REPORT
on the final examination of the RFSHMU group of students studying 
meteorology in English
The session was held on 28 and 29 May 2009. Eight students (the list of students is attached) passed the examination in meteorology and successfully defended their graduation work. The examination questions prepared by the staff of the meteorological faculty covered the basic aspects of meteorology.
The graduation works were devoted to various meteorological subjects such as model studies of gaseous pollutants, statistical analyses of runoff and lake levels, investigation of private observations before 1834, modelling of water droplet freezing, investigations of monthly precipitation changes, and monitoring of water vapour using satellite navigation systems.
The results of the session are presented in the following table.
	Examination
	Defense of the graduation work

	Number of the students with the mark of 5
	6
	Number of the students with the mark of 5
	8

	Number of the students with the mark of 4
	2
	Number of the students with the mark of 4
	0

	Number of the students with the mark of 3
	0
	Number of the students with the mark of 3
	0

	Average mark
	4.75
	Average mark
	5.0


All the students who participated in the final examination were awarded a "Bachelor Degree in Meteorology".
Along with this account I would like to make the following comments
1. Overall the performance of this group of students was particularly impressive both in the examination and in the defense of their graduation work. Indeed the assessments exceeded those of students in previous years.
2. The questions used in the examination would benefit from being reviewed to ensure that questions give the students an opportunity to demonstrate their range/depth of knowledge whilst at the same time ensuring that the questions are not too broad. For example, one question dealt with the formation of fog, cloud and precipitation which is probably too broad a subject – just dealing with the formation of one of those weather elements would have been sufficient.

3. Despite efforts to improve knowledge of synoptic meteorology there still appears to be a lack of confidence in linking an understanding of physical processes to features on a synoptic chart. Greater familiarity with weather charts and their interpretation could be enhanced if there was increased emphasis on the students having to give regular briefings about the current weather using a range of synoptic charts.  
4. The presentations were of a very high quality. The graduation work was clearly explained and well structured (e.g. the aims, method and conclusions were clearly described and often follow-up work was identified). Also the PowerPoint presentations were very effective. 
5. Though the graduation work was of an exceptionally high standard, it could be further enhanced if in all cases an explanation had been sought for the results that had been obtained (e.g. by explaining the likely cause of some statistical results). In future it may be worth putting even more emphasis on the need of students to ask themselves key questions such as "what do these results mean?" or "why have I got these results?". Could some guidance about these issues be given to the students?
6. The quality of spoken English was particularly good. The students demonstrated sound knowledge of technical terms as well as being able to use more colloquial English. In addition the students appeared confident when giving their presentations.
7. Overall the students are to be congratulated on the quality of their English and the extent of their meteorological knowledge. The students and staff at RSHU have every reason to be proud of what has been achieved this year. In particular Gennady Tarakanov would have been proud of all his students.
R. W. Riddaway
Chairman of the Examination Commission
