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SCHOOL MATHEMATICS, COMPUTER SCIENCE 
 AND ENGINEERING 

RESEARCH & ENTERPRISE COMMITTEE MEETING  
 

Minutes of Meeting No. 11 
 

Held on Thursday 19th May 2016 
 

At: 14:00 – 16:00, in Room C103 
 

Name of Member 18.03.15 21.5.15      7.7.15 24.09.15 18.11.15 14.1.16 17.2.16 19.5.16 
Research Comm Members P A P A P A P A P A P A P A P A 
Professor P Kyriacou (Chair) x  x  x  x  x  x  x  x  
Professor R Crouch  x  x x   x x  x  x  x  
Professor N Karcanias x  x  x   x x  x   x x  
Professor  A Fring x    x  x  x  x  x  x  
Professor T Sun x     x  x x  x  x   x 
Professor Lorenzo Strigini x   x x  x  x  x  x   x 
Professor George Spanoudakis  x x   x  x  x  x  x  x 
Professor Jason Dykes x    x  x  x   x x   x 
Professor Jo Wood  x x   x  x  x x    x  
Professor John Carlton x    x  x  x  x  x   x 
Professor Andreas Kappos x  x  x  x  x  x  x  x  
Dr YouYou Yan x    x  x  x  x  x  x  
Dr Talal Ous x  X  x  x   x x   x x  
Dr Stephanie Wilson x    x  x  x  x   x x  
Dr George Buchanan x   X x   x x  x    x  
Dr Karen Shaw  x     x  x  x  x  x  x 
Ms Amy Bilton         x  x   x x  
Ms Hafiza Patel  x  x  x  x  x  x  x  x 
Mr Richard Basch  x  x  x  x x   x x   x 
Dr Andrew McNamara x  x  x   x x  x  x  x  
Dr Artur Garcez                x  
Dr Yang-Hui He                x 
Mrs Gill Smith (Secretary)  x  x  x   x x  x  x  x  
Dr Vladimir Stankovic (for L Stragini)               x  
Dr Sumsun Naher (for A Kovacevic)               x  
Dr Aziz Rahman (for T Sun)               x  

 
1. Apologies for Absence    
 

Apologies are noted as above.  
 

2.   Minutes of the last meeting of Research & Enterprise Committee  
 

 The minutes were agreed.  
 

   
3.   Matters Arising/ Actions  

 
The majority of the items on the Action table are ongoing, the action table below shows 
the completed items.  There had not been a lot of uptake on the offer of Research 
Seminar support by Research Centres. TO is continuing to chase EPSRC to arrange 
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talks, he had finally managed to speak with someone who will get back to him next week 
hopefully to arrange three events one each for Engineering, Computer Science and 
Maths. 
 
 

Actions 
Completed 

Responsibility Comment  

Meeting in Jan – Feb to 
discuss ARQM 

PK PK to advise Kelly 
Redhead to set up an 
account 

 

PK Completed 

Email staff re ARQM RL RB To discuss how to manage 
support  

 

PK Completed 

Internal review meeting for 
ARQM 

PK Completed 

 
 

4. Chair’s Report 
• PK thanked all the Research Centres for the response to the ARQM, we are the first 

School to have completed in the timeframe.  PK had submitted the ARQM scores to 
the University on Tuesday and he is now going to send the ARQM scores for all the 
members of staff to the Heads of Departments to use during appraisals.  PK 
circulated a snapshot of the ARQM unit of assessment per category, 409 papers 
submitted and the distribution of papers across the Units of Assessment, the second 
table shows the number of papers per FTE.  This is similar to last year. 

 
PK met with RC and TO to discuss the overall results from the ARQM.  It was 
decided that all results will be submitted as is without having another panel within the 
School. However there was an observation that a percentage of the results might 
have been over inflated. The School will engage in an external review (on top of what 
has been already done) of a large number of ARQM papers in an effort to help in the 
calibration of results for the next ARQM (ARQM 2017) 
 
 

• The deadline for the School PhD studentships is the 25th of May. These will be 
collated and then a panel made up of Research Centre Directors will go through the 
applications and choose six candidates and make an offer by mid-June. 

