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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 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: 19/20


	Module Title: Statistical Programming


	Module Code: ACCA5021




	Student Feedback
No feedback was received via the formal module feedback questionnaire, possibly because it is not anonymous. 
Informal feedback suggested that a lot of the students were struggling because they were doing multiple programming courses at the same time, which meant that they would get the syntax confused between the different languages. R, being a predominantly functional language is very different to any programming that they had done previously, and this was a bit of a shock to the system.


	Module Tutor’s response to feedback given by students
The problem of having many programming courses together has been brought to the attention of the curriculum planners.


	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?
This is a new course, and teaching it was quite a challenge. I opted to approach it in a very practical manner rather than highlighting the interesting features of a functional programming language, which I think was a good idea. As it was, I had to spend longer than planned on the basics of defining data structures and simple data manipulation operations. Loops, in particular, were problematic. There was a clear split within the class: the digital apprenticeship students attended regularly and kept on top of the material. The attendance of the other students was more sporadic, and this showed in their performance in the first assignment.
The second part of the course looked at applying the techniques covered in the first semester to a practical data analysis problem. When the university moved to emergency remote teaching I recorded videos covering the remainder of the material necessary for the second assignment as videos covering the theoretical material and practical examples, together with an assignment briefing. The material was also covered in Zoom sessions during the module’s normal lecturing hours, as were some drop-in assignment workshops. As it was clear that some of the students were still struggling I also ran a number of 1-1 ‘bug buster’ sessions on Zoom where the students could individually ask for support with their assignment. These were time-consuming but successful, in that most of the students eventually managed to build code that performed the required assessment tasks.
[bookmark: _GoBack]This extra support is almost certainly why the second assignment grades are so high. Having looked at the problems that some students had had with the first assignment, combined with the obvious issues of moving to online teaching, I suspect that I provided a bit too much support. Certainly it has made me consider how I will change the assessment for the module next year.

	
Module Tutor:        	Nik Whitehead        	Date: 19/06/2020

Head of School/
Programme Director:		Date: 
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