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1. INTRODUCTION 
This report outlines in summary form, the proceedings of the External Validation Panel, 
Department of Applied Science and Department of Professional & Flexible Learning 
external validation visit for the proposed Postgraduate Diploma in Advanced Medical 
Technologies and the findings and conclusions of the External Validation Panel 
conducted on 27th May, 2021. The external validation visit was undertaken in accordance 
with Section 3 of the LIT document ‘Academic Council Regulations and Procedures for 
Taught Programmes (ACRP): Academic Year 2020/2021’. (The ACRP document is 
available on the LIT website.) An external validation panel makes an independent 
impartial judgement on a programme. 
 
 
2.  GENERAL INFORMATION 
2.1 Higher Education Provider 
 

Institute:   Limerick Institute of Technology 
Faculty:    Faculty of Applied Sciences and Technology 
Departments:  Department of Applied Science/Department of  
    Flexible Learning 
Date of Visit:  27th May, 2021 

 
 
 
2.1. Programmes Evaluated 

      2.1.1     Programme Title:  Postgraduate Diploma in Advanced 
Medical Technologies 

                   Award Title:    Postgraduate Diploma 
                   NFQ Level: Level 9 
                   ECTS Credits:   60 
                   Format:    Major Award 
                   Delivery Mode:    ACCS/Part-time 
                   Duration:   One Year 
                   Proposed starting date: 
                   Contact: 

September 2021 
  Dr Daniel Walsh/Dr Philip Hennessy 
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2.2. External Validation Panel of Expert Assessors 
 Name:     Affiliation: 
  Mr. Damien Courtney  Fellow Emeritus CIT (Chairperson)  

Mr. Frank Kirrane   Galway University Hospital.  
Dr Suzanne O Rourke  Triskele Consulting Limited  
Dr Christoph Kleefeld  NUIG and University Hospital Galway  
Ms. Rita Woodings   School of Science, GMIT  
Ms. Philomena Igiba  Student Representative 

   
 
 
2.3. Institute Staff 

President       Prof. Vincent Cunnane  
Academic Affairs & Registrar    Ms. Marian Duggan 
Dean of Faculty of Applied Science  
& Technology      Dr. Maura Clancy 
Head of Department of Applied Science   Dr. Daniel Walsh 
Head of Department of Professional  
& Flexible Learning       Dr. Philip Hennessy 
 

 
Programme Development Team 

Ms. Mairead Dennehy 
Dr. Rachel Gorman 
Ms. Aisling Lynch 
Dr.  Sandra White 
Ms. Therese Raftery 
Mr. Denis O’Meara 
Mr. Patrick Leydon 
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3.0 FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF EXTERNAL VALIDATION PANEL 
 
3.1. Main Findings 
The External Validation Panel of Assessors recommends approval of the proposed 
Postgraduate Diploma in Advanced Medical Technologies subject to the 
recommendations as specified in Sections 3.3. 
 
3.2. Condition 
No conditions apply.  
 
3.3. Recommendations 
3.3.1. Provide greater clarity to the integration of the knowledge, skill and competencies 

of graduates in the context of both the Clinical Hospital and Medical Technology 
sectors in the programme document. Include this context in the employability 
statement related into the programme.  

3.3.2. The panel recommends that the programme intake should be targeted to 
individuals working in the Clinical/Hospital and Medical Technology sectors and 
not general Engineering/Science backgrounds.  

3.3.3. While the panel appreciates the very impressive programme content, it 
recommends conducting a review from the perspective of the total volume of 
learning in terms its breath and depth. Conduct an exercise to assess the 
proposed weekly workload/course outline. The modules Medical Instrumentation 
and Clinical Technology and Advanced Imaging provide examples of where the 
overall volume of learning may need to be reduced to be completed in the 
allocated learning time. The panel views this recommendation as particularly 
important and the overall volume of learning should be reduced.  

3.3.4. Provide greater emphasis and visibility to learning on risk and patient safety 
through the programme. Include in learning outcomes, indicative content and 
assessment, as appropriate, as an important theme across modules.  