 
• PK said he had received some very good feedback in relation to the policy for Visiting 

Research Students. Also, he had received various recommendations from Research 
Centres which he has taken on board and redrafted a form which was circulated at 
the meeting.  PK explained that he had tried to keep this form simple. In the new form 
the Research Centre Directors should approve these applications (assuming all 
criteria are satisfied including space/desk for visitors).  PK said that the new form will 
be submitted to Ex-co for approval.   JW asked if it should be a requirement for the 
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proposed visitor to have spoken with a member of academic staff and it was agreed 
and the form altered accordingly.   
 

• PK asked the Committee members for their feelings on whether the School should 
charge bench fees to Visitors who are here for more than 3 months.  The general 
opinion was that it gave the wrong impression and is not cost effective. PK suggested 
that he will propose to the next School EX-co that bench fees should be removed.  
 

• There is a delay in deciding how to process Visiting Staff, RB is talking to HR about 
how we handle this process and a University wide policy.   PK said he was willing to 
clear the bottleneck of Visiting Staff waiting to come soon until HR and the University 
decides on a process to record these visitors. 

  
  
5.  Research Grant Activities 
 
  PK is to set up a meeting with TO and Research Centres to talk about REF and  

  the need to increase environmental scores and also talk about grant capture, he 
would also like to invite Andrew Jones to this meeting.  

 
 TO provided two papers B & C recording grant activities and explained how they 

were split between periods and Departments.  Comparing the amounts awarded this 
year £3.7m which is lower than last year (~£4M) but this is for 9 month duration so we 
may reach our last year figure and exceeded in the remaining 3 months. This is still 
high compared to other Schools.  
Paper C shows Research Income analysis by Schools and a breakdown of where the 
income came from, SMCSE had not done as well as last year but still did well 
compared to other Schools.  PK said we were the only School near to their target but 
was worried about next year, this might be our lowest year in money awarded.  PI’s 
need to apply for bigger grants, especially RCUK.   It was felt that it was mainly the 
same staff being awarded grants and were overloaded with research work therefore 
cannot expect them to be that active in the next couple of years other staff need to 
raise income.  NK said other Universities have invested heavily in developing 
proposals full time and either the University or the School should look at this.  The 
issue is where the money would come from to pay for this.   PK would raise this with 
Andrew Jones.     

    
6 City Research Online CRO 
 

 TO presented the March report sent by the CRO team showing the number of items 
added in the past 12 months, on average we have 38% added in the repository.  TO 
said he was happy to help staff who were not sure how to use Symplectic.  
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 .  
 
7. Enterprise Activities 
 
 AB encouraged people to attend the Clerkenwell Design Week activity we are holding at 

City University on 24 May with a view to building local partnerships.  
 
 AB said she had met most of the people awarded projects on the Impact fund, she 

stressed the money needed to be spent by the end of July.   Moving forward her role will 
be mostly spent on building local partnerships and partnerships with in the Research 
Centres and would like to meet with Heads of Research Centres and reminded 
everyone that she is here as support if you are working on research proposals and 
looking for industrial partners.  AB would also be setting up sessions on consultancy in 
the future. 

 
   
8. Research Student Management 
 
 SW provided Paper F which was a Department of Computer Science Research Ethics 

Committee Report for 1 April 2015 to 31 March 2016 which will be submitted to Senate 
Research Ethics Committee.  SW said there had been an increase in the number of 
approvals this year.  She had brought this paper to this Committee as it appears to be 
the best place to report it before sending to the Senate Committee.  

 
 PK reminded everyone that there would be an Engineering Ethics Committee to be 

chaired by Justin Phillips. 
 
