Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Mathematics |, SEF001

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Mathematics | (SEFOO1)
No. of responses = 71 (74.74%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses

av.=Mean

md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
41.8% 49.3% 7.5% 1.5% 0%
1.1) . _

The module is well taUght Definitely agree = 1 Definitely disagree 2;6:74 31
md=4
dev.=0.68

5 4 3 2 1
. . . 306% 403% 21%  8.1% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree - — T — Definitely disagree n=62 .
been made clear in advance img
dev.=0.92
5 4 3 2 1
26.9% 224% 38.8% 11.9% 0%
1.3) H H =

| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree =67

module ! md=3
dev.=1.01

5 4 3 2 1
. - ) . 286% 38.1% 27%  63% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree Definitely disagree n=6s o
my studies on the module et
dev.=0.9
5 4 3 2 1
40.3% 40.3% 17.9% 1.5% 0%
1.5 H H —

) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree N : Definitely disagree 256:74 10
md=4
dev.=0.78

5 4 3 2 1
. 36.9% 38.5% 18.5% 4.6% 1.5%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree > —T s s Definitely disagree n=es
module ! av=a.
dev.=0.94
5 4 3 2 1
385% 41.5% 20% 0% 0%
1.7 ofi : ; .

) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree P | 2 Definitely disagree n=e% 18

module v md=4'
dev.=0.75

5 4 3 2 1
11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Introductory Chemistry, SEF003

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme &
Introductory ChemistrXSQ/S)EFOO3) \GQ_BI Queen Mary

No. of responses = 48 (49 University of London

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers  Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0%  50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of qua|ity symbol Mean value is below the @ Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
13% 543% 261% 43% 22%
1.1) : -

The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree  [g] 2;4:% 72
isi md=4
=l dev.=0.83

5 4 3 2 1
. . . 11.4% 40.9% 29.5% 15.9%  2.3%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — T T T Definitely disagree n=44
been made clear in advance ' ' ' vy
dev.=0.97
5 4 3 2 1
. . 22% 26.1% 37% 23.9% 10.9%
¥ 1 have been given adequate feedback durlng the Definitely agree ) .0 : .o ) Definitely disagree n=4_62 85
module ' ! ' E md=3
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 6.5% 32.6% 39.1% 19.6% 2.2%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree , 1 ; Defintely disagree rg) 148 )
my studies on the module ' ' ' R
dev.=0.92
5 4 3 2 1
10.9% 37% 26.1% 19.6% 6.5%
1.5) H H =

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ N : Definitely disagree  fg] 1
{8) md=3
e dev.=1.1

5 4 3 2 1
16) . f 25% 56.8% 11.4% 4.5% 2.3% ~
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree ¥ Definitely disagree  [g] 1vth og
module 5 ma=a
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
. e . . 13% 543% 174% 8.7% 6.5%
' Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree — T : Defintely disagree 11 M=%, oo
module ' ' ' 5 mdi-d
dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1

11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Physics (Mechanics and Materials), SEF005

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme &
Physics (Mechanics and Materials) (SEF005) \GQ_BI Queen Mary

No. of responses = 77 (91.67%) University of London

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
11.7% 33.8% 33.8% 19.5% 1.3%
1.1) : _

The module is well tatht Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree  [g] 2;7:73 35
isj md=3
= dev.=0.97

5 4 3 2 1
. . . . 10.7% 18.7%  32% 24% 14.7%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree S ] — - Definitely disagree n=7s
been made clear in advance ' ' ' B vy
dev.=1.2
5 4 3 2 1
. . 13%  17.3%  32%  30.7% 18.7%
¥ I have been given adequate feedback durlng the Definitely agree ) o. - (] - | - Definitely disagree n=7_52 52
module f i 1 E av.=2.
dev.=1.03
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 6.6% 23.7% 30.3% 30.3% 9.2%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree i . Definitely disagree noTe s
my studies on the module ' B i3
dev.=1.08
5 4 3 2 1
9.1% 39% 33.8% 13% 5.2%
1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ N : Definitely disagree  fg] 7T
{8) md=3
= dev.=0.99

