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UNIVERSITY OF YORK
Teaching Committee
External Assessor Report Form for Giving Feedback on New Programmes
1. Thank you for agreeing to act as the independent external assessor for this new programme. Your views are extremely valuable and will be considered carefully by both the programme proposer and University Teaching Committee. Although we ask you to focus on discipline-related matters, comments on all aspects of the programme are very welcome. 
2. In order to undertake your role, you should have received the following from the programme proposer:

· a one page summary of the proposal

· a programme specification

· a completed Teaching Committee new programme pro forma
· module descriptions.
3. Please complete this report form by typing in the boxes provided below (which will expand as you type). 
4. Once completed, the form should be returned electronically to programme developer, with a copy to the Academic Support Office (aso@york.ac.uk).
5. Please note that to qualify as an independent external assessor, you should:

· not be a current or former external examiner of the University, unless a period of at least three years has elapsed since the expiration of your appointment

· not be a former member of staff or student, unless a period of at least three years has elapsed since you left the University

· not have any other links with the proposing department that might compromise your independence. 

If you cannot satisfy the above criteria please do not complete the form and let the programme proposer know as soon as possible so that they can find an alternative. 

	Name of assessor:
	Type your response here


	Job title and organisation:
	

	Contact email address:
	


	Title of programme under review:
	

	Date on which form completed:
	


NB Issues to consider when completing the report are noted below but these are not meant to be prescriptive or exhaustive. Please feel free to customise your response to suit the nature of the programme under development.
	1 Please comment on the appropriateness of the programme’s aims and intended learning outcomes Please consider whether:
· with reference to the Framework for Higher Education Qualifications (FHEQ), the ilos reflect the level of the award
· due account has been given to other relevant external reference points which may include Subject Benchmark Statements and professional requirements. 

	

	2 Please comment on the programme’s overall design and content. Please consider whether:
· the programme is intellectually coherent 
· the programme offers an appropriate balance between compulsory and optional modules
· the programme engenders a sense of progression

· the content reflects the programme’s title, aims and intended learning outcomes
· the content is balanced, current and informed by relevant research/scholarship 

· due account has been taken of external reference points such as: the FHEQ, Subject Benchmark Statements, professional requirements, the Foundation Degree Qualification Benchmark
· the needs of different students (e.g. disabled, overseas, part-time (if applicable), widening participation) are addressed

	

	3 Please comment on the programme’s delivery. Please consider:
· the appropriateness of the learning and teaching strategies employed to enable achievement of programme and module intended learning outcomes
· whether the programme has been informed by recent developments in learning and teaching

· the balance between independent and supported learning
· the appropriateness of any arrangements for work-based learning or distance learning

	

	4 Please comment on the programme’s assessment. Please consider:
· the appropriateness of the methods of assessment in relation to module and programme level intended learning outcomes
· the balance between open and closed assessment
· the range of assessment types used, and their appropriateness for the target student audience
· the provision of feedback on formative and summative assessment.

	

	5 Please raise any issues relating to the module descriptions that have not previously been mentioned.

	

	6 How does the programme compare to similar programmes on offer at other UK universities?

	

	7 Please use the space below to comment on any other aspects of the programme (for example, admissions requirements, student support, quality assurance). 

	

	8 What are the key strengths and weaknesses of the programme?

	

	9 What key changes to the proposal, if any, would you recommend?

	

	10 Recommendation – please choose between the following: (i) should not proceed, (ii) should proceed after significant changes, or (iii) should proceed as is/with minor changes
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