REPORT OF THE EXAMINATIONS BOARD (1994)

The 77 entries for the 1994 examination represented a
significant reduction on the average for the past ten years
(108). Several entrants had subsequently found themselves
unable to sit the examinations and had informed the
Society of this in advance. However, there remained a
number, mainly based overseas, who simply failed to turn
up for the examination without giving a reason, thus
forfeiting their opportunity of having their absence
discounted.

The examination was heid at four centres in the UK
(Bradford, Leicester, Manchester and Nottingham) and in
Hong Kong. Table 1 shows a breakdown of the 1994
examination results, together with those for the previous
nine years.

Only 20% of candidates passed all the papers for which
they had entered, the average overall pass rate for the last
ten years being 25%. These were almost exclusively
candidates who were completing the written examination
for the Associateship, half of whom achieved that status

Table 1

Number {and percentage) of
examinees passing in all
papers for which they entered

Number
Taking Taking Taking  completing
Totat Number  whole papersto partof written
Year entries examined exam complete  exam exam
1994 77 65 0( 0%) 12(48%) 1( 3%) 12
1993 81 66 1(50%) 8(27%) 7{23%) 9
1992 108 84 1( 4%) 19(58%) 6(25%) 20
1991 135 127 2(5%) 10(22%) 3(7%) 12
1990 130 117 2( 6%) 15(31%) O0O( 0%) 17
1989 120 109 4(10%) 16(44%) 41{13%) 20

Figures in parentheses refer to the percentage of examinees in sach group
passing all the papers for which they entered
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without having failed any paper. The number of candidates
attempting all six papers continues to decrease, presumably
both because of the cyclical way in which courses are being
structured and the recent increase in the maximum period
allowed for completing,

The recent introduction of a full-time degree course at
Hong Kong Polytechnic has also contributed to the
reduction in the number of students from that centre who
would normally have attempted six papers. The results
amongst those candidates taking part of the examination
were disappointing, particularly as these accounted for over
half of all examinees, many of whom were sitting for the
first time. However, it should be noted that in spite of only
one candidate having succeeded in all entered papers, the
pass rate for the total number of individual papers
attempted in this section was 50%.

Comparing the performances in the individual papers:
there was a substantial improvement in the pass rate for
Paper B in which 74% of candidates were successful, almost
double that of the previous year. An improvement also
resulted in Paper A where 86% of candidates were
successful. The performances in Papers E and C remain
relatively unchanged, with the latter still presenting
problems for the majority of candidates. A particular cause
for concern is the declining trend in the pass rates for Papers
Fand Gin recent years.

The board offers its congratulations to all twelve
candidates who passed the written examination and wishes
them every success in their chosen careers. Particular
congratulations are extended to Andrew Lawrence Bowler,
who was awarded the President’s Diploma of Honour for
achieving the highest aggregate mark.

Students intending to sit the examination in 1995,
whether as first-time candidates or in order to take or retake
remaining papers, are strongly advised to study the points
made by the examiners (a copy of the examiners’ detailed
comments is sent to all currently and newly registered
candidates). Furthermore, it is suggested that prospective
candidates think through these points in conjunction with
the appropriate examination questions, which are also
published in this issue of the Journal. The 1994 results are
summarised in Table 2, and the papers printed in full on
pages 50-52.

Paper A

A good overall level of answer was received and in general
the candidates were adequately prepare. In terms of
examination technique it should be noted that diagrams
and sketches should be of a reasonable size and clearly
annotated. The increasing importance of the practical
aspects of instrument-based methods of testing and colour
control was reflected in several of the questions in this
paper and it was pleasing that these were well answered.

Paper B

Section A
Those questions asking essentially for descriptive material,
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Table 2
Successful
No. of Average Lowest Highest

Paper candidates No. % mark (%) mark (%} mark (%)
A 35 30 86 53 10 79

B 34 25 7 45 12 72

c 35 12 34 32 9 53

D 17 10 59 41 1 65

E 10 6 60 43 30 53

F 19 5 26 29 9 52

G 6 2 33 35 14 50

with scope for the candidate to display knowledge of
application technology, tended to prove the more popular.
To achieve high marks in Section A, however, emphasis
should be given to explaining application properties in
terms of dye structural features. Candidates whose daily
work involves dye research should extend their knowledge
of dyeing technology, whereas those based in a dyehouse
or printworks should read as much as they can about the
significance of structural differences between dye types.
Finally, everyone should read the questions carefully. If, for
instance, fibres A, B and C are all synthetics, it goes without
saying that it is necessary to put cotton and wool back in the
memory bank!

