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List of consultation questions 
Question 1: 
Do you agree with our proposed principles to underpin the future approach to 
quality assessment in established providers? 
This response relates to Mathematics.  There are no subject specific concerns here 

http://www.hefce.ac.uk/media/HEFCE,2014/Content/Pubs/2015/201511/2015_11_.pdf


Do you agree that the funding bodies’ verification of an institution’s review 
methodology provides a reasonable mechanism through which to operate risk-
based scrutiny of a provider’s arrangements to secure a good and improving 
student academic experience and student outcomes? 
This response relates to Mathematics. We believe that external examiners’ reports 
should be used in any institutional review.  
 
Question 8: 
Do you agree that student outcomes data should provide the basis for continuous 
improvement activities within an individual provider? 
This response relates to Mathematics.  No. While we of course believe that such 
data has a role, caution is required in using metrics.  For instance using the 
proportion of ‘good honours degrees’ might imply that institutions should be 
continuously raising the proportion of such degrees, which would not be sensible 
behaviour to encourage.  It is essential that the academic judgment of both 
external advisers in Mathematics, and academic staff in Mathematics departments 
within the institution



numerical data.  Quinquennial review in more depth may be better than an annual 
exercise.  
 
Question 12: 
For England, do you agree that, for English institutions, HEFCE should develop 
and use the existing external accountability mechanisms, particularly the HAR, in 
the ways described? 
No comment 
 
Question 13: 
For Northern Ireland, do you agree that DEL should develop and use the existing 
accountability mechanisms in the ways described? 
No comment 
 
Question 14: 
Do you agree that there should be a ‘probationary period’ for new entrants to the 
publicly funded sector in England? 
This response relates to Mathematics. Yes. 
 
Question 15: 
Do you agree that international activities should be included in the remit of 
future quality assessment arrangements as described? 
This response relates to Mathematics. Yes. 
 
Question 16: 
Do you agree that a future quality assessment system must provide reliable 
assurances to students and other stakeholders about the maintenance of 
academic output standards and their reasonable comparability across the UK 
higher education system? 
This response relates to Mathematics.  Broadly, yes, but the issue of comparability 
is a difficult one.  There should be information available to make it clear that the 
nature of a degree course in mathematics will vary from institution to institution, a 
one-size-fits-all model would not be appropriate.  This is part of the issue of 
differentiation within HE institutions; in the UK the term ‘university’ is used rather 
broadly compared to other countries where titles can indicate (say) a high level of 
technical rather than academic education. 
 
Question 17: 
Do you agree that the external examining system should be strengthe
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This response relates to Mathematics



local Mathematics department staff should be sufficient.  Generic training would be 
a wasteful extra cost, likely to discourage potential external examiners.  Any 
information needed on generic national procedures should be given in 
documentary form. 
 
Q



involved in this process, and that algorithms compatible with the MSOR benchmark 
are constructed. 
 
Question 23: 
Do you agree with our proposals to develop and implement a strengthened 
mechanism to investigate rapidly when there is an indication of serious 
problems within an individual provider which has not been addressed in a 
satisfactory and timely manner? 
No comment 
 
Question 24: 
Should the mechanism to investigate problems in an individual provider require, 
in addition to the investigation of the specific issue of concern, the re-testing of 
the arrangements in the provider under review against the baseline 
requirements set out for the gateway for entry to the higher education system? 
No comment 
 
Question 25: 
Do you agree with the proposal that providers seeking entry to the publicly 
funded sector in England and Northern Ireland should be tested, through an 
external peer review scrutiny process, against a set of baseline requirements for 
quality? 
This response relates to Mathematics.  Yes, we believe this should be required.  
 
Question 26: 
Are there any particular areas of our proposals that you feel we should 
concentrate on as we undertake a more detailed design phase? 
No comment 
 
Question 27: 
Are there proposals not referred to above that you feel we should have in 
consideration? If so, what are they and what is the rationale for their inclusion? 
This response relates to Mathematics.  The elephant in the room here is the 
proposed Teaching Excellency Framework (TEF).   
 
We presume that there will be a separate consultation on the TEF proposals, and 
expect that this will take into account discipline-specific issues. 
 
Question 28: 
Are there any particular areas pertinent to the devolved nature of higher 
education in Wales and Northern Ireland that you feel we should have 
considered further? If so, what are they and what is the rationale for their 
inclusion? 
No comment 


