
MSc Student Staff Computer Science

MSc Student Staff Committee
Wednesday 23rd November 2016

CM F.17, 10.15

Attending: AntoniosArvanitis, MSc Business Information Management
Hrafn Malmquist, MSc Data Science rep
Kirsty Duncan, MSc IT (Software Systems) rep
Gita Permonaite, MSc Network Security rep
Aleruchi Chikere, MSc Software Engineering rep

Hamish Taylor, PG director and chair

Apologies: IsidorosIoannou, MSc IT (Business) rep
Verena Rieser, MSc Director of AI, AI+SMI
Andrew Ireland, Head of Computer Science

The chair explained that the purpose of the meeting is to collect and summarise the concerns of
Edinburgh based Computer Science MSc students. The minutes are made available to MSc
students and academic staff in the department of Computer Science. They are reviewed by the
Computer Science Postgraduate Board of Studies and made available to a variety of quality
review and auditing processes within the university.

The meeting proceeded by the chair inviting the MSc reps and students present to express their
views on a range of issues of being and becoming an MSc student in the department.

1. Admissions Issues

The students present didn’t express any criticisms of the admissions process. They had made
applications, submitted documents, and progressed by stages to having an unconditional offer
that they accepted and there were no long delays or hitches in the process.

AC remarked that the timeliness of the university’s response to MSc applications was really
important. It affected her choice of which offer of a place she accepted.

HM and AC said that as overseas students, it wasn’t unexpected that they were asked to pay a
fee deposit. Other universities they applied to asked for them as well. They waited until they
had finally chosen an MSc programme before paying the deposit.

There were no criticisms of the accommodation service. HM reported that he found the
accommodation checklist useful in finding a place for himself and his family. AC didn’t get the
room she wanted but she still got a room that she found acceptable.

GP applied for a PSAS loan for £3400 for the fees and £4500 for maintenance from SAAS and
reported no difficulty with doing this successfully.

2. Induction

AA would have preferred to get information in advance of the pre-enrolment meeting about
option choices (maybe by e-mail). Otherwise, students reported that they got suitable advice at
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the meeting on options choices. AC liked the ability to switch course options in the first 3
weeks. KD reported that she initially got out-of-date information about the programme
structure of the MSc IT (Software Systems) on the website (Online PG Prospectus) but the MSc
programme booklet issued at pre-enrolment was correct and enabled her to make suitable
option choices.

HM objected to being asked to forfeit his intellectual property rights during the online
registration process. He and all the other students present felt under pressure to acquiesce in
consigning away their IP rights because the consequences of not doing so were unclear. There
was no assurance that refusing to do so wouldn’t prevent them registering. They were worried
that if they refused, that it might be held against them or somehow imperil them becoming a
HWU student. Once they had done so, and gone onto another screen, they found they couldn’t
undo the commitment even though they hadn’t finished the registration process. They felt this
was unfair practice and wasn’t the sort of behaviour that they expected of the university.

All 5 students appreciated the MSc Induction session and the Linux session afterwards and
found them both useful. After the Careers Service talk, HM, AC and PM had all visited the
Careers Service and found it helpful as well.

3. Access to Facilities

AC reported herself unable to access her MACS home directory from the library where she
sometimes works in the evening. AC was unaware that she could access the Earl Mountbatten
after 7pm when the doors were locked. HT explained that MSc students could stay in EM until
10pm at night during weekdays so long as they signed the out-of-hours book.Access to the
building when the doors were locked was possible via the north entrance by waving their
student cards over the door lock sensor. They could also gain access to the building between
7am and 8pm at weekends.

AC and HM were unaware of opportunities for remote access to the MACS computing
facilities. They asked for better publicity about options for doing so. HT noted that details on
doing this were available on the MACS website but were not easy to find. The place to do so
was via the last FAQ here:

http://www.macs.hw.ac.uk/students/faqs/

4. Social Opportunities

The students were asked if they had enough opportunities to get to know each other.
Coursework groups often provided a good way for this to happen. The students were asked if
there was a need to create more social opportunities for them, but this wasn’t reported to be a
substantial issue.

