The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

QAT Received 24/02/2020

Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Title and Name of Examiner:

Faculty / School of:

School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Subject(s):

Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Undergraduate and selected MSc level modules in Electronic and Electrical Engineering and
related subjects

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

BEng/MEng

Part B: Comments for the Institution on the Examination Process and Standards
Points of innovation and/or good practice
Please highlight areas of innovation or good practice within the programmes or processes you have been involved with in this box.

Good practice:
1. Prompt and clear communication with external examiners at all times
2. Effective embedding in its administrative systems of its parallel undergraduate degree programmes being operated in
conjunction with Southwest Jiaotong University in Chengdu

3. Informed responses to the comments of this external examiners

Enhancements made from the previous year
Please highlight any enhancements made to the programme(s) or processes over the past year in this box.

1. Continued improvement in the presentation of examination papers and their model solutions
2. Growing evidence of reduced failure rates of Level 1 undergraduate modules

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

For Examiners in the first year of appointment
1.

Were you provided with an External Examiner Handbook?

Y

2.

Were you provided with copies of previous External Examiners’ reports and the School’s
responses to these?
Were you provided with a External Examiner Mentor?

Y

3.

Y

For Examiners completing their term of appointment
4.

Have you observed improvements in the programme(s) over the period of your appointment?

Y

5.

Has the school responded to comments and recommendations you have made?

Y

6.

Where recommendations have not been implemented, did the school provide clear reasons for
this?
Have you acted as an External Examiner Mentor?

Y

7.

N
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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
The School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering has been proactive in improving its undergraduate programmes not just in
implementing changes designed to address issues exposed by its examination system, but also in updating their curricula in
what is a rapidly evolving discipline. Where available, feedback from the assessment processes and, less formally, directly from
students indicate that these changes have had a positive effect. It should be noted that the School often acted on its own
initiative rather than relying on feedback from its external examiners in implementing these changes. Yet in all instances it kept
its external examiners informed about the reasons for changes and actively sought their comments and advice.

Standards

8.

Is the overall programme structure coherent and appropriate for the level of study?

Y

9.

Does the programme structure allow the programme aims and intended learning outcomes to be
met?

Y

10.

Are the programme aims and intended learning outcomes commensurate with the level of award?

Y

11.

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

Y

12.

Is the programme(s) comparable with similar programmes at other institutions?

Y

Please use this box to explain your overall impression of the programme structure, design, aims and intended
learning outcomes.
As mentioned in previous reports, the curricula the 1st and 2nd Years of SEEE’s undergraduate degree programmes
quite closely match those of equivalent departments in the UK’s leading universities. Any differences merely lie in
the timing of when core topics are taught. Evidence from the final year assessments shows there are few material
differences in the academic outcomes of students on graduation except for topics where the School has renowned
expertise and should be regarded as valued specialisms of the “Leeds Experience”.
At the 3rd and 4th Year level, the School runs innovative advanced modules that build on the expertise and research
interests of SEEE academic staff, enhancing the learning experience of students by introducing them to topics that
will contribute to or influence future professional practice.
In short, the aims, design and structure of SEEE’s degree programmes, and their intended learning outcomes are
entirely appropriate to modern Electronic and Electrical Engineering and related subjects and are likely to remain so
for years to come. Overall, these programmes are reflection of the high international esteem in which the SEEE is
held.

13.

Is the influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching clear?

Y

Please explain how this is/could be achieved (examples might include: curriculum design informed by current research
in the subject; practice informed by research; students undertaking research)
Some of the 4th Year modules clearly relate to the research interests of the SEEE and are likely to contribute to the
foundation knowledge required for studying for a postgraduate research degree in these areas. Also, there is
evidence that shows that the School’s research provides not only a basis for many final year projects, but also a
stimulus for high levels of undergraduate achievement.
14.

Does the programme form part of an Integrated PhD?

N

Please comment on the appropriateness of the programme as training for a PhD:
Students graduating with First Class Honours M.Eng. degree should be well placed to embark on a PhD.
15.

Does the programme include clinical practice components?

N

Please comment on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum here:
N/A
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16.

Is the programme accredited by a Professional or Statutory Regulatory Body (PSRB)?