Section B

The performance in questions 6 to 9 was poor, mainly
because candidates” knowledge and understanding was
only superficial. However, performance in questions 10 and
11 was rather better than in previous years with this type of
question, but the majority of candidates need to put in a lot
more effort to achieve even moderately reasonable marks.
The basics of science were still sadly lacking,.

Paper C

Although 30% of the candidates taking this paper achieved
a pass mark, most of them did so on the basis of one or two
good answers only. Consequently the overall standard was
very low. Too often a lack of knowledge of the subject of the
question was dealt with by attempts at camouflage by
much processing detail that was not asked for Again the
standard of English and handwriting was low, making
many of the answers very difficult to read and hence to
assess. It is noteworthy that not a single pass mark appears
against questions 6, 7 and 10 thus suggesting serious
deficiencies in the ‘book work’ preparation for this paper.

PaperD

The overall result for the paper was disappointingly poor,
with no candidate attaining an especially high per-
formance. Only three candidates provided reasonably good
answers in all three sections; a further four candidates made
good attempts at two of the three sections. Comparative



results for all three sections for this and the previous five
years are given in Table 3. Comments on the general
performance in each section are as follows.

Section A

Several candidates produced reasoned, well researched
and technically accurate accounts, which dearly vindicates
their knowledge and understanding of their chosen topic
area. The main shortcomings, which caused candidates to
lose marks (and, in two cases, to fail), were that their
answers were too superficial and were technically
inaccurate. Also there was frequently no attempt at
presenting statements of fact from a critical perspective.

Section B

The most popular questions were numbers 3 and 7; no
candidate attempted questions 2 or 4. A few candidates
demonstrated their understanding, despite not being able
to recall all the information presented, and thus gained
good marks. On the other hand, too many candidates were
obviously unfamiliar with the literature and resorted to
guessing what the author might have written by including
items not covered in the originally published papers.

Section C

There was only one really competent answer of the dyeing
questions, with a few moderately good ones covering the
range of topics. About half the papers could be described as
well below professional standard.

The quality of the answers to the printing questions was
generally poor and untidy. Some form of tutoring in
printing is necessary to prevent ‘textbook’ responses and
confused accounts. The overall impression was not one of
confidence in the quality of student for a degree-level
examination. Three-quarters of candidates achieved marks
of 56% and below.

PaperE

It is disappointing to record such a small number of
candidates sitting Paper E in 1994, around 75% below the
1993 level. However, there was a marginal improvement in
the overall average mark, from 41% in 1993 to 43%. Similar
comments to last year apply, with too many of essays being
submitted that displayed poor preparation and quality.

Table 3
Marks (%)
Marks  Passes
Year allocated (%) Highest Lowest Average
Section A
1994 25 88 84 32 58
1993 25 92 88 28 59
1992 25 84 88 20 53
1991 25 91 100 20 58
1990 25 88 80 28 55
1989 25 92 80 32 56
Section B
1994 25 33 80 0 34
1993 25 68 84 0 49
1992 25 40 96 4 35
1991 25 45 60 8 37
1990 25 76 88 12 48
1989 25 82 84 0 50
Section C
1994 50 53 64 8 37
1993 50 64 80 28 47
1992 50 53 82 8 44
1991 50 12 58 0 27
1990 50 3 €66 10 35
1989 50 53 74 10 39
Paper F

The progressive improvement in candidates’ preparedness
for this examination observed in recent years seems to have
been reversed. Only study of the appropriate textbook and
some small skill in producing respectable drawings will lead
to success. Without such, entry into this examination is a
waste of time and money.

Paper G

As in previous years, candidates do not seem to be
adequately prepared for questions that require conceptual
understanding plus illustration. If candidates have real
practical knowledge of test methods, they fail to
demonstrate that experience.
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