5. Exam Timetables and Coursework Deadlines

KD noted that the exams this semester happened quite soon after the end of the semester. She
observed that this didn’t giv e students much time to prepare for them. KD felt it would be nicer
to have exams closer to the end of the exam period.
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AC said that her exams were all back to back. She would have preferred having gaps between
them. She also wondered whether coursework deadlines should leave a gap of 4 weeks or so
before the first exam.

HT explained that it wasn’t possible to frontload the coursework because courses had first to
teach relevant issues before students could start doing the coursework. The students also had to
be given reasonable time to do the coursework.

KD observed that the exam timetable came out quite late in weeks 7 or 8. This was awkward
for booking travel which got more expensive the closer you got to the time of travelling.

6. Teaching

6.1 F21IF Information Systems Methodologies

OC reported that ISM had 4 separate courseworks plus 1 formative submission. Shesaid this
was too much. AA agreed. F21IF had too much coursework and the deadlines were too close
together. The same students were in the same coursework groups throughout which raised the
issue of being stuck with weak or difficult to work with students throughout. However, OC
reported that Jenny Coady had made special arrangements for her to work on her own because
of issues with another student in her original group and she was satisfied with the outcome.

6.2 F21DV Data Visualisation and Analytics

HM reported issues with this course. While overall he was happy with his own learning
experience on this course and found Mike Chantler to be a good teacher, he felt the pre-
requisites in the course descriptor "numeracy and good programming skills" understated what
knowledge was expected as well as its level of programming challenge. Significant prior
knowledge was expected of CSS, DOM and JavaScript. They were not taught within the course
so that students who met the pre-requisites but lacked knowledge of them, could acquire a
relevant level of them from scratch. The 1st lecture plunged right into explaining the D3
JavaScript library that the course would use.

HM said that the course had almost nothing on analytics. It was all about visualisation. The
coursework proved to be the most challenging he had ever done in terms of its scope and its
time constraints. It was 3 times the workload of the biggest coursework he’d done on
undergraduates modules he’d taken. It was a steep learning curve and he felt overloaded. He
had to consume a lot of Red Bull to get through it. He was handed a lot of prepared D3 but
integrating it and debugging the combined program to get it working was rather challenging.
The data he was expected to analyse was also provided rather late. He succeeded in the end but
he wasn’t surprised that other students were struggling.

6.3 F21BC Biologicially Inspired Computation

HM reported to the meeting on behalf of 2 other Data Science MSc students who were taking
F21BC and had asked him to pass on their comments. He couldn’t comment on F21BC directly
as he wasn’t taking it himself. They had told him that the teachers on the course were
unorganised, the coursework instructions were incomplete and the coursework wasn’t well
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thought out. The 2 students felt quite distressed about their experience. They felt that the
teachers didn’t hav ea very good handle on their material.

6.4 F21SC Industrial Programming

KD reported that this course was tough. However, Hans Wolfgang-Loidl had put on extra
lectures and labs, when students found the material challenging and asked for more help. He’d
also arranged a code academy on Mondays and Wednesdays with a PhD student answering
questions for an hour. She thought the first half on C# was more challenging than the second
half on Python.Overall she thought that the course was more challenging than the others but
she felt that was OK. Some courses are like that. She liked the course.

6.5 F21MC Mobile Communications and Programming

GP reported that the coursework submission deadline was during the exam period in semester
1. This interfered with revision for the exams.

6.6 C11CS Competitive Strategy

AA reported that it was delivered in 2.5 hour blocks with short breaks in between. However,
some of the time guest lecturers spoke. The guest lectures and breaks created a sufficient
variety overall to make the block teaching acceptable.

6.7 C11OH Work, Culture and Organisations

This course was also delivered in 3 hour blocks. However, some of the time was spent in
coursework groups mixed in with the lectures so there was sufficient variety to make the block
teaching acceptable.

7. MSc Project Choice

AC reported that she couldn’t tell whether an academic was from Dubai or not when
considering projects on the MSc Project system. She had contacted one academic by e-mail to
discuss doing a project with him only to be politely rebuffed when he pointed that he was only
really touting for Dubai students to take on the project he had proposed.

AA felt that the MSc project system didn’t propose enough business related topics to give him a
good choice on the MSc Business Information Management. Nearly all seemed to involve
some software development. He would be proposing his own topic.

The meeting was adjournedsine die.

Hamish Taylor
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