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The Programme 
 

 

    

  

Please comment, as appropriate, on the following aspects of the programme:

 
 

 

     

Response from college requested: 
 

NO 
 

  

     

 

1.2   Learning objectives, and the extent to which they were met 
 

     

 

This year the external examiners were given passwords to allow access to the on -line course material, including the learning 
objectives.  In one or two areas, learning objectives were difficult to find but, for the most part, clear and detailed learning objectives 
were available, either on the web pages or embedded within the lectures and/or notes.  The objectives that have been examined do 
seem to have been largely met by the students who successfully completed the programme. As part of the assessment process eac h 
component of t he examination should be clearly mapped to one or more of the course ILOs and these in turn mapped to specific 
lectures or practical ILOs. At present it is not immediately apparent how each component of the course maps to either the course level 
ILOs or, i ndeed, how the assessment is blue- printed to ensure that specific ILOs are not being over - or under -examined. As good 



    

 



    

 

Assessment Process 
 

 

    

  



 
Half points were awarded in individual questions and then rounded up or down but each individual examiner decided the 
direction of rounding, leading to some inconsistency. As discussed at the Board of Examiners’ meeting, rounding up should be 
left until the very end for final grading. We understand half marks are now allowed, which should make this a more consistent 
policy to follow in future.  
 
Several internal examiners are commended on the quality of their script annotations and feedback to students.  This might be 
something worth standardising. In a few questions, it was not obvious exactly how or where marks were being awarded and no 
feedback was given in the paper.  We understand this probably reflects previous policies on marking.  Some additional marks 



    

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 

     

Response from college requested: 
 

YES 
 

  

   



    

 

General Statements 
 

 

    

  

 
 

 

    

  

5.1   Comments I have made in previous years have been addressed to my satisfaction 
 

     

Yes



5.7   The standards set for the awards are appropriate for qualifications at this level, in this subject 
 

     

Yes 
 

     

Additional comments, particularly if your answer was no: 
 

     

 

As alluded to above, this is a wide-ranging integrated course that marries together many different individual subjects but the 
standard set, even across such an array of subjects, does seem to be appropriate. Some suggestions for improvement which 
will increase the defensibility of the assessment process have been proposed in the commentary. 

 

 

     

Response from college requested: 
 

NO 
 

  

     

 

5.8   The standards of student performance are comparable with similar programmes or subjects in other UK 
institutions with which I am familiar 

 

     

Yes 
 

     

Additional comments, particularly if your answer was no: 
 

     

 

Mostly. Please see 2.1 above. 
 

 

     

Response from college requested: 
 

NO 
 

  

     

 



    

 

Completion 
 

 

    

  

If you have identified any areas of good practice, please comment more fully here.  We may use information provided 
in our annual external examining report: 

 

 

    

  


