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Dear Dr Pinch,
M Sc in Mathematics and the Foundations of Computer Science

| am writing on behalf of the MPLS Divisional Balal write to thank you
for your detailed report as an external examinetife M.Sc. in Mathematics and
the Foundations of Computer Science. This has bemmsidered by the
Supervisory Committee for the course, the two depamts involved, and the
Division of Mathematical, Physical and Life Sciesce

The Supervisory Committee for MFOCS has commented:

“The Committee would first like to thank the Examia for the care
with which this examination was conducted, andtfair thoughtful

observations. Particular points will be addressedbows, but the

Committee would like to express its especial gudgtto the external
examiners for their support for this course, bathterms of their
contribution to its success and also for the vergitpve comments
they have consistently made about its intellecstehding.

We are grateful to Dr. Pinch for bringing to ourteation
administrative matters that he felt were deficienit the earliest
opportunity so that action could be taken bothtifi@ remainder of last
year and in preparation for this. We are gratedal for his general
comments about the students’ academic standartteaourse.

In response to his specific comments:

1. The nature of miniprojects set necessarilyegaconsiderably from
topic to topic. Also, there is only a two week peribetween the date
by which students give notice of their wish to bearained on a
particular course and when a draft miniproject twalse submitted by
the lecturer. It would be unfair on students taéthem to bring their
selections forward, especially in the first termentthe whole process
is “new”, but this year lecturers have been giveni@e to think about
miniprojects well in advance of their submissione Welieve that
many (though we know sadly not all) complied. Bu¢ heed to be
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vigilant as to the quality of setting has been ptduo the attention of
the Chairman of Examiners.

[We understand that it is not universally the cas@ther programmes
that external examiners are even involved at tfsiiges so we should
express our thanks, too, for the effort that DnchRiput in to draw
attention to deficiencies in the setting.]

2. Rubrics have been tightened where possiblpatticular, the old
rubric that was better suited to an examinationepalpas been
replaced by one that encourages cohesion in thaidzte’s thinking,
rather than an attempt to answer a series of qunsstand this point
was stressed in the Introductory Talk given toghgre cohort.

3. We note Dr. Pinch’s remarks about mark scheBeswe do have
concern that too strict a mark scheme is incomfgatilith allocating a
USM when the sample to be scaled is very small.tl@nissue of
miniprojects having a “point”, this has always beha intention of
MFoCS, and lecturers were reminded of this (andlicktes via the
rubric; cf. previous paragraph). In particular, digilates are aware that
they should “assume and continue” when they ardlerna answer a
particular stage.”

Since you are continuing as an examiner, | hopeytha have been able to see
the points that you have raised fully addressed.

The role of external examiners is vital both towitgy the maintenance of high
standards and to enabling us to demonstrate apendent verification of the high
levels at which we aim to provide education anahing for our students. [Section
related to employer removed.

Yours sincerely,

Dr Nigel Berry
Assistant Registrar

c.c. Dr A. Curnock, Mrs C. O’Connor