3.3.5. Future proof the programme by giving greater emphasis to emerging 
technologies and trends. In this context, blend into existing modules a greater 
emphasis on: (1) Health Technology Assessment, (2) Technology Evaluation and 
Procurement, (3) Clinical Risk and Patient Safety, (4) Convergence of IT and 
Medical Devices and (5) Transitioning Medical Technologies to Home 
Environment. For example, utilise case studies as appropriate.  
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3.3.6. Give greater visibility to the learning related to Professionalism, Leadership and 
Ethics which is of fundamental importance to working in healthcare environments.  

3.3.7. The panel notes that all modules are assessed by 100% Continuous Assessment. 
The panel recommends categorising further components in the Approved 
Programme Schedule (APS) as Practical or Project (for example Anatomy and 
Physiology and Programming for Medical Technology have practical components 
and Advanced Imaging has Project Components and this could be reflected in 
the APS). Consider adding some elements of formal Final Exams to the overall 
assessment suite.  

3.3.8. The documents reference a number of modules that have failed elements. Clearly 
identify the components of a module that carry a Failed Element in a manner 
consistent with Academic Council Regulations.   

3.3.9. Incorporate learning content on Usability/Human Factors, for example to the 
module on Programming for Medical Technology.  

3.3.10. Incorporate learning content on Cybersecurity to the modules as appropriate.  

3.3.11. Review the title of the module Biomaterial and Sustainability in the context of the 
overall module and its learning outcomes. Consider Biomaterials, 
Biocompatibility and Sterilisation as an alternative.  

3.3.12. Review the learning outcomes across all modules and describe using verbs that 
are consistent with higher order learning at Level 9 of the NFQ and that they use 
measurable verbs that align to assessment. The module Medical Technology 
Maintenance and Service provides an example where verb usage requires 
revision.  

3.3.13. Consider the title of the module Medical Technology Maintenance and Service as 
the term maintenance is an umbrella term that includes service. Consider Medical 
Equipment Management or Healthcare Technology Management as an 
alternative.  

3.3.14. Review the assessment descriptors and the required reading list of the module 
Programming for Medical Technology.  

3.3.15. Incorporate GDP and the importance of documentation and record control in the 
module Medical Technology Process Management. Maintain the linkage between 
medical technology regulations and applicable standards.  

3.3.16. Check that the module titles are named consistently throughout the programme 
document and correct any anomalies accordingly.  
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3.3.17. Consider introducing elective options to the programme to allow further 
specialisation in the future.  

3.3.18. Utilise guest lectures to support student learning given the applied nature of the 
programme content.  

3.3.19. The panel notes that selected modules would be very suitable for the 
development of Special Purpose Awards for life-long learning and encourages 
the programme team to develop this aspect as appropriate.  

 
 

3.4. Commendations and Observations 
3.4.1. The panel commends the programme team for developing an excellent 

programme clearly aligned with the needs of the sector and fulfilling a skills gap 
in an important area.  

3.4.2. The panel commends the quality of the primary research undertaken and by its 
very clear presentation in support of the proposal.  

3.4.3. The panel commends the very high calibre of the programme team and the 
extensive clinical/hospital and medical technology industry experience and skill 
sets of its members.  

3.4.4. The panel commends the high quality of the programme documentation. 
3.4.5. The panel commends the partnership of the Departments of Applied Sciences 

and Flexible Learning and the inclusive approach of creating life long-learning 
opportunities in this thematic area.   

3.4.6. The panel commends the student-centred ethos and efforts described by staff for 
creating engaging and collaborative online learning experiences.  

3.4.7. The panel notes and commends the collegial nature evident within the 
programme team and with management.  

3.4.8. The panel commends the programme team for its extensive and ongoing 
engagement with the sector which enriches the learning for students.  

3.4.9. The panel appreciated the evident enthusiasm and passion of the programme 
team as evidenced by the excellent engagement and answers to questions 
throughout the event.  
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