Y

Please comment on the value of, and the programme’s ability to meet, PSRB requirements here:
There is a broad based understanding that accreditation of an undergraduate degree programme by a relevant
PSRB (the IET) is helpful in recruiting high calibre students and maintaining a reputation for excellence among the
employers of graduates.
However, the requirements of accreditation are, by and large, determined by established professional and interest
groups and that meeting these can restrict the scope for innovation in developing curricula that meet the dynamics of
fast-evolving disciplines like electronic and electrical engineering and related subjects. The effect is that UK
universities can be slow in responding to changes in the educational and training requirements of emerging trends in
these disciplines and thereby creating economic and social disadvantage. Given the stranglehold of the IET on the
curricula of electronic and electrical engineering degree programmes, it is important that frequent reviews of the
syllabuses, in particular of 4th year modules, are held. In particular, the SEEE must remain vigilant in its observation
of trends in modern engineering employment, thereby provide the evidence base needed to be assertive in, its
dealings with the IET when accreditation of its courses is renewed.

Assessment and Feedback

17.

Does the programme design clearly align intended learning outcomes with assessment?

Y

Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs, in particular: 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 reliable evidence that the assessment methods used for 2 nd, 3rd and 4th Year modules are appropriate to the
learning outcomes of the degree programmes. There is evidence too that the steps the School has taken to reduce
the high failure rate of several of its 1st Year modules are beginning to work. This is a dynamic process and
therefore will require continuing scrutiny and, potentially, innovation in its assessment processes in order to achieve
a robust, long lasting solution to this problem. This examiner’s experience is that
a) achieving greater coordination of Year 1 modules in introducing and applying concepts new to students,
especially in the first semester, is very effective in enhancing student understanding, making “dumbing
down” the School’s 1st year units completely unnecessary; and
b) adopting a less formulaic approach to unseen examinations, notably in designing examination questions,
can be effective.
18.

Is the design and structure of the assessment methods appropriate to the level of award?

Y

19.

Were students given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the programme
aims and intended learning outcomes?

Y

Please comment on 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 at the 2 nd/3rd and 4th year levels compare well, often very
favourably, with those achieved by other leading departments of Electronic and Electrical Engineering in the United
Kingdom and, by extension, Europe, Australasia and North America.
Please use this box to provide any additional comments you would like to make in relation to assessment and
feedback:
Over the 3 years of my appointment, I have expressed concerns about appropriateness of the school applying its
formulaic approach to unseen examinations to the assessment of 1st Year students who are inexperienced in dealing
with this methodology. Specifically, I have strong suspicions that the markedly higher failure rates of its 1 st Year
modules is related to the use of this methodology in Year 1 assessment. Yet once students are familiar with this
method, i.e. after successfully completing the first year study, every year it is demonstrated to be an effective tool for
efficiently assessing student performance. It is therefore understandable that the School is reluctant to experiment
with its approach to unseen Year 1 examinations. However, one cannot help but wonder if the School is making
unnecessary work for its already overstretched teaching and support staff and, especially, for its weaker students
and/or those with uncertain motivation by its near uniform application of an assessment process that returns a high
Year 1 failure rate of its Leeds based students.
Possible innovations that could be introduced with little effort are
a) Including at least one examination question that involves little or no mathematical analysis per Year 1 paper;
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b) Reducing the weight of the unseen examination to the overall assessment of Year 1 Semester 1 units, with
possibly with some revamping of the methods of continuous assessment used (this to avoid overloading
academic staff with marking), for example giving students work sheets to complete during their lab work; and
c) Merging Year 1 units and hence reducing the number of unseen examinations.

The Progression and Awards Process

20.

Were you provided with guidance relating to the External Examiner’s role, powers and
responsibilities in the examination process?

Y

21.

Was the progression and award guidance provided sufficient for you to act effectively as an
External Examiner?

Y

22.

Did you receive appropriate programme documentation for your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

23.

Did you receive appropriate module documentation for your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

24.

Did you receive full details of marking criteria applicable to your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

25.

Were you provided with all draft examination papers/assessments?

Y

26.

Was the nature and level of the assessment questions appropriate?

Y

27.

Were suitable arrangements made to consider your comments on assessment questions?

Y

28.

Was sufficient assessed work made available to enable you to have confidence in your evaluation
of the standard of student work?

Y

29.

