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HC106F HONORARIUM
. The form should he completed, correct and all refevant fields filled out, and signed by you,
. The payment of honorarium claims coincides with the payroll cycle and is subjected to deadlings.
. There is a possibility of tax deductions that may reduce the claim amount displayed on the form, aligned with SARA leglslation.
. There is a possibility of fees charged for requesting a payment in a foreign currency.
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POTCHEFSTROOM BUSINESS SCHOOL:

EXTERNAL MODERATOR’'S REPORT

A I :
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Dr. S Gl MF;S>

A. SYLLABUS

1. Is the syllabus adequately and appropria’gely\covered by the learning content?

YES_::-‘? ‘NO.
R
If ‘No’, why not?
2. Does the syllabus {(by means of outcomes) address the required management skills?
‘ ES
YES}No
[f ‘No’, why not?
3. Is the reguired learmning content adequa?.l;gpg\ddressed by the prescribed book w.r.t.;
s Conceptual approach? _ w NO
»  Examples? \\Y__Eﬁ’ | NO_
s Exercises? ' iYE? ' NO .

If ‘No’, why not?




B. EXAMINATION PAPER

1. Were the module outcomes adequately evaluated by the:

s topics covered in the paper (specific outcomes)?

s type of questions set (crifical outcomes)?

If ‘No’, why not?

2. Did the paper, as a whole, cover the syllabﬁ adequately?
If ‘No’, why not?
3. Were marks allocated on a fair basis as to the importance of the specific topic and time allowed?

/*"ﬂ
\YES > NO

If ‘No’, why not?

4. Was the standard of the questions:
* In accordance with expected outcomes? i NO._'-_
«  Well formulated with measurable action words? g N_O.

+ Of acceptable international standard?

If ‘No’, why not?




5. Did the assignments (standard and frequency) comply with the outcomes and contribute (add value)

to the overall achievement of the outcomes?
f“ﬁ\

f

es [

If ‘No’, any recommendation?

C. MARKING

1. Were marks awarded:
s consistently?
s gccording to the marks memorandum?

+ for acceptable alternative answers in open-ended questions?

If ‘No’, why not?

NO

o

2. Was the marking of an acceptable standard?

If ‘No’, any recommendation?

GENERAL

Any remarks not coyered by the above?
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