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Action assigned to:  

1.3   Teaching methods  

Teaching methods which include didactic lectures, small group teaching, practicals, guided self-directed learning 
and research projects appear appropriate.  
The examiners note that COVID-19 has impacted substantially on teaching and assessment processes but we 
also note that the College adapted its methods and attempted to mitigate negative impact on students as far as 
possible. The examiners appreciated the efforts made by the teaching team to mitigate the negative impacts of 
COVID-19, even to the extent of contacting schools in order to ascertain whether students had been prevented 
from learning certain topics (e.g. some aspects of molecular biology), which they would normally have covered 
before commencing at the RVC. It was also apparent that the teaching team had implemented extra seminars and 
other novel measures in an effort to help the students.   

As a result of the COVID-19 pandemic the assessments were all online. 



1.4   Resources (in so far as they affected the assessment)  

There were no resource issues identified during the review of the examinations. 



Student performance  

Please comment, as appropriate, on:  

2.1   Students' performance in relation to those at a similar stage on comparable courses in other 
institutions, where this is known to you  

The performance of students in all programmes is comparable to what we have observed in Russell Group 
universities offering similar or related programmes of study (Birmingham, Nottingham, Southampton, Sheffield, 
Cardiff). 

COURSE DIRECTOR: Dr Lisa Thurston  

Course Director Response:  

We are reassured that our students are performing at a level comparable with partner institutions. 

Action Required:  

Action Deadline:  

Action assigned to:  

2.2   Quality of candidate �V�¶���N�Q�R�Z�O�H�G�J�H���D�Q�G���V�N�L�O�O�V�����Z�L�W�K���S�D�U�W�L�F�X�O�D�U���U�H�I�H�U�H�Q�F�H���W�R���W�K�R�V�H���D�W���W�K�H���W�R�S�����P�L�G�G�O�H���R�U��
bottom of the range  

It was clear from the coursework and library projects that many of the students tackled their essays 
enthusiastically, and some produced work of an exceptionally high standard. The library projects covered a wide 
range of current and highly relevant topics, including the use of stem cells in veterinary medicine, the impacts of 
ageing on immune function, and an exceptional essay on sensory function during the flight of birds. As part of the 
Gateway course, the students normally spend a period on a farm, helping with lambing. For obvious reasons this 
was not feasible this year and they had instead to write reviews of relevant topics, such as the causes of mortality 
in pre-weaned piglets. A few of these essays were outstanding and the students has clearly put a great deal of 
effort into both the writing and presentation. Unfortunately, those students at the bottom of the range submitted 
poor essays, where important aspects of the topic had been missed, or where students had showed evidence of 



change in content and the reduction in word count brings this in-course assessment closely into line with similarly 
weighted in-course assessments on other Gateway modules. These changes do not affect AHEMS regulations, as 
the students are still required to complete a lambing placement.   

Action Required:  

Action Deadline:  

Action assigned to:  
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Assessment Procedures  

Please comment, as appropriate, on:  



3.3   Consistency of the level of assessment with the Framework for Higher Education Qualification s 
(FHEQ) 

The level of assessment in all programmes is entirely consistent with the FHEQ. 

COURSE DIRECTOR: Dr Lisa Thurston  

Course Director Response:  



3.5   



General Statements  



4.7   The standards set for the awards are appropriate for quali fications at this level, in this subject  

Yes 

Additional comments, particularly if your answer was no:  



Completion  



  

 





course as a case study. However due to the time constrains since the pandemic,  it was confirmed that 
all three actions are still ongoing.  Date needs to be update with a suitable new date in the future.  

 
ACTION: Gateway Leader to edit the action plan  
 
 

 


