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ACTIVITIES TO ENSURE AND ENHANCE STANDARDS AND QUALITY
NAME OF PANEL MEMBER:
NAME OF SUBJECT AREA UNDER REVIEW:
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: Monitoring of student performance

· Does the student profile demonstrate engagement with UEL’s widening participation agenda i.e. reflect UEL’s Vision to promote equality of opportunity, to widen access and to meet the needs of the local community?

· Is there adequate data about completion (i.e.: withdrawals, transfers to other programmes, referrals, deferrals, intermitting students etc.)?  Can you determine any trends in this data?  Where there have been changes, are any reasons given for these?
· Do the module pass rates indicate a problem in particular modules and levels?  Are any reasons for poor pass rates identified? What strategies have been adopted to address any issues?  Is there evidence of compliance with UEL’s module improvement plan (MIP) policy in module reports, field REPs and field committee minutes? Is there any evidence to suggest that strategies implemented are working?
AREA 1 CONTINUED…

CONTINUE ON ANOTHER PAGE, IF NECESSARY

Area 2: Evaluation of Quality Enhancement systems
· How does the School/subject area seek to enhance academic quality and standards?

· How well is the Review & Enhancement Process completed each year?  Is there evidence of staff and student engagement with the process?  Are there clear actions plans with evidence of progress being made?

· How are external examiner reports considered within the School/field?  Are adequate responses made to the external examiners?

· Is the Programme Committee system operating effectively?  Are the students aware of the system and do they understand its purpose?

· Are there adequate systems in place for obtaining student feedback?  Are the outcomes of the processes fed back to the students?

· Are there adequate systems in place for obtaining employer feedback?  

· Do the School/subject area staff engage with the School Quality Standing Committee and its work?  How well are the quality assurance systems understood by the staff? Do programme approval processes and programme specifications demonstrate that the staff use and understand external reference points such as Subject Benchmark Statements?
· Are University policies on second and anonymous marking implemented?
AREA 2 (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:

The monitoring of student performance?   



YES/NO

Quality Enhancement systems?




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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