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External examining report 2025-26
Taught programmes

	Name:					Click or tap here to enter text.

Institution:				Click or tap here to enter text.	

Programme(s) examined:		Click or tap here to enter text.

Examination board(s) attended:	Click or tap here to enter text. Click or tap to enter a date.



What is the report and how will it be used?
Your report is intended for internal use and will contribute towards aspects of Queen Mary’s quality assurance and enhancement processes, including monitoring ongoing compliance with the Office for Student’ Conditions of Registration. 

Your report will be read widely and may be made available to students; please do not include any personal information (such as your home address) or comment on any individual students within your report. 

If you would like to raise any issues of a sensitive nature directly with Queen Mary’s President and Principal, you may do so by emailing principal@qmul.ac.uk or writing to ‘President and Principal, Queen Mary University of London, Mile End Road, London E1 4NS’.  Please do not use this form for this purpose.    

This report template is updated annually; the most recent version, and associated guidance, is available at: www.qmul.ac.uk/governance-and-legal-services/quality-assurance/external-examiners/external-examiners-resources/#Reports

Submission of your report
Please submit your completed report to qualityandstandards@qmul.ac.uk within 30 days of the main Subject Examination Board meeting of the year (normally June for UG and September/October for PGT provision). 

The email should be addressed to Alice de Havillan, Academic Standards and Quality Officer, who will acknowledge receipt of the report on behalf of Queen Mary, review and share the report with the examination board, and instruct colleagues supporting the examination board to make arrangements for fee payment.

If you prefer to submit your report in hard copy, please post it to:

Governance and Legal Services (External Examining)
Queen Mary University of London (Department W)
81 Mile End Road, London, E1 4UJ

Thank you for completing this report, and for all your work and contributions to the assurance and enhancement of quality and standards at Queen Mary University of London.


1. Programme coherence, delivery, and currency (aligns with OfS Condition B1)
Please share your views on:
· any particular strengths or weaknesses of the overall programme(s) under your review.
· the balance and content of the programme(s), e.g. was it up-to-date?
· the coherence of programme(s), and the appropriateness of core/compulsory modules in relation to elective choice and overall programme learning outcomes.
· the methods and the effectiveness of teaching to ensure educational challenge, as reflected by the standards achieved by the candidates.

	Click or tap here to enter text.



2. Overall standards and credibility of student performance and outcomes (aligns with OfS Conditions B4(e) and B5)

a. In your view, were standards of student performance comparable with similar programmes or subjects at other UK higher education institutions with which you are familiar? (Condition B5)?

Yes ☐     No ☐

If ‘no’, please detail the reasons why, in your view, they fall short

	Click or tap here to enter text.


b. Reflecting on the credibility of award outcomes (as defined in OfS Condition B4(e), are there any other points on overall student performance that you wish to raise?
	Click or tap here to enter text.


3. Assessment processes (aligns with OfS Condition B4(a and b))
a. Recognising the requirement for higher education institutions to use effective, valid and reliable assessment methods, were the processes for setting assessment and conducting marking sound and conducted fairly in the modules you reviewed this year?

Yes ☐     No ☐

If ‘no’, please detail the reasons why, in your view, they fall short, or any potential weaknesses.

	Click or tap here to enter text.


b. Please share your views on:
· Whether and how students are assessed effectively (OfS Condition B4(a)).
· Whether and how reliable and effective assessment formats are used, and whether and how these test programme level learning outcomes (OfS Condition B4(b)).
· Matters of academic integrity and misconduct (including opportunities to increase the former and reduce the latter).
Please include examples of observed good practices, areas for attention, and opportunities for enhancement.
	Click or tap here to enter text.


4. Other issues of quality (aligns with OfS Condition B4(a and b))
If your answer to any of the questions a- t is ‘no’, please give further detail in the comment box.
◆ Assessment tasks and exam papers (for the modules reviewed this year)
a. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for your review of assessment tasks and/or examination paper(s)?
Yes ☐     No ☐

b. Were you satisfied that your comments on assessment tasks / examination paper(s) were considered?
Yes ☐     No ☐

c. Were you satisfied that assessment design was sufficient to minimise opportunities for academic misconduct?
Yes ☐     No ☐
Click or tap here to enter text.
	◆ Marking and moderation
d. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for your review of assessment tasks and/or examination paper(s)?
Yes ☐     No ☐

e. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for you to review student work and feedback?
Yes ☐     No ☐

f. Did you have sufficient information on relevant marking scheme(s) / criteria / model answers?
Yes ☐     No ☐

g. Did you feel that you were given sufficient evidence to fairly assess the quality and consistency of the marking?
Yes ☐     No ☐

h. Did you highlight any issues with the marking that required action by the SEB?
Yes ☐     No ☐

i. Were you satisfied that marking had been completed in accordance with the Queen Mary Marking Policy as set out in the Assessment Handbook, including the requirement for at least 50% of each module’s assessment to be double marked or moderated?
Yes ☐     No ☐

j. Were you satisfied with the arrangements to review any practical/clinical assessments?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

k. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for conducting oral examinations (including OSCEs and OSPEs)?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐
Click or tap here to enter text.

◆ Questions for clinical programmes, only
l. Was the pass standard mark in each examination set at the appropriate level?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

m. Was a clinical/practical examination (e.g. OSCE or OSPE) held?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

n. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for you to review student work for borderline students?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

o. How did you find the materials and facilities for any clinical /practical examination?
Good ☐     Satisfactory ☐     Unsatisfactory ☐     Not applicable ☐

p. On the basis of the candidates' performance, do you judge the clinical/practical course to be:
Good ☐     Satisfactory ☐     Unsatisfactory ☐     Not applicable ☐

Click or tap here to enter text.

◆ Questions for apprenticeship programmes, only
q. If the programme had an integrated End Point Assessment managed by Queen Mary; were you satisfied that this was set and conducted in line with the assessment plan for the relevant apprenticeship standard?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

r. Were you satisfied with the balance of teaching, learning, and assessment methods used to fully test the key skills, knowledge, and behaviours required for the apprenticeship standard?
Yes ☐     No ☐     Not applicable ☐

Click or tap here to enter text.

◆ The examination board meeting(s)
s. Were you satisfied with the arrangements for, and the conduct of, the examination board meeting?	
Yes ☐     No ☐     

t. Were you satisfied with the decisions and recommendations of the examination board meeting? (for apprenticeship programmes, this includes confirmation of gateway readiness for progression to the EPA).
Yes ☐     No ☐     

	Click or tap here to enter ext.


5. Procedural points and communications
If applicable, how did procedures, arrangements, and communications compare this year with previous years? Were suggestions that you made last year acknowledged/acted upon? (if not applicable, please note ‘not applicable’).
	Click or tap here to enter text.


6. Other comments
a. Are there any other points that you wish to raise? 
	Click or tap here to enter text.


b. If appropriate, please provide a short statement or bullet points of any particular strengths or distinctive or innovative features in relation to academic standards, programme, module, or assessment design, and our assessment procedures.
	Click or tap here to enter text.


7. Signature

Signed:							Date: Click or tap to enter a date.
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