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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 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: Sem 1, 2025/26


	Module Title: Advanced Chemistry


	Module Code: ACDA6020	





	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 17

Number of returns: 1

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

One module evaluation via Moodle was received. The student mentioned that noise from the café made it difficult to concentrate and suggested that moving to another room would help. They also found the lab sessions educational and enjoyable, and felt the feedback given during the module supported their learning.

In additional feedback for SSC (Student-Staff Committee), several students appreciated the flexibility with deadlines and support provided. However, some students raised concerns about unclear word count guidance and the overall amount of work in the module. (Exact numbers are not known).

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?

With only one questionnaire response, no clear trends can be identified. However, SSC feedback suggests some concerns around workload and clarity of assessment requirements (e.g. word count expectations).


	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students

The issue with noise has been noted and, where possible, more suitable rooms will be used.

The issue with noise has been noted and, where possible, more suitable rooms will be used.
Positive feedback on lab sessions and in-class support is encouraging, and these will be maintained. Concerns around workload and unclear word count guidance will be addressed. The assessment design is currently under review, including the option of a single laboratory diary to reduce multiple submissions, and clearer guidance on word count and equivalence will be provided.


	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?

Since the lab sessions are working well, I will keep them as they are. Improvements will focus mainly on assessment. The workload will be reviewed and I will look at simplifying the assessment structure (e.g. a single lab diary instead of multiple submissions). I will also provide clearer guidance on word count and expectations, and make sure links between tasks are clearer. 

How will any changes made to the module as a result of feedback be communicated to all the students that took this module?
 
Changes will be communicated via Moodle and during sessions. Key points will also be shared through SSC responses to students’ feedback.






	
Module Tutor:        	Ewa Kazimierska…………………           	Date: 17/03/2026………

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