5 4 3 2 1
1.6) . 10.5% 32.9% 28.9% 18.4% 9.2%
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree N 1 ] Definitely disagree  g] 1o'3 47
module f 1 ! s av=3.
dev.=1.14
5 4 3 2 1
. o . . 8% 25.3% 46.7% 10.7% 9.3%
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree — > > > Defintely disagree [g1 175, 1,
module —— 5 av.=3.
dev.=1.03
5 4 3 2 1

11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, English Language |, SEF009

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

English Language ISSEFOOQ)

No. of responses = 51 (1

0%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
Question text 25% 0% 50% 0% 25% No. of
: Nn=No. of responses
Left pole I i Right pole av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8

Quality index

Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the

quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.

guideline.
1. Rate this module
66.7% 29.2% 21% 21% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;4:% 6
@ md=5
dev.=0.64
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 55.3% 40.4% 43% 0% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree N T R S - Definitely disagree i
been made clear in advance T @ =5
dev.=0.59
5 4 3 2 1
61.2% 30.6% 82% 0% 0%
1.3) H : =
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree N Definitely disagree =49
module ! @ md=5
dev.=0.65
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 62.5% 31.3% 42% 21% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree N 1 L Definitely disagree n=4g
my studies on the module L @ s
dev.=0.68
5 4 3 2 1
67.3% 204% 12.2% 0% 0%
1.5 H H =
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree - Definitely disagree 2;431 -
@ md=5
dev.=0.71
5 4 3 2 1
571% 26.5% 14.3% 2% 0%
1.6) H =
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree g;‘ﬂ 39
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.81
5 4 3 2 1
58% 34% 4% 4% 0%
1.7 o fi ; ; .
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree 2 Definitely disagree n=%0 45
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.76
5 4 3 2 1
11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Principles of Mathematics, SEF014

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Principles of Mathematics (SEF014)
No. of responses = 54 (81.82%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0%  50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : , Right pole g;liﬁﬂ gaf responses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
67.9% 245% 3.8% 3.8% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;5::1 57
@ md=5
dev.=0.75
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 51.9% 40.7% 37% 37% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree ¥ 1 T — Definitely disagree =54
been made clear in advance T v @ iz
dev.=0.74
5 4 3 2 1
529% 29.4% 11.8% 39% 2%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree st
module ! @ md=5
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 50% 27.8% 16.7% 1.9% 3.7%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree T v 1 : Definitely disagree n=s4
my studies on the module ' ' ' @ =45
dev.=1.03
5 4 3 2 1
64.8% 18.5% 13% 3.7% 0%
1.5 H H -
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ N : Definitely disagree =54
@ md=5
dev.=0.86
5 4 3 2 1
52.8% 34% 75% 57% 0%
1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree 2;5:34 34
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.85
5 4 3 2 1
56.6% 30.2% 9.4% 1.9% 1.9%
1.7 o fi ; H -
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree n=%3 8
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Communication in Science and Technology, SEF030

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Communication in Science and Technology (SEF030)
No. of responses = 59 (51.75%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : , Right pole g;liﬁﬂ gaf responses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8

Quality index

Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the

quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
32.8% 58.6% 6.9% 0% 1.7%

1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree |_'JL| Definitely disagree 2;55 21
@ md=4

dev.=0.72
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 28.6% 53.6% 10.7% 7.1% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — 5 — T Definitely disagree n=%6 .
been made clear in advance t @ =g’
dev.=0.83
5 4 3 2 1
50% 37.5% 10.7% 0%  1.8%
1.3 H : -
) | have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree I 7] : Definitely disagree =56 e
module v @ md=4'5
dev.=0.82
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 31%  53.4% 138% 17% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ; Definitely disagree n=se
my studies on the module J @ vica
dev.=0.71
5 4 3 2 1
259% 43.1% 27.6% 3.4% 0%

