
 

 

Audiovisual aesthetics, evaluation 2017. 

 

Overall impressions 

I think the course was successful, both in set-up and execution. This was confirmed by both 

the midterm and end-of-year student evaluations, which were almost without exception 

positive. What worked particularly well was the combination of theory with practice - the 

students were asked to use their acquired knowledge and skills to produce a short genre film. 

The exam was passed by most but not all of the participants with a normal distribution of 

grades. 

 

Individual questions 

• Did the syllabus work 

Yes. I will use it as is again next year. 

 

• Did the course description work? 

Yes. 

 

• Did the teaching work – how was it planned? 

Teaching was divided into interactive lectures, seminars, and film screenings. Lectures covered 

general themes - narrative, mise-en-scene, editing, sound, genre and medium-specificity - 

through discussions of the reading and analytical examples. Most of these were led by the 

course convenor, but there were two guest lecturers to help cover specific topics: an 

internationally renowned screenwriter to talk students through plot; and an esteemed 

colleague to discuss game aesthetics. Seminars were intended to delve into particular tropes 

more closely, as well as offer space for supervised production of the short genre films. Film 

screenings illustrated and extended the lectures and set the scene for seminar discussions. 

Both the lectures and seminars were well attended and successful by both staff and students’ 

accounts. Film screenings, unfortunately, were less well attended. Both staff and students noted 

that one of the main reasons for not attending the screenings was the poor quality of the 

audiovisual equipment. This will be addressed next year by changing location. Another reason 

may have been the late time slot, which meant some students had to leave midway so as to 

catch a train, pick up kids or work. 

 

• Did the exam work, which exam form is applied? Should it be changed? 

The examination took place through a take-home exam consisting of three essay questions of 

which two had to be answered, which was a successful means for measuring the students’ 

knowledge of theory and their analytical skills. 



 

 

 

• Was there a good fit between the learning goals and the teaching, and between the 

teaching goals and the exam? 

I think it is fair to say that all of the goals stipulated in the syllabus were achieved. The exam 

further tested each of these. 

 

• How did you work to inform the students? Should it have been in other ways? 

Communication between staff and students took place through word-of-mouth during lectures 

and seminars as well as fronter. All ppts. of the lectures and seminars were uploaded onto 

fronter. This was mostly successful. The single exception, potentially, was the selection of films 

for screenings, which was updated as the course progressed depending on the availability and 

perceived needs of the students. According to the end-of-year student evaluations, this caused 

confusion for some of the participants. 

 

• What kind of feedback were given by the students in the mid-term evaluation? How did you 

consider their feedback? 

Student feedback during the course can be divided into three themes: the quality of the 

audiovisual equipment in the lecture room; the division in seminars between 

theoretical/analytical discussion and film production (some students remarked they would 

prefer to spend more attention to analysis whilst others required more time to work on their 

films); and the expectations for the exam and film. The latter two were addressed instantly, 

respectively by together talking through the remaining programme, collectively making a mock 

exam question, and watching a winning film from a previous year. The first, unfortunately, 

could not be changed at the time and will be addressed in the new year. 

 

• Is there anything that could be improved before next year’s course? 

Certainly the lecture hall and/or audio-visual equipment. It may be an idea to schedule the film 

screening before the lecture on some occasions as opposed to afterwards. 

 

• Are there initiatives you have included in your teaching this year or earlier that others may 

take model of? 

The combination of theory and practice, which has long been a feature of this course, has 

been immensely successful to my mind. 