Were the examination scripts clearly marked/annotated?

Y

30.

Was the choice of subjects for final year projects and/or dissertations appropriate?

Y

31.

Was the method and standard of assessment appropriate for the final year projects and/or
dissertations?

Y

32.

Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Progression and Awards Board?

Y

33.

Were you able to attend the Progression and Awards Board meeting?

Y

34.

Were you satisfied with the recommendations of the Progression and Awards Board?

Y

35.

Were you satisfied with the way decisions from the School Special Circumstances meeting were
communicated to the Progression and Awards Board?
Please use this box to provide any additional comments you would like to make on the questions above:

Y

Other comments

Please use this box if you wish to make any further comments not covered elsewhere on the form
The School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering sets high standards in its undergraduate degree programmes and in its
expectations for student achievement. The quality of the work produced by its graduates shows that the latter fulfil these
expectations, often with stunning so. Such success cannot rest on student ability alone, as this needs inspiring and, on occasions,
unlocking. This is where the expertise of highly professional academic staff and support staff clearly makes major impacts.
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Part C: School Response to External Examiner Report

QAT Received 24/02/2020

Name of School and Head of School (or nominee)
Title and Name of Examiner:

Subject(s):

Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Electronic Engineering
Electronic and Electrical Engineering
Electronic and Communications Engineering
Electronics and Renewable Energy Systems
Electronics and Computer Engineering
Electronics and Nanotechnology
Mechatronics and Robotics
Music, Multimedia and Electronics

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

BEng/MEng/BSc

Title and Name of Responder:
Position*:

Director of Student Education

Faculty / School of:

Faculty of Engineering / School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Address for communication:

School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering,
The University of Leeds
Woodhouse Lane, Leeds, LS2 9JT

Email:
Telephone:
*If the individual responding to the report is not the Head of School please state their position within the School.

Completing the School response
The completed School response (including the full original report) must be sent directly to the External Examiner. A copy must also
be emailed to the Quality Assurance Team at qat@leeds.ac.uk. External Examiners should receive a formal response no later than
six weeks after receipt of the original report.

Response to Points of innovation and/or good practice

The embedding of the Joint-School programme (with Southwest Jiaotong University, China) continues to be challenging.
However, as noted previously, we have been determined to ensure that we mirror, as closely as possible, the standards and
processes applied to the Leeds cohort.

Response to Enhancements made from the previous year

We are pleased that there has been some progress with reducing the failure rates of Level 1 students. For the current session,
we have made some further changes to the Level 1 module portfolio, and we are confident that these amendments will create a
much improved learning opportunity for these students, which will lead to further improvements in their overall performance.

Response to Matters for Urgent Attention
If any areas have been identified for urgent attention before the programme is offered again please provide a specific response to
them here:

No points for urgent attention were raised.
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Response to questions 1-7 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We note that the External Examiner has endorsed the continual improvement we seek to make to our programmes of study and
to the assessment processes. We wish to thank the External Examiner for many useful discussions over the rationale for
making changes and for the opportunities to share pedagogical ‘good practice’ across our respective institutions.

Standards
Response to questions 8 to 16 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We are pleased that the External Examiner has, once again, commended the content and quality of our programmes of study.
As we have previously noted, we endeavour to offer our students the opportunity to study advanced, research-led modules in
eth higher years of study, and to engage in project work which is closely linked to research activities.
All our programmes of study are accredited by the IET, who independently verify that our programmes deliver the learning
outcomes deemed essential by the Engineering Council. These learning outcomes are stipulated in the Engineering Council’s
Accreditation of Higher Education Programmes (AHEP). Our more recent experience has been that the IET has been much
more focussed (quite rightly) on whether students have the opportunity to develop core engineering skills described in the
AHEP, such as the ability to apply engineering principles in unfamiliar situations, rather than specific details of syllabus,
which was historically the case. We welcome this shift in emphasis, and we certainly agree that it is essential for courses in our
discipline to be responsive and agile in the light of rapidly changing priorities within the electronic engineering sector.

