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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: 
Electronics 2

	Module Code:	
ACDA6001




	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 10

Number of returns: 2

Legitimate issues- The students have pointed out the following (on or before 25th of April)
· Past Papers were not issued.
· No revision Papers Given.
· Fundamentals of VHDL.
· Extending the Assignment Deadline.


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

This Module is taken by a different lecturer for the past years and there is no past papers to share with the students (exam papers were replaced by assignments during the Covid period). The Question paper was prepared by me for the first time in this university. I clearly mentioned the students that on 28th of March I will be providing revision session after the mid semester break. Because 28th of March is the day I managed to finish the syllabus. So, it is not possible for me to give the revision before the break.  I have given them basic lectures on VHDL and we worked on very few programs before the break.  During the break I received few of the panicking  mails from the students who really needs support on VHDL . The timing constraints were explained during the break by providing online sessions for them which really have not reached them well and a very few students attended the session.
I realized that the students need more support on VHDL and assists them by giving examples on 4- bit Braun’s Multiplier and also helped them how to do the analysis part.
Also, on the other hand, I gave them 3 revision sessions by setting three different question papers for them to practice enough for their exams. I have explained and shared the solutions through Moodle. I hope it would be more beneficial for them.
As per the request from the students, I also extended the deadline from 27th of April to 16th of May.

Feedback from my side
In addition, I would like to comment on the nature of the students. 
This set of students are more dependable on staffs and they belong to level 6. The idea behind giving this assignment is to assess them how the students could able to think beyond knowledge, how to write a report based on research. The research oriented topic is given to them and what I expected from them is to do a good research on multipliers and comparing the multipliers timings, delays, power and LUTs with the credible resources and then verifying the analysis in their point of view by examining what’s the results shows, why does it happen to be different than expected. 

But, unfortunately the students were stressed and started complaining about the module which in turn made me so disappointed initially. But later, I realized that they are not up to my expectations and started helping them by providing examples which is more similar to the assignment tasks. This in turn helped the students in doing the assignments which can be evidently seen in their reports.


	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 nature of the module is that it covers digital electronics and drastically takes the student to learn sequential , high level VHDL programs, FPGA and Programmable arrays which makes the students to learning too much of concepts in 10 weeks of lecture. Initially, the students should able to know well in advance about the  Boolean expressions, De- Morgans theorem, Basic binary laws, idea about gates, Min terms, Max terms, SOP, POS, K- maps( 2 variable to 4 variables). 

The above topics are/should have been covered in Level 4 and 5. It is unclear why the students have found some topics so difficult. The team will meet to discuss content delivered at each level to make sure that the underpinning knowledge is in place. 


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

· The changes made were communicated to the students well on time. 
· The revision sessions given to the students was very helpful for them to achieve good marks which can be evidently seen from their exam marks.
· The examples provided to them which are similar to the assignment task really helped them in doing the assignments clear and more precisely.
· The deadline extension helped them to have enough time to do research on the assignment  tasks.
· Future changes to the module will be communicated via student-staff meeting



	
Module Tutor:        	…Jenifer Prince Devaraj………       	Date: …31/05/2023……

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