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School of Health And Community Studies 

Postgraduate  

• ARPYS Art Psychotherapy Practice (TP) 

Please indicate, below, whether you agree with the statements about the threshold standards of Leeds 
Beckett University’s awards, student achievement and the conduct of the University’s assessment processes, 
using as a reference the framework for higher education qualifications and applicable Subject Benchmark 
Statements / Qualification Characteristic Statements. Please also list any shortcomings and areas for 
commendation. You should expand on any issues you mention here in the main report. If any boxes are ticked 
“No” the Dean of School or nominee will be alerted and will oversee the response from the Course Director. 
 

Please also list any shortcomings and areas for commendation. You should expand on any issues you mention 
here in the main report. If any boxes are ticked “No” the Dean of School or nominee will be alerted and will 
oversee the response from the Course Director. 

     

Standards Set  

  Yes No  

“In my view, the threshold academic standards set for the modules/awards meet 
with the requirements of the relevant National Qualifications Statement’s.” 

 X    

    

If your answer is ‘no’, please provide a brief statement (bullet points) of the respect(s) in which they fall short:  

  

     

Student achievement  

  Yes No N/A* 

“In my view, students’ who have been awarded qualifications have had the 
opportunity to achieve standards beyond the threshold level that are reasonably 
comparable with those achieved in course(s) or subjects in other UK institutions 
with which I am familiar.” *Not applicable – if you are a practitioner and are not in 
a position to assess this statement, please note here: 

 X   

 

     

Please provide any further comment on the comparability of collaborative provision 

 

     

If your answer is ‘no’, please provide a brief statement (bullet points) of the respect(s) in which they fall short: 

 

     

Conduct of process     

  Yes No  
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“In my view, the processes for assessment, examination and the determination of 
awards are reliable, rigorous and fairly conducted.” 

X  
 

     

If your answer is ‘no’, please provide a brief statement (bullet points) of the respect(s) in which they fall short. 

 

     

Actions from last year’s report  
(This will not be relevant if you are examining for the first time) 

 

Yes 

     

Areas of good practice/commendation 

Any particular strengths or distinctive or innovative features in relation to learning, teaching and assessment: 

 

Learning and teaching: A good range of content and opportunities are provided students by a supportive staff 
team. A two-hour workshop exploring race and identity was good to see on the timetable.  I particularly 
welcome this, which accords with criticality elsewhere in HE and FE to decolonise the curriculum and move 
towards more diverse and inclusive content. 
 
Assessment: I saw evidence across all six markers of lovely clear feedback, written in a sensitive affirming 
tone, with appropriate information about how student could improve (“feed forward”). Action taken in 
response to my report last year has resulted in the provision of classification grade descriptors for module 
assessment criteria; this is an excellent and impressive resource for students and staff alike.  
 
The staff team’s commitment to maintaining the delivery of the programme online following the COVID19 
lockdown is also to be commended. The adjustment for students whose placements were disrupted was 
evident at the Examinations Board. 

     

Main report 

 

In this section you are asked to describe more fully how the University has or has not maintained threshold 
academic standards and the quality of the student experience in relation to the course(s) for which you are 
the external examiner, using as a reference the framework for higher education qualifications and applicable 
Subject Benchmark Statements / Qualification Characteristic Statements.  
 

Please complete all sections of the form fully and where not applicable please state N/A. Where applicable 
please also complete the sections for any collaborative provision sampled.  
 

If you are an external examiner for any of the University’s Pearson Licensed Centre Programmes (HND/HNC 
level) provision, please also complete the section on page 9 sections l, m and n entitled “for External 
Examiners Associated with Pearson Licensed Centre Programmes.” 

 

Professional Body Requirements 

  Yes No N/A* 

“In my view, the professional body requirements for this course have been met. 
*Not applicable if the course is not a professional body courseplease indicate here. 

X   
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If your answer is ‘no’, please provide a brief statement (bullet points) of the respect(s) in which they fall short. 

 

 

(a) The operation and conduct of the Progression and Award Board (and/or Module Board meeting you may 
also have attended). 

I received all papers and LBU’s ‘Covid-19 Response – Academic Standards and Academic Support For 
Students: Schema and Guidance to Examination Board Chairs on application and amendments to the 
Academic Regulations in respect of Covid 19 Pandemic’  in a timely manner ahead of today’s board. Staff 
were well-prepared. The Board was conducted using Skype, which worked adequately and allowed for 
appropriate discussion and consideration of the agenda. Beyond a few minor technical glitches, the online 
operation did not differ in quality from my experience of in-person meetings (although the absence of the 
Programme team’s usual excellent catering and fresh flowers was a loss!). 

     

(b) The action, if any was required, taken in response to your report of last year. (This will not be relevant if 
you are examining for the first time.) 

 

     

(c) The overall performance of the students, in relation to that of comparable levels of work in other 
institutions. 

The scripts I read showed evidence of thoughtful sensitive work, and some imaginative engagement with 
professional interests. The students’ therapeutic engagement with clients is beautifully demonstrated in 
the Professional Portfolio assessment, with formulation letters to clients, and illustrated accounts of 
practice. Examples I read showed good work. The spread of marks I viewed was appropriate (52-87). 
 
