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Overall this year seems to have been less frantic than the previous one, but nevertheless HoDoMS has still been involved with many important matters. Much committee liaison work is done by email, but we also met in April immediately after the annual conference, in October, and in January. Committee members generously give up time to attend many meetings and events on behalf of HoDoMS and also engage by correspondence on a large number of matters of concern. Amongst others, HoDoMS either attended meetings, or responded to consultations, regarding GCSE, GCE (A levels), Further Mathematics, Diploma in Science, a QAA debate on UK doctorate, and the QAA Benchmark (MMath annex to the MSOR benchmark statement).
It is pleasing to note that the number of undergraduates studying mathematical subjects is showing signs of increasing, with many departments reporting large increases in intake. The reasons for this are probably quite subtle and complex. However, mathematics is still classed as ‘vulnerable’ – in HEFCE-speak it is ‘strategically important and vulnerable’ – and we should not be complacent, especially with the demographic downturn in the number of 18-year olds. Threats of closure/merger/rationalisation of departments are still around with the recent RAE-driven funding announcement (see below) an important factor here.
At the time of writing, the successor of the MoreMathGrads (MMG) project is being developed. HEFCE will be putting £20M into a combined STEM project, with Birmingham selected as host institution. Given that the HEA MSOR network work is based in Birmingham and that the MMG project is also based there this would seem to be good for the mathematics community. We shall learn more about this from John Blake at the conference.

At the previous conference Heads indicated that they wished us to press forward with a Code of Practice aimed at promoting Women in Mathematics. This has evolved into a ‘Good Practice Award for Mathematical Sciences’. A steering committee made up of people from the LMS WiM Committee and HoDoMS has been working to get this scheme off the ground. We owe our thanks to Cathy Hobbs for leading this. 

Of interest to Heads will be the LMS-IMA proposal to create a New Unified Mathematical Society. All votes have now been cast and we eagerly await the results. HoDoMS enjoys excellent relations, and does much work, with these two societies through their officers and staff. Come what may, I am confident that this unified approach will continue.
The results of the RAE confirmed that mathematics, statistics and OR is in very good shape, with the smoother results profile easing some of the difficulties caused by single-digit ratings. However, the proof of the pudding is in the funding consequences. Heads will no doubt have followed the ensuing debate in the national press, further fuelled by the decision to protect STEM funding. It is difficult to be precise about funding matters but I have extracted the following from The Guardian:
	
	Funded researchers 2009-10
	Percentage difference in researchers since 2001
	Research funding 2009-10(£m)
	Percentage difference in funding since 2008-9

	Applied Mathematics
	697
	39.0%
	23.4
	13.8%

	Pure Mathematics
	502
	42.0%
	14.2
	21.4%

	Stats and OR
	309
	20.0%
	10.6
	0.4%

	Total England  
	36813
	29.0%
	1085.8
	14.3%


http://www.guardian.co.uk/education/table/2009/mar/05/university-funding-research-subjects
We see that the number of researchers has increased a fair bit, but the amount to be divided up has increased somewhat less and in the case of Stats and OR virtually not at all. That being said, the funding per head in Stats and OR is comparable to (actually greater than) the two others: Applied Maths: £33,572, Pure Maths: £28,287, Stats and OR: £34,304. The average across all subjects is £29,495 per researcher. The increase in researchers is since 2001, whilst the increase in funding is since 2008-9 so there isn't a strict comparison here, but I assume the funding up until now is based on numbers submitted to RAE 2001. (Note that this data refers to England only.)
Departments/units will, of course, get a funding based on their profile rather than a simple head count, and there are already signs of universities seeking to cease provision in ‘poorly performing’ areas. We must be watchful of this and, where possible, seek to provide evidence to counter any such threats.

A year ago I wrote that it seemed to have been decided that in the replacement of the RAE (the REF), mathematics would not be assessed in terms of metrics, but rather, along with non-science subjects, by a peer-review similar to the RAE. This now appears not to be the case, though it is difficult to perceive the official position. We will no doubt want to comment on whatever proposals emerge.
Despite the best efforts of a number of HoDoMS officers and by the CMS staff, there is disappointment concerning the responses to the HoDoMS-CMS Survey. The second survey was carried out, but we have been unable to produce a reliable year-on-year comparison. In addition, the absence of some ‘big players’ distorts attempts at making overarching conclusions. Current thinking revolves around following trends in a selection of departments from whom we can be reasonably confident of getting consistent responses.
It is a pity that this survey has not been able to provide a comprehensive picture of mathematical sciences in the UK as there is a demand both from inside and outside our community for this. In addition, there have been suggestions that HoDoMS might take on other central roles as well, for instance in maintaining a list of potential external examiners. These are all good suggestions, but unrealistic given that we are not a professional organisation. (Perhaps, should it come to fruition, we could work with the new mathematical society to enhance the role of HoDoMS?)
Again, let me put on record my thanks to the other committee members, in particular to Tony Mann, who as Secretary does a great deal of work behind the scenes. A special mention must also go to Neil Challis for continuing to perform some of the tasks of Treasurer despite formally relinquishing that post. The saga of the transfer of account signatories is not one that shows the UK banking system in a good light! 

It has been a privilege to serve as Chair of HoDoMS and I look forward to continuing on the committee as past-chair. I am sure the new chair and committee will have an interesting time ahead and wish them all the best.
Andrew Osbaldestin, 30 March 2009

