at Exam Board stage; but it
would also be useful for Externals to have access to this information when they are moderating modules.

14. Was the choice of subjects for dissertations appropriate? Was the method and standard of assessment
appropriate?
Yes, the choice of subjects for dissertations was appropriate. I read some excellent work on political theory.
In fact, though I was very impressed with the work that I read across the board, the work that I saw in the undergraduate
dissertation module especially impressed me. I was impressed by the quality of the students’ work, the imaginativeness of
their topics, and especially the scholarly way in which many of the dissertations were presented. The students had clearly
worked hard and received very good instruction, enabling them to demonstrate very high levels of achievement of the
skills that the School had spent the last three years or more imparting to them. The provision of guidance for UG
dissertations seems to me to be very good, and to be a real strength of the School.

15. 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?
These were exemplary. They were even better than in the previous two years. The exam boards were run superbly: both
efficiently and meticulously. Many congratulations and thanks to everyone in the School involved in contributing to their
operation.

16. Were appropriate procedures in place to give due consideration to mitigating circumstances and medical
evidence?
Yes, these were also superb. Students with special circumstances were considered very carefully and rigorously.

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
Many congratulations to the staff and students of POLIS on their excellent work this year.
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