Assessment and Feedback
Response to questions 17 to 19 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We agree that the necessary improvements to Level 1 modules should not involve ‘dumbing down’ in any way, and we are
confident that decisions around curriculum and assessment do not amount to this, but rather they refocus attention on the
primary attributes, knowledge and understanding expected of high-quality engineering graduates. Our examination questions
have traditionally emphasised analytical skills, but we have agreed that this is sometimes at the expense of more open-ended
and discursive questions. As the External Examiner has noted, changes to this philosophy will take time to become embedded
in the approach we take to setting examination questions. The changes to Level 1 modules (already referred to above) have led
to a reduction in the number of unseen written examinations in favour of alternative means of assessment. (We have eliminated
final examination papers in three modules for the current year, and a fourth is planned for 2020-21.)

The Progression and Awards Process
Response to questions 20-35 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

No points for attention were raised.

Other comments
Response to items included in the ‘Other Comments’ section of the report

We note that the External Examiner has commended the School for its high standards, including the outcomes of our students,
evidenced by their high achievements, and the professionalism of our staff without whom these achievements would not be
realised.
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The University of Leeds
EXTERNAL EXAMINER’S REPORT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

QAT Received 26/07/2019

Part A: General Information
Subject area and awards being examined
Title and Name of Examiner:

Faculty / School of:

Electrical and Electronic Engineering

Subject(s):

Electrical and Electronic Engineering

Programme(s) / Module(s):

BEng/MEng
Electronic Engineering
Electronic and Electrical Engineering
Electronic and Communications Engineering
Electronics and Renewable Energy Systems
Electronics and Computer Engineering
Electronics and Nanotechnology
Mechatronics and Robotics
BSc
Music, Multimedia and Electronics
BEng
ELEC1701 Introduction to Engineering Mathematics
ELEC2530 Power Electronics
ELEC3560 Electric Drive Systems
Complimentary for MEng
ELEC5564M Electric Power Generation by Renewable Sources
ELEC5562M Power Electronics and Drives

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

BEng/MEng
And
BSc

Part B: Comments for the Institution on the Examination Process and Standards
Points of innovation and/or good practice
Please highlight areas of innovation or good practice within the programmes or processes you have been involved with in this box.

This is my second year as an external examiner for the University of Leeds. I continue to be impressed with the School. The
examination papers were well written and tested the students in discipline appropriate material. Much of the examination que stions
contained design type questioning which allows students in their answers to demonstrate their in-depth understanding and mastery
of the subject. This year the School issued the examination papers digitally which assisted in the moderation process, and a lso
the moderation pro-forma was simplified into 1 document.
The exam board was conducted in a very professional and formal manner. During the morning, I was given the opportunity to loo k
at the scripts, read the projects, and look at the marking practice.
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The final year report is a vital part of the degree programme, and it is clear that the School takes this aspect very seriously. The
reports, and the work they describe, are of high quality.

Enhancements made from the previous year
Please highlight any enhancements made to the programme(s) or processes over the past year in this box.

Effort has been focused on addressing the performance of students on a number of 1st year modules. There are improvements
compared to previous years, and I would encourage these efforts to continue. There is a planned intro duction of a mini project
which will enhance this further.

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

There are no areas which need urgent attention.

For Examiners in the first year of appointment only
1.

Were you provided with an External Examiner Handbook?

Y

2.

Were you provided with copies of previous External Examiners’ reports and the School’s
responses to these?
Were you provided with a External Examiner Mentor?

Y

3.

Y

For Examiners completing their term of appointment only
4.

Have you observed improvements in the programme(s) over the period of your appointment?

Y

5.

Has the school responded to comments and recommendations you have made?

Y

6.

Where recommendations have not been implemented, did the school provide clear reasons for
this?
Have you acted as an External Examiner Mentor?

NA

7.

N

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

The school structure and programme on offer seem to be fairly stable. My impression is of a mature senior management approac h
where minor adjustments are made when necessary with the aim of ensuring continuous improvement. The school ha s adapted
well to the challenges of delivering the programmes in SWJTU. The School will face the challenge of running the projects for this
new cohort this next year and in my view the approach and plans for this will ensure they are successful.

Standards

8.

Is the overall programme structure coherent and appropriate for the level of study?

Y

9.

Does the programme structure allow the programme aims and intended learning outcomes to be
met?

Y

10.

Are the programme aims and intended learning outcomes commensurate with the level of award?

Y

11.

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

Y
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12.

Is the programme(s) comparable with similar programmes at other institutions?