1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Definitely disagree  g] 2;5=83, o1
iaj md=4
= dev.=0.82

5 4 3 2 1

16) . 304% 42.9% 232% 3.6% 0% ~
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree ¥ Definitely disagree n-se
module @ d=d

dev.=0.83
5 4 3 2 1
25.5% 43.6% 23.6% 5.5% 1.8%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] o203 g
module ' s} md=4

dev.=0.93
5 4 3 2 1
11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Form and Function in Biology, SEF031

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme &
Form and Function in Biology (SEF031) \&Qﬁl Queen Mary

No. of responses = 48 (70.59%) University of London

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : , Right pole g;liﬁﬂ gaf responses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
37.5% 37.5% 25% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree Definitely disagree 2;4:% 13
@ md=4
dev.=0.79
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 213% 553% 17%  64% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree ° Y —T — Definitely disagree n=4r
been made clear in advance img
dev.=0.8
5 4 3 2 1
85% 29.8% 46.8% 12.8% 2.1%

1.3) H : =
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree [z o7 .
module ! isj md=3

dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 42%  22.9% 542% 16.7%  2.1%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree i Definiely disagree g 1=
my studies on the module 5 a3
dev.=0.81
5 4 3 2 1
51.1% 31.9% 17% 0% 0%
1.5 H i =
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree 1 Definitely disagree 4T
@ md=5
dev.=0.76
5 4 3 2 1
1.6) . 20.8% 62.5% 16.7% 0% 0% _
I had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree — Definitely disagree e o
module @ md=4
dev.=0.62
5 4 3 2 1
26.1% 41.3% 28.3% 4.3% 0%

1.7) o fi ; H .
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree W Definitely disagree  [g] o5 g
module o Sy

L]
dev.=0.85
5 4 3 2 1

11.02.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, A Closer Look at Chemistry, SEF004

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

A Closer Look at Chemistry (SEF004)
No. of responses = 61 (78.21%)

Legend

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : , Right pole g;liﬁﬂ gaf responses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
40.7% 39% 153% 5.1% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree = 1 Definitely disagree 2;5:% 15
@ md=4
dev.=0.87
5 4 3 2 1
. . . . 23.2% 41.1% 28.6% 7.1% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree —51 T T T Defintely disagree  rg] "8
been made clear in advance ) v ' i
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
31%  36.2% 24.1% 6.9%  1.7%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree " Definitely disagree 1] =%, oo
module isj md=4
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 22.8% 31.6% 31.6% 10.5% 3.5%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : T Definiely disagree g "=, ¢
my studies on the module ' ' o
dev.=1.07
5 4 3 2 1
45.6% 31.6% 158% 5.3% 1.8%
1.5 H H -
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree : I : Definitely disagree AN
@ md=4
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
. 39% 37.3% 16.9% 5.1% 1.7%
'® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree °_'°_| —T : Definitely disagree n=so
module @ av=a.
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
42.6% 393% 9.8% 8.2% 0%
1.7 o fi ; ; -
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree e 6
module v md=4'
dev.=0.92
5 4 3 2 1
02.04.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Physics (Fields and Waves), SEF006

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Physics (Fields and Waves) (SEF006)
No. of responses = 58 (64.44%

