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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: 2024/25 Sem1


	Module Title: Micros, Peripherals and interfaces


	Module Code:	ACDA4004





	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 34

Number of returns: 1

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

The single student who filled in the form was generally happy (with no negative responses).
The two written comments being that:
They found the assembly language programming interesting and thought more time should have been spent on it.
They felt there was some ‘redundancy’ in duplicated material from the computer systems or electronic principles modules.

Feedback from the Liaison team in their one to one student meetings was very positive. Glowing even.



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?

No.











	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students

I would agree that more time spent on the assembly language programming could be good, however this aspect is only one small part of an already full module, therefore some restructuring of the course as a whole would be needed to implement it in any large quantity (it is currently effectively an introduction to assembly language, to facilitate a deeper understanding of microcontroller architectures in general).

[bookmark: _GoBack]As to the duplicated material, the only part that springs to mind that is a direct duplication, is the Von Neumann and Harvard architecture material, however since this is specifically mentioned in the module descriptor and often comes up as part of an exam question, covering it briefly again as effectively revision, is probably a good thing, unless the students are explicitly aware that they need to remember their computer architecture notes from the previous semester.









	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?

If the students are made aware that they need to revise their computer architecture notes, then some additional time can be allocated for additional assembly language content.




How will any changes made to the module as a result of feedback be communicated to all the students that took this module?
 
Via forthcoming staff student meetings.






	
Module Tutor:        	……Gareth Jones……           	Date: …21/02/2025…………………

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