Y

Please use this box to explain your overall impression of the programme structure, design, aims and intended
learning outcomes.

My views and impression are very similar to this time last year. The School offer a traditional suite of programmes in Elect ronic
and Electrical Engineering which are well matched to the needs of society and engineering employers. The programmes are
comparable to other universities offering these subjects. The levels of the examinations are appropriate and learning outcom es
are suitable for students to go onto professional registration with the IET. There are also modules which reflect the specialised
research areas of the School. This entirely appropriate for a research focused University.
13.

Is the influence of research on the curriculum and learning and teaching clear?

Y

Please explain how this is/could be achieved (examples might include: curriculum design informed by current research
in the subject; practice informed by research; students undertaking research)

This is demonstrated through the final year projects. These projects have an academic focus and will closely align with the
research capabilities of the School. Students will be familiar with research methods, and will also have the skills to under take
further research at postgraduate level following completion of the UG programmes.
14.

Does the programme form part of an Integrated PhD?

N

Please comment on the appropriateness of the programme as training for a PhD:

15.

Does the programme include clinical practice components?

N

Please comment on the learning and assessment of practice components of the curriculum here:

16.

Is the programme accredited by a Professional or Statutory Regulatory Body (PSRB)?

Y

Please comment on the value of, and the programme’s ability to meet, PSRB requirements here:

The degree programmes are assessed by the relevant accreditation body. This requirement is an essential aspect required by
employers because they will expect their graduates to work toward professional registration. Many of the learning outcomes
required by the PSRB will be met across several of the modules. The School should be able to modify and adapt to the latest
developments in research and incorporate new material in their modules while still meeting the requirements of the PSRB
Assessment and Feedback

17.

Does the programme design clearly align intended learning outcomes with assessment?

Y

Please comment on the assessment methods and the appropriateness of these to the ILOs, in particular: 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 methods for assessment are typical for these degree programmes. They are appropriate and there is a sensible mix of
coursework, examinations, and team work exercises. The results from the new cohort in SWJTU suggest that examination
techniques may play a role in the different group averages. It is recommended that by increasing the design elements of these
assessments should bring the cohort averages closer in alignment.
18.

Is the design and structure of the assessment methods appropriate to the level of award?

Y

19.

Were students given adequate opportunity to demonstrate their achievement of the programme
aims and intended learning outcomes?

Y
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Please comment on 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 standard is equivalent to comparable courses.
The strength of the SWJTU cohort is clear in technical and academic examinations. Next year we will be able to assess their
performance in the project module.
There are a few standard students who perform poorly on the technical underpinning subjects. Further investigation of this i s
ongoing and the introduction of the new practical work in the 1st year will assist learning in this important area.
Please use this box to provide any additional comments you would like to make in relation to assessment and
feedback:

No additional comments

The Progression and Awards Process

20.

Were you provided with guidance relating to the External Examiner’s role, powers and
responsibilities in the examination process?

Y

21.

Was the progression and award guidance provided sufficient for you to act effectively as an
External Examiner?

Y

22.

Did you receive appropriate programme documentation for your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

23.

Did you receive appropriate module documentation for your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

24.

Did you receive full details of marking criteria applicable to your area(s) of responsibility?

Y

25.

Were you provided with all draft examination papers/assessments?

Y

26.

Was the nature and level of the assessment questions appropriate?

Y

27.

Were suitable arrangements made to consider your comments on assessment questions?

Y

28.

Was sufficient assessed work made available to enable you to have confidence in your evaluation
of the standard of student work?

Y

29.

Were the examination scripts clearly marked/annotated?

Y

30.

Was the choice of subjects for final year projects and/or dissertations appropriate?

Y

31.

Was the method and standard of assessment appropriate for the final year projects and/or
dissertations?

Y

32.

Were the administrative arrangements satisfactory for the whole process, including the operation of
the Progression and Awards Board?

Y

33.

Were you able to attend the Progression and Awards Board meeting?

Y

34.

Were you satisfied with the recommendations of the Progression and Awards Board?

Y

35.

