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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 Head of School or Programme Director and noted at the School’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: 17-18


	Module Title: Usability Engineering


	Module Code: M6X01110	





	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 9

Number of returns: 

Legitimate issues/ positive comments raised by a significant number of students (Please note number of students).
5 students were direct entry and there was concern about formatting, referencing and so on as this was their first assignment with us. 
Planned working together with students from the UX module did not work out as well as was hoped because of timetabling constraints and other deadlines.




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

PASS (Peer Assisted Study Session) support was put in place for students. Thank you to Simon Downes for customising support normally on offer to 2nd year students and making timings flexible for part time students. As a result students were comfortable with required referencing and formatting for the assignment.
There was a fallback plan for students to work with their own designs instead of the UX group designs and this worked well. 






	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 number of direct entry students was unusual but the PASS scheme was extremely useful to students and I’ll ask the team to repeat next year if possible. 
I’ll discuss whether to continue with the common case study idea with Nik and Bev. Practicalities of timetabling will be different on the new campus but there may be other factors limiting student engagement. 



How will any changes made to the module as a result of feedback be communicated to all the students that took this module?
 
Feedback about the Pass scheme was discussed in class back in January. On the common case study topic I’ve already mentioned that we’ll be reviewing it but will likely only be able to communicate the results of staff discussions to continuing part time students (3 of the class).
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Head of School/
Programme Director:	………………………………………   	Date: ……………………
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