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External Examiner Details 

External Examiner Code 

EX20067 

Title 

PROFESSOR 

First Forename 

 

Family Name 

 

External Examiner Appointment Details 

Academic Year 

15/16 

Date of Examiners Board  29 June 2015 

Report Due Date 

30/Jun/2016 

Report Submission date 

20/Oct/2016 

Appointment Description 

BSc Economics 

BSc Economics & Industrial Organisation 

BSc Economics, Politics and International Studies  

Diploma in Economics 

BSc Economics BSc Economics & Industrial Organisation BSc 

Degree(s) Examined 

Economics, Politics and International Studies Diploma in Economics 

Number of Candidates 

Not sure, please check with relevant Department 

Examined 

External Examiners Report Questions and Responses 

1. The standards demonstrated by the students: 

The standard of student achievement was very high, in line with the top 
undergraduate programmes in the country. The average 2:1 student 
displayed good levels of understanding of mathematical methods and the 
basic intuition behind the subjects. 

2. The extent to which standards are appropriate for the award or award 
element under consideration: 

The standards are comfortably above the minimum associated with the 
awards. 

3. The design, structure and marking of assessments, including any good 
practice observed: 



[bookmark: 2]The assessments were rather challenging and the material at times 
exceeded the level of sophistication that would be associated with an 
undergraduate programme. This was particularly true of modules in 
macroeconomics and empirical development. However student performance 
rose to meet the challenges. 

4. The procedures for assessments and examinations: 

Generally, good procedures although the online system for downloading 
papers is cumbersome. In the end I had to print them off anyway in order 
to go through them carefully.  
 
Internal vetting seemed to be a bit lax in some modules. 

5. Whether or not External Examiners have had sufficient access to, and 
the power to call upon 
any material needed to make the required judgements: 

Yes, the Exams Officer and administrators have all been very supportive 
and helpful. 

6. Where possible, students' performance in relation to their peers on 
comparable courses: 

As indicated in the previous section, student performance appears to be 
at the level of top programmes. It is better than universities which I 
have experience of, either as internal or external. These include Essex, 
East Anglia, Liverpool and City. 

7. The coherence of the policies and procedures relating to External 
Examiners and their consonance with the explicit roles required of them: 

These are all fine. 

8. The curriculum, its aims, content and development, including any good 
practice observed: 

The curriculum is ambitious; several modules (see previous comment) are 
covering highly sophisticated material. In particular, questions in 
empirical growth/development seemed to test student's ability to 
translate the objectives of empirical research into testable econometric 
models. 

9. Resources as they impact upon student performance in assessments: 

I cannot judge this but have no reason to believe any problem exists. 

10. The basis and rationale for any comparisons of standards made: 

I assume this refers to my comment on the last page. The basis for 
comparison is experience of other programmes at this level, either as 
internal or external examiner. 

11. The strengths and weaknesses of the students as a cohort: 

I have outlined what I witnessed as strengths (using 2.1 students as a 
benchmark). At the top level, students display a level of sophistication 
that suggests very promising careers in academia or policy making should 



[bookmark: 3]they choose to pursue these via postgraduate studies. Of course like any 
programme there is a (relatively small) tail of students. It is likely 
that such students might fare better in a less rigorous programme but it 
is hard to say. It was observed by myself and other examiners that 
assessments and marking could accommodate the weaker students a bit 
more. 

12. The quality of teaching and learning methods which may be indicated 
by student performance including any good practice observed: 

I have only observed the assessments and outcomes and have commented on 
how these reflect student performance. 

13. The functioning of the collaboration between the University and 
partner institution(s)  
(for collaborative courses only): 

N/A 

14. Any recommendations you may have: 

1. Greater consistency in internal vetting. 
2. Assessment and marking standards could be a bit more generous at the 
bottom end, without too much sacrifice in terms of challenge at the top 
end. 

15. Whether any issues raised by you previously have been or are being 
addressed: 

N/A 

 




    

  

  
