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External Examiners’ Report  
2021/22 

 
 
General details  
 
Subject Family; Immigration 
Name of external 
examiner 

Helen Hudson 

Date of report 25 July 2022 

O 
1.2 LPC Assessment Regulations? YES/NO 
1.3 Module Descriptions? YES/NO 
1.4 Marking Criteria? YES/NO 
1.5 A sufficient numbers of scripts? YES/NO 
     1.5.1 If you did not receive the scripts, was the method of     
selection satisfactory? 

YES/NO 
 

Academic Issues  
 
2.1 Were the standards of the questions set appropriate for Legal 
Practice Course level? 

YES/NO 

Please comment. 
 
The papers were of the appropriate standard given the level at which the course is 
validated.  In terms of rigour the papers allowed students the opportunity to 
demonstrate differing levels of understanding and practical application. The papers 
were balanced across the various sittings.  
 
 
2.2 Were the assessments well-designed? i.e did they assess 
appropriately the learning outcomes set for the course.  

YES/NO 
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2.3 Was the standard of performance attained by candidates in 
general appropriate for Masters level? 

YES/NO 

Please Comment 
 
There was a clear differentiation between students in terms of level and standard of 
performance which was reflected in the marking and moderation as appropriate. The 
overall results were consistent with previous year’s. 
 
 
2.4 Was the marking satisfactory and consistent? 
 

YES/NO 

Please Comment 
 
There was consistency of marking across centres.   
 
The marking and moderation notes that I received were very helpful although there is 
an inconsistency across campuses in terms of the level of details provided on the 
scripts – when more comments are included it is easier to understand the markers 
thoughts. 
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4 Quality Assurance Issues  
 
4.1 Were assessment policies and your 
duties as external examiner adequately 
explained to you? 

YES/NO 

4.2 Did you have adequate access to any 
material needed to make the required 
judgements? 

YES/NO 

4.3 Were your comments during the 
assessment process and at the 
Examination Boards considered 
appropriately 

YES/NO 
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