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APPENDIX QE1a





MODULE REVIEW 
MODULE TUTOR - REPORT FORM

The review of a module is carried out initially by the Module Tutor.  When the module review is completed, its findings are considered by the Academic Director or Programme Manager and noted at the Academic Discipline’s Annual Programme Review. Module feedback and what changes will be made as a result of the feedback given are also discussed at Staff Student Consultative meetings. This form is not compulsory but is provided to support the module review process.   

	Academic Session: 


	Module Title: OME Advanced Chemistry


	Module Code:	





	Student Feedback

Module evaluation questionnaire is collected centrally by the University and no data is available at this point of time

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire:

Number of returns: 

Legitimate issues/ positive comments raised by a significant number of students (Please note number of students).

Are there any sections or questions where the majority of students indicate that they ‘mostly or definitely disagree’ or where the results are well below the scores for other sections?


	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students

Module evaluation questionnaire is collected centrally by the University and no data is available at this point of time



	Tutor Self-Reflection

In what way might the module be improved in terms of content, delivery and assessment as a result of the feedback given?  What (if any) changes will be made?

Feedback has yet to be provided by students so I am unable to address any concerns they may have.  Since this was the first OME Advanced Chemistry delivered by the University, it is important that student feedback be gathered to improve this course for next year.

I was contracted to deliver the OME Advanced Chemistry module, i.e., I am not a member of the University staff.  I drew up the syllabus calling on my personal academic, industrial and military experience of what I take to be  relevant.  The syllabus is therefore needs to be validated by the industry panel etc.


There was a wide range of pre-existing understanding on this subject.  With perhaps one exception I was satisfied that the students increased their understanding to meet the course objectives.  I would recommend no more than the top 3 students as having achieved a First Class standard in this module.

A negative aspect of this course was that it had to be taught remotely, with students’ cameras mostly off.  I put effort into getting to know the students’ individual pre-course understanding, interests, strengths and weaknesses, but remote teaching is a poor substitute for face-to-face teaching. This situation will presumably be remedied when Covid restrictions are lifted.

Highly theoretical chemistry does not always inspire explosives practitioners, no matter the enthusiasm of the module tutor.  Bench demonstrations and practical exercises would help engage students, e.g., gasless nature of thermite, surface area of burning propellant, pyrotechnic colorants etc. 


How will any changes made to the module as a result of feedback be communicated to all the students that took this module?
 
To be decided by the University



	
Module Tutor:        	…Chris Owen………………………           	Date: …8 Jun 2021…

Academic Director/
Programme Manager:	………………………………………   	Date: ……………………




image1.jpeg
S ] Prifysgol Cymru
N{ ¥ Drindod Dew Sant

2" University of Wales
Trinity Baint David




