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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:

School of Medicine, Faculty of Medicine and Health

Subject(s):

Epidemiology and Biostatistics

Programme(s) / Module(s):

MSc Epidemiology and Biostatistics
EPIB5001M – Research Project
EPIB5022M – Core Epidemiology
EPIB5023M – Introduction to Modelling
EPIB5024M – Statistical Inference
EPIB5025M – Multilevel and Latent Variable Modelling
EPIB5026M – Advanced Modelling
EPIB5027M – Advanced Epidemiology
EPIB5030M – Professional Spine
EPIB5032M – Introduction to Genetic Epidemiology
EPIB5034M – Project in Epidemiology and Biostatistics
EPIB5035M – Non-Communicable Disease Epidemiology
EPIB3036 – Introduction to Clinical Trials

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

MSc

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
N/A

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
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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
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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 Aims and Intended Learning Outcomes are commensurate with the level of the award and the structure
and content of the programme. The standards set are appropriate for the qualification of Master’s degree and are of a high
standard. .

2.

Did the Aims and ILOs meet the expectations of the national subject benchmark (where relevant)?

3.

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

•

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 meet the subject benchmark for similar programmes including Masters in Public Health, and are
comparable to, or higher than, other programmes with which I am familiar.

•

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.
There is a good range of assessment methods used by the programme (eg. coursework, examination, projects, exercises,
essays, c ritical appr aisal an d s elf-reflection l ogs). T he ar rangements f or m arking and moderation w ere f air and t he
classification of awards carefully considered at the Exam Board, particularly for borderline cases.
The quality of t eaching, l earning an d as sessment m ethods were of a hi gh s tandard i n t he m aterial I obs erved. I w as
shown samples of student work for students of different abilities and the marks reflected the quality of the work. The three
dissertation projects I was shown covered a good range of topics. There was a problem with agreement of marks for one
piece of work i nvolving writing a j ournal ar ticle. This was di scussed at t he E xam B oard and t he marking c riteria will be
changed and made clearer for next year.

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.
The academic standards demonstrated by the students were appropriate for the Masters degree programme and their
performance comparable to other schemes. The strengths and weaknesses of the student cohort were reflected in their
coursework marks, w ith m ost s howing s ome i mprovement i n t heir l earning ov er t he y ear a cross m odules, with t he
exception of one or two weaker students.
Students were given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the learning objectives and seemed to
engage well with their l earning. Most s tudents were able t o demonstrate t heir skills clearly t hrough t heir written work. It
was interesting to read the reflective logs of some students as they progressed through certain modules, which provided
insight into the process of their learning.

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.
•
Last year I suggested that some students may improve their performance by being encouraged to write coursework
up in a standard reporting-style for certain modules. Improvements were seen in EPIB5025M, although the reports of
one or two weaker students still lacked structure.
•
A new Poisson regression coursework was added to EPIB5027M to provide a nice range of assessments.
•
The num ber of t utors t eaching E PIB3036M was r educed to gi ve bet ter c onsistency i n approach. This is a practical
module that provides a good, strong foundation for those seeking employment in a CTU.
•
The r eflective l ogs I saw, in particular in EPIB5027M, were i nteresting and useful for t he t utor t o gauge s tudent
learning.
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7.

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

8.

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

This may include examples of curriculum design informed by current research in the subject; practice informed by research;
students undertaking research.
This is an interesting programme that uses a range of modern techniques and methods of assessment that allow students
to demonstrate their individual strengths and capabilities. The programme curriculum operates from within a research-led
framework, a nd the m ajority of as sessments i nclude s ome c omponents t hat are i nfluenced by r esearch. T his i s a
particular strength of the programme.

The programme is very appropriate and relevant as training for a quantitative PhD in the subject.

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

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 provision of marks sheets for each piece of work within modules was very helpful.

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 was provided with draft examination papers. The nature and level of the questions were appropriate and my
comments were considered.

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?

I saw a selection of all the assessed work across all modules which gave me confidence in my evaluation of the standard
of student assessment.
I w as pr ovided w ith a br eakdown of m arks f or d ifferent coursework components, w hich enabled me t o c heck t hat the
range of marks and variability in marks for each individual student within each coursework component.
Exam scripts for one module did not have marks for each part of each question written on the scripts. This has been
requested for future assessments as it is good practice and facilitates checking of scripts.