Were you satisfied with the way decisions from the School Special Circumstances meeting were
communicated to the Progression and Awards Board?
Please use this box to provide any additional comments you would like to make on the questions above:

Y

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

The School is a well-managed, coherent, and focused part of the University. It has been a pleasure to act as external examiner
to what is a very high quality set of programmes.
The School has adapted well to the recent intake of new students through the SWJTU programme.
There has been an improvement in the quality of the examination papers, but I would echo my comments from last year, and
there could be more open ended design type questions in a small number of modules.
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Part C: School Response to External Examiner Report
Name of School and Head of School (or nominee)
Title and Name of Examiner:

Subject(s):

Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Programme(s) / Module(s):

Electronic Engineering
Electronic and Electrical Engineering
Electronic and Communications Engineering
Electronics and Renewable Energy Systems
Electronics and Computer Engineering
Electronics and Nanotechnology
Mechatronics and Robotics
Music, Multimedia and Electronics

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

BEng/MEng/BSc

Title and Name of Responder:
Position*:

Director of Student Education

Faculty / School of:

Faculty of Engineering / School of Electronic and Electrical Engineering

Address for communication:

Email:
Telephone:
*If the individual responding to the report is not the Head of School please state their position within the School.

Completing the School response
The completed School response (including the full original report) must be sent directly to the External Examiner. A copy must also
be emailed to the Quality Assurance Team at qat@leeds.ac.uk. External Examiners should receive a formal response no later than
six weeks after receipt of the original report.

Response to Points of innovation and/or good practice

Once again, we are pleased that the External Examiner considers that our examination papers are well-written and generally
contain an appropriate element of design-type questions to test the full-range of students’ abilities. We are also pleased that the
arrangements and conduct of the examination board meeting are considered to be efficient and professional.

Response to Enhancements made from the previous year

We have made a number of changes designed to enhance the performance of Level 1 students and, as noted in the report, we
have further improvements planned for 2019-20 (specifically changes to the module portfolio for Level 1).

Response to Matters for Urgent Attention
If any areas have been identified for urgent attention before the programme is offered again please provide a specific response to
them here:

No points for urgent attention were raised.
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Response to questions 1-7 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We agree that delivery of the programme at SWJTU poses a number of challenges, although we consider that the teaching and
assessment on the cohorts for Level 1 and Level 2 have been successful. As the External Examiner has noted, the delivery of
final-year projects (for Level 3) in 2019-20 will be an additional challenge for which we have been preparing for some time.

Standards
Response to questions 8 to 16 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We are pleased that the External Examiner has again endorsed the learning outcomes of our programmes of study and has also
commented on the research-led nature of some modules, which we believe offer a good balance in terms of relevance to
current industry needs and opportunity to explore specialist research topics within the discipline. As we have noted in previous
years, all our programmes of study are accredited by the appropriate PSRB (IET) who independently verify that all essential
learning outcomes are met through each possible module pathway in each programme.

Assessment and Feedback
Response to questions 17 to 19 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We note the External Examiner’s confirmation that the overall assessment and feedback processes are satisfactory and
appropriate. We agree that the results from the SWJT cohort may indicate a tendency to perform well in traditional
examinations, which needs to be balanced with assessments which probe qualitative understanding alongside analytical
problems. The External Examiner has previously made helpful comments on the need for design-focussed aspects of formal
examinations, which we have discussed across the School with a view to incorporating this philosophy in the design of
examination questions. We expect that the final-year major projects will also make a strong contribution to this in both
learning and assessment.
On the specific issue of students from the Leeds cohort performing less well on underpinning technical subjects, we have
looked very carefully at these modules and made substantial changes to the Level 1 programme for 2019-20. We fully expect
that these changes will have a positive impact on student performance.

The Progression and Awards Process
Response to questions 20-35 (and related comments)
Schools may provide a general response; however, where Examiners raise specific points these must be addressed individually:

We note the External Examiner’s confirmation that the procedures in place for viewing examination papers, students’ scripts
and project reports, and for the conduct of the Progression and Awards Board, are all satisfactory .

Other comments
Response to items included in the ‘Other Comments’ section of the report

As noted above, we absolutely agree with the observation that assessments should properly differentiate achievement levels,
and provide the opportunity for students to demonstrate deeper understanding and the ability to apply engineering principles to
unfamiliar situations (in what may be considered design-orientated questions). We will be asking our internal examination
paper Scrutiny Panel to look specifically for this, and provide feedback (to Module Leaders) where this does not seem to be
have been included.
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