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Summary of open comments with tutor response 
 

Module Code and Name: L49H The Linguistics of Consumerism 

Module Convenor: Peter Sells 

 
13 out of 38 students completed the online module evaluation. 
8 students left comments. 
Overall satisfaction score for the module was: 4.1 
 

Summary of comments: 

Positive comments  Number  

1. Interesting range of topics 3 

2. Good idea to have a formative before a summative 2 

3.   

4.   

5.   

 

Constructive criticisms Number 

1. Lecture slides are too text heavy 2 

2. Car names summative was difficult/not well integrated 2 

3. Lack of critical analysis of gender issues 1 

4. Basic revision of referencing and phonology not necessary 2 

5.   

 

Tutor response: 

Thank you for the comments – especially the students who wrote at length. I think I 
have the overall organisation of the module relatively good now, but I understand 
the thinking behind the main constructive suggestions, and I address them here: 
 
1. I agree, some of the slides are too text heavy, especially towards the end of the 
term. I need to figure out a better way to cover that material (there is no single 
reading which covers it). 
2. Yes, the car names summative comes up very suddenly and without much practice 
(and without a formative). Experience has taught me that we definitely need all the 
other formatives, as they cover concepts and analysis that most students won’t have 
done before, while the car names one involves IPA and basic syllable structure. 



However, I’ll consider how I can improve the integration of the car names part into 
the module, as it doesn’t feel quite right. 
3. The core goal of the module is to be able to break down a holistic interpretation 
into its component parts, and from that be able to isolate evidence of different kinds 
– e.g. how women and men are (still) portrayed differently and asymmetrically in our 
society. I think the module is successful in that regard, and is indeed focussed on 
how to find and verify the evidence that would underlie a critical discussion of 
societal issues. Within the confines of this particular module, I think we have to 
concentrate on structural analysis, though I do appreciate the comment. 
4. This year I added in explicit and almost remedial sections on phonology and 
referencing, in reaction to my experience of the previous year. In the previous year, I 
asked the students how confident they were with IPA and syllable structure, and 
with appropriate referencing. The students’ responses were uniformly quite 
confident, but that confidence was not borne out at all by the overall low level of 
presenting phonology and doing referencing in the summative assignments.  

So this year I decided to address these topics explicitly. In terms of the overall 
student group in the module, the level of attainment with regard to phonology and 
referencing has been much higher this year, so it was a good decision; but for those 
students who already have full facility with these topics, I can see that hearing about 
them again would be frustrating. I will rethink how best to deal with this. 
 
 

Thank you for your feedback. 