14. 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?
The choice of subjects for dissertations was excellent. The method and standard of assessment was appropriate. The
marking criteria for one part of the dissertation assessment for the journal article component will be changed to be made
clearer for next year (as mentioned above and discussed at the Exam Board).
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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?
The whole process was well organised. I am grateful to
and
for the time and effort they put into
providing ev erything I n eeded i n a dvance or o n t he day of t he t wo B oards I at tended. I w as satisfied w ith t he
recommendations of the Exam Board.

16. 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 is an excellent and well-organised programme, and it is particularly encouraging to see the range of modern methods that
the students cover and the research-led environment from within which the students are taught.
The assessment methods are very good, enhance student learning and enable students to express themselves in a range of
innovative ways.
The professional approach provides students with the skills they need for increased employability within the workplace, both in
terms of study design and quantitative analysis.
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School of Medicine
Faculty of Medicine and Health
Worsley Building
Clarendon Way
Leeds
LS2 9NL
T: 0113
F: 0113

Dear

20 November 2015

External Examiner’s report for Epidemiology and Biostatistics 2014-15
As the School of Medicine’s Director of Postgraduate Studies, I receive all the External Examiners’
reports for the twenty four subjects offered at Master’s level in 2014-15. First, let me thank you for
assembling the 2014-15 report for the programmes in Epidemiology and Biostatistics. This is your
second report for this programme.
I note that there were no urgent matters for attention. You comment that the academic standards
and content of student work are appropriate for the level of award.
Programme Leader’s response
I have enclosed with this letter a response assembled by
Programme Leader.
addresses the points made about marking criteria, structured report writing and component marks
on examination scripts. I have every confidence that the programme team will implement the
changes he outlines.
Good practice
You note that the curriculum operates within a research-led framework, and the majority of
assessments include some components that are influenced by research. This is good practice. I
was pleased to learn that the programme delivers excellent training for conducting a PhD and for
employment in the workplace.
You comment on the meetings of the Committees of Examiners and I was glad to learn of the
efficient arrangements of the administrator,
and the programme team.
continues…

Director of Postgraduate Studies

Student satisfaction
Each year, the University surveys its postgraduate students by questionnaire. Ninety three percent
of the Epidemiology and Biostatistics students responded. I can report that 100% reported
satisfaction with the quality of the programme in August 2015. This is a remarkable achievement.
Thank you so much for your positive report as External Examiner. Your contributions to the
Epidemiology and Biostatistics programme are much valued.

Yours sincerely

Enc:

13 November 2015

Division of Epidemiology and Biostatistics
Leeds Institute of Cardiovascular & Metabolic Medicine
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Room
Worsley Building
University of Leeds
Leeds, LS2 9JT
T +44 (0) 113
F +44 (0) 113
E

13/11/2015
Dear
Re: Response to External Examiner’s Report (Academic Year 2014– 2015)
I write in response to
report on the MSc in Epidemiology &
Biostatistics for which I am programme leader.
The teaching team was delighted with
helpful and positive response in this,
second year as external examiner. In particular, her affirmation that “This is an excellent and
well-organised programme” and that “it is particularly encouraging to see the range of
modern methods that the students cover and the research-led environment from within
which the students are taught”.
confirms that “The assessment methods are
very good, enhance student learning and enable students to express themselves in a range
of innovative ways” and that “The professional approach provides students with the skills
they need for increased employability within the workplace, both in terms of study design
and quantitative analysis”.
Although
did not raise any matters for urgent attention, a number of issues
were described in the body of
report. These issues have been discussed by the teaching
team, and the following strategies put in place to address them:
a. “There was a problem with agreement of marks for one piece of work involving
writing a journal article. This was discussed at the Exam Board and the marking
criteria will be changed and made clearer for next year”
We will review, update and clarify the marking criteria for the journal article
assessment in order to minimise variation across assessors.
b. “Last year I suggested that some students may improve their performance by being
encouraged to write coursework up in a standard reporting-style for certain modules.
Improvements were seen in EPIB5025M, although the reports of one or two weaker
students still lacked structure.”
The module lead for EPIB5025 will review and update the guidance provided on
reporting style for students.
c. “Exam scripts for one module did not have marks for each part of each question
written on the scripts. This has been requested for future assessments as it is good
practice and facilitates checking of scripts.”
We will review and update our policies as regards marking of exam scripts to ensure
marks for part questions are clearly recorded.
Yours sincerely,

Associate Professor in Biostatistics
Programme Leader – MSc in Epidemiology & Biostatistics

