DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTING ~ MACQUARIE UNIVERSITY 
Minutes of the 300-Level Liaison Committee Meeting 

Wed 5 April 2006 at 1.00pm

Present: 
	Student Representatives 
	Units 

	Victor Hui
	COMP330

	Carl Svensson
	COMP343

	Matt Cabanag
	

	Eric Dalgliesh
	COMP342

	Ilan Perez
	COMP326

	Alan
	

	Staff Representatives 
	Units 

	Ros Ballantyne
	Chair

	Scott McCallum
	COMP330

	Manolya Kavakli
	COMP330

	Len Hamey
	COMP342

	Mike Johnson
	COMP342

	Josef Pieprzyk
	COMP343

	Mark Dras
	COMP348

	Louella Almeida
	Program Manager

	Melina Chan
	Minutes


Apologies: Lee Flax – COMP345/6

UNIT MATTERS

COMP330

· feedback from students on assignment 1- framework structure and the confusion of the word -“object” used in the assignment.

· a request to put up notes before the lecture since difficult to take notes during the lecture. Lecturers to consider putting up guidelines or partially completed ppt slides on the web before the lecture if possible.

· A request for having iLecture which could be very useful in revision. Josef said there were audio technical problems in E7A lecture rooms. The department would contact the audio-visual section to look into the problem.

· WebCT was down and students were worried about getting to assignment and other unit material. Discussions on whether unit materials could be made public or require a login.  Manolya said that some resources were unable to be made public due to copyright issues.

COMP340

· no student reps.

· Mike Johnson commented that there was a problem with Alcatel. Those students doing projects with the company might be disadvantaged since students still not know what projects to be worked on up to now.

COMP342

· very good lectures

· feedback on assignment 2 – some students were confused about the questions. Computers in the laboratory didn’t have the required function for completing the assignments. Students who didn’t have computers at home might be disadvantaged if they couldn’t use resources available in the university. Mike Johnson agreed to look into the matter.

· A request to Mike to make his tutorial materials available to all students.

COMP348

     -     excellent teaching clearly relating theory to application

· materials learned were directly related to assignment

· apply well from learning to practise.

· tutorials were very helpful and relevant and tutors were very good

· practicals were well conducted

· a request for the lecturer to speak louder

COMP345/6

· lectures were good and textbook was very good

· project topics were not practical, students preferred to have cutting edge projects. Project topics in these 2 units were very similar.

COMP326

· practicals were good but quite separated from the lectures

· tutorials were good with well chosen tutorial questions 

· lectures were boring might be due to the materials itself or length of the lecture(3 hours); substantial repeat of materials from 200-level; too theoretical and very little on the part of implementation or related applications

· software used this year was good compared to last year; however some student spent a lot of time to find out how to use the software

· Ros commented that this might reflect the situation in actual industry world. Len said learning how to use tools was also a part of the learning exercise but of course not to the extreme. Mike also commented on the learning philosophy from 100-level to 300-level studies.

· It was suggested to have tutorials/video tutorials or orientation on how to use the software

COMP343

· practicals were correlated to theories and tutorials

General Issues

· students generally thought group assignment work was good, and suggested the inclusion of  more group work components in units

· Mike commented on group work and plagiarism matters

· Students said that they could now appreciate the relevance of the material taught in 200-level.  It was suggested that 300-level students be invited to  explain to 200-level students  why certain topics of units were important and why some material was repeated within units.       

· students suggested that units use more cutting edge software and more current languages.  lecturers explained there were regular reviews on unit contents and languages used.

Meeting closed at 2.45pm

Next Meeting

Week 10- Wed 17 May 2006 at 1pm