Citations of relevant literature in assignments were more tentative than I have seen elsewhere, with more 
passive citations and long quotes being used. This raised a question of how students demonstrate their 
relationship to the literature, as I would expect more paraphrasing and summarizing of sources in their 
own words. Nonetheless, the overall performance is comparable to work I have seen elsewhere. 

     

(d) The strengths and weaknesses of the students in general with respect to knowledge, conceptual grasp or 
application of skills. 

Strengths and weaknesses follow points made above. I have not been able to discuss placement 
experiences in any depth, as these are disrupted due to the pandemic.  
I was left wondering how students demonstrate their relationship to their art form and to the academic 
literature. Is the VLE a space where students upload and share their studio practice and response artwork? 
Academic writing could be strengthened (more active citations, paraphrasing and summarizing in students 
own word) with a more confident articulation of the theoretical positions taken by students. 
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(e) The standards of the structure, organisation, design and marking of all examination papers and/or other 
forms of assessment. 

This was appropriate and clear to see, including moderation protocols and evidence of how discrepancies 
in marking were resolved. 

     

(f) The curriculum, teaching or resourcing of the programme of study as indicated by the performance of the 
students in the assessment 

Assessments I have seen satisfactorily reflect the curriculum and resources. I have not been able to discuss 
these more widely, as is the usual practice, with the Programme team or students due to COVID19 
restrictions. I have used my EE access to view the library resources, which look adequate, although I could 
not find some digital art therapy texts that I would expect to see. I was unclear about arrangements for 
teaching and resourcing of students’ artistic therapeutic practices following COVID19 lockdown. Ongoing 
implications of the pandemic are prompting new blended approaches, and I wonder what time, support 
and training are being provided (and taken up) for staff and students to work safely online?  I understand 
risk assessments are being conducted at the moment, and hope appropriate provision of laptops and 
printers for staff will be made available. 

     

(g) Comments on the use of My Beckett (Virtual Learning Environment) within the course (if applicable). 

My observation last year was the Programme team was underconfident in using the VLE. The global 
pandemic, however has meant a rapid adjustment to working practices and it seems the Programme team 
is embracing these. I have not had access to VLE teaching areas or online student work, so my comments 
are really prompts to aid consideration for how to go into the next academic year: What areas do staff and 
current or new students need more help with to navigate confidently online? Has the library stock been 
updated to include latest e-books, articles, resources including content addressing digital art therapy, and 
online psychotherapy? 

     

(h) Module content, consistency of modules and module assessment across the course and the achievement 
of learning outcomes. (You may be asked by your School to provide detailed comments on the modules that 
you examine.) 

From what I have read this is all good. 

     

(i) Areas of student/staff engagement in teaching and learning, scholarship, research or professional 
practice. 

These comments are based solely on the documents I read this year, since I have not had an opportunity 
to meet students or staff for discussion about their experiences. The areas of student/staff engagement 
appear good, with regular tutorial times for students available, and  regular staff team meetings. 
It seems there is some evidence in the timetable of staff members’ practice, research specialisms and 
public outcomes. I wonder how these could be brought forward more? How do staff flag up or engage 
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students with their own publications, research and public outcomes? What investment/provision is made 
for staff “scholarly activities”? 
Regarding staff/student engagement in teaching and learning: How do students demonstrate their 
relationship to the relevant academic literature? I noted some minor variation amongst markers regarding 
citation of the literature, and presentation of quotes. Do staff regularly use or reference LBU’s ‘Quote-
Unquote’ and the modules’ reading lists?  
Have staff had specific training in how to support students with statements of adjustments? 

     

(j) The University welcomes external examiners’ comments on its academic regulatory framework. Such 
comments may not have a direct bearing on standards set and achieved or the conduct of processes and so 
it may not be appropriate to include them elsewhere in this report or its summary. Please record any 
concerns or comments you may have here. 

It would be good to see how the Programme is meeting HCPC SET 3.7(service users and carers 
involvement). I noted a service user lecture and all-day workshop, which is excellent. Where else are 
service users involved? Are they interviewing potential students and staff, for example? Are students 
asked to investigate their placement organisations to see how service user involvement is being 
implemented there? 
 
I note an all-female staff team. I suggest active approaches are needed to build a more diverse and 
inclusive teaching and learning environment reflective of the populations that art therapy graduates work 
in.  
 
Queries voiced throughout this report are offered for staff members’ discussion as they continue 
developing under a new leadership and in a new online environment.  
 
Areas for response from the Course Leader and LBU are: 
1/Digital practices in art psychotherapy -how does the library stock, reading lists, curriculum and 
assessment formats support tutors and students’ knowledge and skills in this area?  
2/Service User Involvement- What is current practice, and are steps required to embed this HCPC SET 
more widely into the Programme? 
3/Diversity and Inclusivity- What is current practice, and what steps are being undertaken to interrogate 
and develop the Programme with reference to this? 
4/Student/staff engagement in teaching and learning- Is the VLE currently a space where students upload 
and share their studio practice and response artwork? How will the artistic practice aspect of the training 
be accommodated in the COVID19 restrictions? 

     

(k) Collaborative Provision: please include here any comments you wish to make on elements of 
collaborative provision for which you have responsibility (in addition to those you may have indicated 
previously in this report). 
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