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COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING AND PHYSICAL SCIENCES

Module Review for 2008-9 Academic Year

	EE4H
	Speech and Vision


	Banner: 04 21901
	Level: LM
	Credits: 20
	Semester: 1

	Lecturers:
Dr M Spann (Module Co-ordinator)
Dr D Pycock
Dr P Jancovic


Guidelines on Completion of the Module Review Checklist

Part One
Contents of the module box
Module Co-ordinator
confirms the contents of the module box.

Part Two
Summary of module teaching evaluation questionnaires

Lecturer(s)
complete(s) the statistical summary of Module Teaching Evaluation Questionnaire(s) to be forwarded to the Module Co-ordinator.
Part Three
Overall summary of module teaching evaluation questionnaires
Module Co-ordinator
collates the students’ comments from the Module Teaching Evaluation Questionnaire summaries.
Part Four
Compliance with university feedback requirements
Module Co-ordinator
confirms compliance with the University's Feedback Requirements, and provides a summary of generic issues concerning feedback.
Part Five
Areas of concern / commendation / report

Module Co-ordinator
provides a summary for reporting to the Departmental Teaching Committee, Departmental Staff Student Committee, identifying any areas of concern/commendation.  This will be posted on the web.
The Module Review Checklist will then be stored in the Module Box for five years.

Module Review Checklist

Part One – to be completed by the Module Co-ordinator
Contents of the module box
The following are present/missing from the Module Box:
Please mark

	
	Present
	Missing

	· a copy of the module proposal form or details of the module outcomes, syllabus, reading lists and assessment schedule
	x
	

	· teaching handouts used by all module lecturers, or a note that this material is archived on WebCT
	x
	

	· sets of Coursework Receipt forms, if any, containing feedback to students
	
	x

	· copies of other feedback forms, if available
	
	x

	· 10% sample of assessed coursework
	
	x

	· a copy of the exam paper (in most cases this can be replaced by a note that the paper is stored securely in the UG office) 
	x
	

	· a copy of the Module Teaching Evaluation summary 
	x
	


Part Two – to be completed by the Lectuer(s)
Summary of module teaching evaluation questionnaires
(one per lecturer)
	Module
	EE4H Speech and Vision

	Lecturer
	Dr M. Spann, Mr D. Pycock, Dr P. Jancovic

	Date of distribution
	

	No of students
on module
	3

	No of completed questionnaires
	1


Number of responses

	
	
	5

Agree
	4
	3
	2
	1

Disagree

	1
	The learning outcomes were clear
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	The lecturer covered the learning outcomes satisfactorily
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	The assessment methods were clearly explained
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	5

Excellent
	4
	3
	2
	1

Poor

	4
	The quality of delivery was
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	The quality of the visual aids was
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	The quality of the handouts was
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	The tutorials (or other non-lecture classes) were
	
	
	
	
	

	
	If applicable:
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	The quality of the delivery by visiting lecturer(s) was
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	The quality of the delivery by postgraduate demonstrators was
	
	
	
	
	


	Signature

	Date




Part Three – to be completed by the Module Co-ordinator
Overall summary of module teaching evaluation questionnaires

	What did the students like about the module?
Interesting subject matter and a mixture of theory and practical work.

	

	What would the students like to see changed?
The delivery of the material was too fast.

	

	Any other students' comments?
The students had problems with the mathematical notation used.


Part Four – to be completed by the Module Co-ordinator
Compliance with university feedback requirements
	Requirement
	Met

Please mark if met
	Exception Report
if not met

	1.
	Feedback provided within 4 weeks of submission
	x
	

	2.
	Effective feedback was provided in writing
	x
	

	3.
	Coursework Receipts and copies of at least 10% of the coursework itself have been retained
	x
	

	4.
	Feedback relates to learning outcomes and assessment criteria
	x
	

	5.
	Record kept of oral feedback, if this was the only method used
	x
	


Further comments:
Part Five – to be completed by the Module Co-ordinator
Areas of concern / commendation / report

	Response to last year's comments
N/A

	Please comment on any concerns you may have in the following areas:

	The module content and level (i.e. difficulty)
The mathematical content is probably too advanced.

	Methods of teaching
Lectures and practical work

	Contact hours
20 hours

	The balance between lectures and problem classes
Mostly lectures

	Assessment methods
Exam and coursework

	Lists of core texts and other resources
Sonka, M; Hlavac, V & Boyle, R. Image Processing, Analysis and Machine Vision. Chapman and Hall
Jain, R; Kasturi, T & Schunck, BG. An Introduction to Machine Vision. McGraw Hill.

	Are amendments to the Module Description required before the module is next taught?
Please mark one:

Yes

x
 No 

                   

If yes, please provide brief details:

A less demanding and more focused assignment and less mathematical content.

	Details of other action points


	Please provide details of particular positive aspects of the module
Interesting research led content

	Summary comments on this module, to be forwarded to SSC and posted on WebCT
The students found the course content of interest. The course combines current state of the art knowledge in machine vision and speech processing. Students found its heavy use of mathematics challenging and also found the assignments demanding. 


	Signature

	Date
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