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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:  2025/26


	Module Title:  Computer Architecture & Operating Systems

Computer Architecture: Munyaradzi Murira
Operating Systems: James Williams 


	Module Code: ACCA4022	





	Student Feedback

Number of students registered and eligible to complete the questionnaire: 66

Number of returns: 8

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

	JW: The OS part of the module went very well in terms of delivery and student engagement. Students were asked for feedback in person, via email and asked to complete the module’s online feedback form.

Feedback gained highlighted the following positive areas. The students enjoyed:
* Learning about different OSs, how they function, how to monitor system performance and how to use the CLIs of multiple OSs to monitor, manage and configure the systems.
* The practical nature of the tutorial sessions.
* The support provided, the ability to have questions answered and receive feedback when needed.
* Several students mentioned they enjoyed the balance between theory and practical demonstration, and seeing how it could immediately transfer into the workplace and at home was helpful.

Feedback gained highlighted the following areas for enhancement:
* The learning environment of the Lecture part of the module did not appeal to some students, as it does not have any PCs, as some students do not have laptops to make notes they would have preferred to be in a PC tutorial lab.
* The timetabling of the module, where the Lecture and Tutorial are split by several hours with other Lectures & tutorials in-between made it more difficult for some students to remember and apply what had been taught in the Lecture.
* One student mentioned uncertainty regarding the word count.




	MM: Feedback was largely positive and was consistently communicated through the class representative throughout the semester. Students generally valued the opportunity to develop their understanding of computer architecture through lectures and tutorials. However, they felt that some topics were repetitive across both lectures and tutorials. The exam was conducted successfully without any issues, and the marking process also proceeded smoothly.





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?

None stated.



	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students

	JW(OS): The OS part of the module was originally timetabled in a Computer lab for 2hrs. This environment and structure worked very well for both delivery and learning. Unfortunatly this has changed for unavoidable reasons in recent years. And the 2hrs for the OS part of the module has been spit into a Lecture room (1hr) and a tutorial room (1hr). A Lecture room with no PCs is not a suitable learning environment for the OS part of the module. Although the learning and teaching material has been redesigned to make it work. It would be very helpful and beneficial for our students if the OS part of the module could be timetabled in a computer lab for 2 hours. Ideally 2 hours together. The students would benefit from more PC time, to apply the theory and practice the tools and languages being learned, which also underpin other modules at L5 & L6. This has been communicated to the appropriate personnel for review.
One student commented on the limited word count and uncertainty regarding the word count. The word count for assessments is set by the University and we have to work within the policy. However, there is scope to increase the 10c assessment by 500 words next year and this has already been actioned. Regarding the word count uncertainty, students were consistently informed that the word count was 2000 words (excluding title page, table of contents, direct quotes, visuals/images, and appendices) and that their overall word count including the aforementioned items may be approx. 3000 to 3500. This guidance is also clearly included in the assignment brief.




	MM(CA): The feedback was taken on board, and the final two weeks were dedicated to revision. During this period, the time slots previously allocated for lectures and tutorials were used to cover distinct revision topics, ensuring that content was not repeated. A mock exam was also included, allowing students to time themselves during independent study periods and simulate real exam conditions.





	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?

	JW(OS): The OS part of the module could be improved if the 1hr Lecture and 1hr Tutorial are placed together one after the other in a 2 hour block in a PC lab. This would give the students more time to apply theory and more practice using the tools and languages covered. The Lecturer and School management are collaborating to implement these improvements.



	MM(CA): No significant changes to the module content or assessment are proposed, as feedback was largely positive. However, delivery will be reviewed to ensure a clearer distinction between lectures and tutorials. Theoretical topics may be covered in lectures only, allowing tutorials to focus on topics that benefit from additional practice and discussion.




How will any changes made to the module as a result of feedback be communicated to all the students that took this module?
 
	JW(OS): Feedback will be communicated via staff and student meetings.




	MM(CA): No changes are currently proposed; therefore, no further communication to students is required.





	
Module Tutor: James Williams (OS) & Munyaradzi Nicholas Murira (CA)  Date: 08/06/2026

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