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The Programme 
 

  

     

  

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

  

     

    

1.1   Course content 
 

 

    



     

 

Student performance 
 

  

     

  

Please comment, as appropriate, on: 
 

  

     

  



  

2.3   Please provide any additional comments and recommendations regarding the students’ performance 
 

 

        

  

We noted the difference between performance in the MCQ&EMQ exam and the integrated reasoning exam. It 
appears that there has been excellent student support with developing their clinical reasoning skills, although 
despite this it appears knowledge is good but the application of that knowledge still needs developing. We 
acknowledge the difficulty with this and it is something experienced in the external examiners' respective 
institutions. We would expect all students clinical reasoning to significantly improve during clinical rotations.  

 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

        

COURSE DIRECTOR: Mr Dan Chan 

Course Director Response: 



     

 

Assessment Process 
 

  

     

  

Please comment, as appropriate, on: 
 

  

     

     

3.1   Assessment methods (relevance to learning objectives and curriculum) 
 







  

3.5   Opinion on changes to the assessment process from previous years in which you have examined 
 

 

        

  

We have been satisfied with the changes made based upon previous comments. 
 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

        

 

  

3.6   Please provide any additional comments and recommendations regarding the assessment process 
 

 

        

  

We acknowledge that despite questions being reviewed by a number of people, including the external examiners, 
unforeseeable problems with questions are only apparent when students answer the questions. The examination 
process continues to improve each year and we recommend all examiners review the statistics for their questions 
to continue to improve the examination process.  
 
Consideration should be given to the same examiner marking the whole of one part of a question (when 
appropriate) for the whole year group. 

 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

     



     

 

Assessment Procedures 
 

  

     

  

Please comment, as appropriate, on: 
 

  

     

    

4.1   In your view, are the processes for assessment and the determination of awards sound and fairly 
conducted? 

 

 

        

  

The processes for assessment and the determination of awards are sound and fairly conducted. 
 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

        

 

  

4.2   Opinion on changes to the procedures from previous years in which you have examined 
 

 

        

  

It was very useful for external examiners individual comments to be distributed to all external examiners prior to 
the external examiners meeting. 

 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

        

 

  

4.3   Please provide any additional comments and recommendations regarding the procedures 
 

 

        

  

 
 

  

        

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

   

        

  

 

     

 



    

 

General Statements 
 

 

    

  

 
 

 

    

    



  

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: 
 

 

         

  

 
 

   

         

 

Response from college requested: 
 

 

NO 
 

    

         

 

 



     

 

Completion 
 

  

    



  

 