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
(8] tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
49.1% 42.1% 7% 1.8% 0%
1.1) . _
The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree 2\/5_74 39
@ md=4
dev.=0.7
5 4 3 2 1
o . . 17.5% 333% 33.3% 123%  3.5%
'? The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — Sy L T Definiely disagree n=s7
been made clear in advance ' ' ' vy
dev.=1.04
5 4 3 2 1
: . 18.5% 27.8% 31.5% 185%  3.7%
3 | have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree S S T S E— Defintely disagree g1 M=% 0
module ' ! ' 5 md=3
dev.=1.11
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 25% 33.9% 26.8% 125% 18%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree , : ; Definitely disagree g 138,
my studies on the module ' v ' o et
dev.=1.05
5 4 3 2 1
. 36.8% 50.9% 10.5% 1.8% 0%
* The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree —— 1y Definitely disagree n=st .
J 1 av.=4.
! @ md=4
dev.=0.71
5 4 3 2 1
. 50.9% 32.7% 12.7% 3.6% 0%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree X N —T Definitely disagree NS a1
module 1 '] @ mi=5
dev.=0.84
5 4 3 2 1
. o . . 33.9% 51.8% 12.5% 0% 1.8%
' Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree S| S B— : Definitely disagree n=56
L ) | av.=4.16
module ay
dev.=0.78
5 4 3 2 1
02.04.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Physics (Electricity and Atomic Physics), SEF007

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Physics (Electricity and Atomic Physics) (SEF007)
No. of responses = 56 (50%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

12! Mean is within the range of
(8 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

=

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
48.1% 404% 7.7% 3.8% 0%
1.1) . _
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;5:24 33
@ md=4
dev.=0.79
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 33.3% 314% 235% 7.8%  3.9%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree 3 T - Definitely disagree n=s1
been made clear in advance ' ' ' et
dev.=1.11
5 4 3 2 1
. . 275% 37.3% 21.6% 13.7% 0%
¥ I have been given adequate feedback durlng the Definitely agree .0 l0 .o - ) Definitely disagree g n=5_‘|3 78
module f T 1 = avss
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
. - ) . 34.7% 38.8% 184% 61% 2%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree Definiely disagree g "4, o
my studies on the module o et
dev.=0.99
5 4 3 2 1
. . 34.6% 50% 13.5% 0% 1.9%
' The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree N Definitely disagree n=52
F 1 av.=4.
! @ md=4
dev.=0.8
5 4 3 2 1
. 471% 31.4% 17.6% 3.9% 0%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree Ty - - Definitely disagree n=51
, ) i av.=4.22
module @ md=4
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
. e . . 43.1% 41.2% 9.8% 5.9% 0%
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree T — Definitely disaaree n=51
y ag [ } | Y disag av.=4.22
module md=4
dev.=0.86
5 4 3 2 1
02.04.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Discrete Mathematics [Foundation], SEF015

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Discrete Mathematics [Foundatlon] (SEF015)
No. of responses = 47 (41.969

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
(8] tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
511% 28.9% 15.6% 4.4% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree 2;4:54 27
@ md=5
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 44.4% 267% 13.3% 13.3%  2.2%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree —r— — = Definitely disagree n=d5
been made clear in advance ’ ' o
dev.=1.16
5 4 3 2 1
39.1% 34.8% 10.9% 10.9% 4.3%
1.3) f ; _
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : , Defintely disagree g1 =48 oo
module 5 md=4
dev.=1.16
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 42.2% 33.3% 13.3% 8.9% 22%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ; Definitely disagree n=45 .
my studies on the module ' @ v
dev.=1.07
5 4 3 2 1
61.4% 20.5% 18.2% 0% 0%
15 . _
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree : N : Definitely disagree 254:2 s
@ md=5
dev.=0.79
5 4 3 2 1
16) . 41.9% 20.9% 27.9% 4.7% 4.7% ~
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree \ i : Definitely disagree  [g] D-3 o
module 5 ma=a
dev.=1.15
5 4 3 2 1
48.8% 30.2% 16.3% 4.7% 0%
1.7 iofi : H =
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree =43 23
module v @ iea’
dev.=0.9
5 4 3 2 1
02.04.2013 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Science and Engineering Foundation Programme, Business Management, SEF028

Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Business Management (SEF028)
No. of responses = 34 (70.83%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
455% 36.4% 121% 6.1% 0%
1.1) f _
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;3::1 21
@ md=4
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
_ . . 26.7%  40%  23.3% 6.7%  3.3%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree =1 A - Defintely disagree  1g] "=
been made clear in advance ’ v ' i
dev.=1.03
5 4 3 2 1
31%  37.9% 207% 6.9%  3.4%

