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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: 
Jan- May 2022

	Module Title: 
Critical literature review

	Module Code:	
LCDB7009




	Student Feedback

There were 13 students registered on this module who produced an almost 100% attendance record. 


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










	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?


The learning programme was designed to support individual preparation for the research proposal and development of their expertise and wider reading in their field of study. The first part of the class programme was a lecture programme setting the scene for different approaches to literature review and helping students to provide the rationale for their approach.

The second part of the programme was skills-based, where we heard presentations from students on their approach and showcasing some of the software, styles and layouts they had found to be useful. This sharing period proved to be challenging for some students who were reluctant to bring their templates to discuss but this was a valuable experience and undoubtedly allowed the whole class to see the quantity and depth of each others’ preparatory documents.  

The final part of the module was completed through individual tutorials with students replicating the part 2 supervisory process in which individuals work was seen within a 1-2-1 context. This allowed students to develop their own reading programme and slowly build their notes and writing. 

The stronger students flourished under this structure and have been challenged by the 100 source requirement of part 2. This has strengthened and broadened their work and has certainly focused their efforts on the requirements of part 2.

The weaker students have been able to see the mountain of work required at this level and have been evidently struggling to cope. They have been unable to attend passively and simply receive instruction but have been pushed out of their comfort zone and into individual reading around their subject area. It is clear that a minority of students have not been able to sustain this level of intensity and reduced their take-up of individual tutorials in the final weeks.

This is the first year in which I have designed this assessment with three parts and it has worked in the way I intended. It has pushed students to begin the real work of organising their own reading programme and to create a useful and detailed notes database. For the better students, part 3 allowed them to develop an intensely detailed exploration of their key concepts and build the conceptual framework needed for the PG1. 

The best feedback for the success of this format will be when these students enter the Part 2. Will we find that they are better prepared than previous cohorts? Will we find that the time taken to submit and pass their PG1 and PG2 stages has reduced?


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







	
Module Tutor:        	……Dr Emma Roberts……………           	Date: ……………………

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