 Paper E – This is from the Graduate School, it clarifies the University Regulations about 

research students completion rates and they have recommended some amendments 
which they would like our comments on, two things needed to note, the period of 
maximum candidature for PhD students and the second is about what would happen 
after a viva we are asked to provide feedback. 

 
• Full time students have to study for a minimum of 2 years and a maximum of 4 

years and part time students have to study for minimum of 3 years and a 
maximum of 7 year. They have to submit their thesis within that time.  

• Recommendation of time for amendments to thesis after viva are 1 month, 3 
months and 1 year, this should encourage people with minor amendments to get 
them done as soon as possible.  

This document does not set out what the consequences are if you fail to finish in the 
allotted time.  
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Paper H – this is again from the Graduate School concerning research student 
completion rates supported by Paper G which gives background information. Schools 
were asked to develop an action plan in order to improve research degree completion 
rates, STRs were provided with a template to complete and the action plans were 
considered by the Graduate School Committee.  The draft version for SMCSE has been 
completed and brought to this meeting to consider.  Feedback should be emailed after 
the meeting by Wednesday 25 May 2016.  

• PK said that there was nothing about an extenuating circumstances panel which 
had been discussed in the School. 

• RC noted that there was nothing in the document about an expectation around 
PhD students writing a research paper as part of their studies, perhaps under 
progress monitoring.  

• Clear criteria for transfer to PhD 
 

Paper I – Guide to Research Studies for the School.   This started as a document for 
Computer Science and as a consequence saw improvement in completion rates.  STRs 
across the School have now looked at this document to produce a new version to take 
into practices across the School.   This has been brought to this committee to approve 
and give views and then a revised version would be taken to Board of Studies to 
approve.   SW brought the following to the Committees attention: 

• Entry requirement – English language requirement IELTS 6.5 with a minimum of 
6 in each of the four components. 

• Supervisors – Internal students have two supervisors, one Category A and either 
a Category A or B, external students have two supervisors in the University and 
also a third who is an external supervisor who has to have an agreement with the 
University (an honorary appointment). 

• Supervision Load – maximum load of 6 as a first supervisor of an internal student 
counts as a load of 1, acting as a second supervisor of an internal student could 
as 0.5 and acting as either a first or second supervisor of an external student 
counts as 0.25.  

• Travel funding – all full time and part time internal students are eligible for funding 
of up to £1k. 

• Procedure for upgrade from MPhil to PhD, supervisors to tighten practices for 
transfer in 12 months. It was felt a completion report rather than a draft thesis 
was more appropriate.  

• What happens if students do not submit on time – the document helps clarify the 
procedure.   It was decided students already in this position should be given 1 
year grace.  

It was decided to take this policy to the Board of Studies, PK thanked the STRs for all 
their hard work in producing this document.  

 
9. University Research Office  
  
 No report.  
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10. AOB 
 
 Nothing to report  
   
11. Date of next meeting:   7 July 2016, Convocation Suite, 2pm – 4pm  

     
 

ACTION TABLE 
 

Actions Ongoing Responsibility Comment 
Ensure updated PhD 
intake documentation 
available to the committee 
every 6 months. 

PK Ongoing 

Research Seminar web 
page 

RAB  Ongoing 

Arrange EPSRC seminar PK TO Ongoing 
Impact Case Discussion ALL ongoing 
PK to speak with 
Research Centres for 
names of reviewers for 
ARQM 

PK PK to contact Research 
Centers 

PK to set up a meeting 
with TO and Research 
Centres and Andrew 
Jones to discuss REF and 
environmental scores  

PK PK to set up meeting 

PK to look at assistance in 
developing research 
proposals, talk with 
Andrew Jones 

PK PK to speak with Andrew 
Jones  

Send feedback on 
Graduate School draft 
Research Completion 
Rate Cohort Analysis 
Paper H to SW 

ALL Email by 25 May 2016 
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