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DATE OF REVIEW: 
Throughout the Academic Review process, and when completing this proforma, panel members should have due regard to the following reference points and make relevant comparisons where necessary:

· The UEL Quality Criteria;

· UEL Policies;

· The Standard of UEL’s awards (see Part 1 of the Manual of General Regulations)

· The Programme Specification(s);

· The QAA Subject Benchmark Statement(s);

· The QAA Code of Practice for the Assurance of Academic Quality & Standards in Higher Education;

· Professional Body requirements.

AREAS OF ENQUIRY

Area 1 – Evaluation of the learning outcomes (LOs) with regard to external reference points and to the broad aims of the provision

· How do the LOs relate to external reference points (QAA Subject Benchmarks Statements, QAA Framework for Higher Education Qualifications, Professional Body requirements etc.)?

· How do the LOs relate to the overall aims and objectives of the provision as stated by the field/subject area under review?

Further issues for consideration:

· Do the LOs specifically cover and encourage achievement in:

· subject objectives (acquisition of academic subject knowledge)?

· vocational objectives (the application of subject knowledge within a vocational setting)?

· general educational objectives (such as analytical skills, problem solving, independent judgement, creativity etc.)?

· core skills (such as literacy, numeracy, communication, team work)?

AREA 1 CONTINUED…

CONTINUE ON ANOTHER PAGE, IF NECESSARY

Area 2: Evaluation of the means by which the School/subject area designs the curriculum to permit the achievement of the LOs and how this information is communicated to students

· How does the School/subject area ensure that the curriculum content enables students to achieve the LOs?

· How does the School/subject area ensure that the design and organisation of the curriculum is effective in promoting student learning and achievement of the LOs?

· How are the LOs communicated to students? 
· Do the students fully understand what the LOs mean, how they relate to their programme of study and assessment requirements?
· Is UEL Plus used to communicate information to students?
· Is there evidence that the content and design of the programme(s) is informed by recent developments in teaching and learning techniques (staff development activities), the School’s scholarly activity and by changes to relevant occupational or professional requirements?

Further issues for consideration:

· Given the overall aims and objectives for each programme, is the balance between core and optional study appropriate? Is there any risk that students might complete their studies with an important gap in their knowledge/skills?   

· In what ways does the structure give coherence to the programmes which enables and supports the students progressively to learn?  For example, is the structure meaningful? Does it help students to build on prior knowledge and skill development?

· How flexible are programme structures? For example, what evidence is there that structures enables the students to intermit, move between modes of study or move between programmes?
AREA 2 CONTINUED…

CONTINUE ON ANOTHER PAGE, IF NECESSARY

Area 3: Evaluation of the assessment process and standards of assessed work and student achievement

· Does the assessment process enable learners to demonstrate achievement of the LOs?

· Are a variety of methods of assessment employed?

· Does the provision have a clearly articulated and implemented assessment strategy?

· Are assessment criteria used for all forms of assessment?  How useful are the assessment criteria to students and are they linked to the LOs?
· To what extent is UEL Plus used in the assessment process – eg is it used for formative assessment? 
· Do the assessment criteria enable internal and external examiners to distinguish between different levels of performance?

· How are the students’ assessment workloads managed?

· Can there be confidence in the security and integrity of the assessment procedures?

· What evidence is there that standards are being achieved and maintained across the provision?

AREA 3 CONTINUED…

CONTINUE ON ANOTHER PAGE, IF NECESSARY

Summary and Conclusions

Does the evidence demonstrate that the school/subject area has met the requirements in relation to:
Learning Outcomes and external reference points?


YES/NO

Learning Outcomes and the broad aims of the provision?

YES/NO

Learning Outcomes and curriculum design?



YES/NO

Assessment and student achievement?




YES/NO

Please summarise the overall strengths and weaknesses of provision in this area and indicate recommended actions.

CONTINUE ON ANOTHER PAGE, IF NECESSARY
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