1.3) H H —
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 1] 123, g
module ! isj md=4

dev.=1.06
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 33.3% 533% 133% 0% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree - Definitely disagree n=30
my studies on the module J @ vica
dev.=0.66
5 4 3 2 1
. . 321% 50% 14.3% 0% 3.6%
' The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Definitely disagree n=2
av.=4.
@ md=4
dev.=0.9
5 4 3 2 1
25.9% 40.7% 14.8% 18.5% 0%

1.6) H —
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;2!3 74
module 1 s

dev.=1.06
5 4 3 2 1
39.3% 32.1% 25% 0% 3.6%

1.7) o ; ; _
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : : Definitely disagree n=28 oa
module @ md=4

dev.=1
5 4 3 2 1
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Science and Engineering Foundation Programme

Communication in Science and Technology (SEF030)
No. of responses = 47 (82.46%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Survey Results

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
Left pole i i
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Right pole

University of London

n=No. of responses

av.=Mean

md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention

B

Quality index

Description of quality symbol

Mean value is below the

quality guideline.

81 tolerance for the quality
guideline.

fe] Mean is within the range of
5

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
60.5% 25.6% 9.3% 0% 4.7%
1.1) . _

The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;4::1 37
md=5
dev.=1

5 4 3 2 1
. . . . 41.5% 39% 12.2%  2.4% 4.9%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T T - Definitely disagree n=41 .

been made clear in advance ' ' s
dev.=1.04

5 4 3 2 1
68.2% 227% 45% 23% 2.3%
1.3) H H =

| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 , Definitely disagree =44

module ! md=5
dev.=0.88

5 4 3 2 1
. - ) . 59.5% 23.8% 119% 48% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : 7 ; Definitely disagree n=4z
my studies on the module i L s
dev.=0.88
5 4 3 2 1
55% 32.5% 12.5% 0% 0%
1.5 H H —

) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree K- Definitely disagree 2;4:91 "
md=5
dev.=0.71

5 4 3 2 1
. 58.7% 21.7% 13% 4.3% 2.2%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree T s s Definitely disagree n=45 _
module F 1 ! av=d.
dev.=1.01
5 4 3 2 1
545% 29.5% 11.4% 4.5% 0%
1.7 ofi : ; .

) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree s

module ! md=5
dev.=0.86

5 4 3 2 1
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Science and Engineering Foundation Programme
Diversity and Ecology gSEF033) \GQ_‘:'! Queen Mary
No. of responses = 32 (60.38%) University of London

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median
. 25% 0% 50% 0%  25% ~
Question text Left pole : : Right pole g;ﬁ?\)/.l:;r:esponses
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Scale Histogram 8
Quality index
Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the fe] Mean is within the range of Mean value is within the
quality guideline. (8 tolerance for the quality quality guideline.
guideline.
1. Rate this module
29% 58.1% 12.9% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree |_'JL| Definitely disagree 2;3:14 16
@ md=4
dev.=0.64
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 27.6% 58.6% 10.3% 3.4% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree - i - — T Definitely disagree n=29
been made clear in advance @ s
dev.=0.72
5 4 3 2 1
97% 516% 29% 65%  32%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 1] "> g
module ! isj md=4

dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
65% 38.7% 38.7% 129% 3.2%
14 . - . . -
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;3;3 I
my studies on the module v 5 md=3
dev.=0.91
5 4 3 2 1
29% 64.5% 6.5% 0% 0%
1.5) H H -
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree P Definitely disagree 2;3!4 -
@ md=4
dev.=0.56
5 4 3 2 1

16) . 36.7% 36.7% 26.7% 0% 0%

| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree Definitely disagree e
module —f— @ av=a.

dev.=0.8
5 4 3 2 1
22.6% 41.9% 35.5% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree Y Definitely disagree  [g] 1oob o7
module {s) md=4

dev.=0.76
5 4 3 2 1
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