Economics and Finance, Corporate Strategy, ECN302

Economics and Finance
Corporate Strategy (ECN302)

No. of responses = 4

Legend

(57.33%)

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
23.8% 524% 16.7% 4.8% 2.4%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree Definitely disagree  [g] 2;423 9
s md=4
= dev.=0.91
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 256% 43.6% 20.5% 7.7%  2.6%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree S 7 R - Definitely disagree n=39
been made clear in advance ' ' ' et
dev.=1
ab.=4
5 4 3 2 1
24.4% 36.6% 341% 24% 24%

1.3) H : =
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 11 M4 1o
module ! isj md=4

dev.=0.94
ab.=2
5 4 3 2 1
25.6% 32.6% 349% 47%  2.3%
14 . - . . -
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;433 -
my studies on the module v 5 mded
dev.=0.98
5 4 3 2 1
30.2% 32.6% 326% 23% 2.3%
1.5) H =
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ I : Definitely disagree  g] 2;4:% o
iaj md=4
= dev.=0.97
5 4 3 2 1
® | had access to good learning resources for the L n=42
Definitely agree y Definitely disagree iy
module l @ amvd=2 05
dev.=0.88
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
27.5% 37.5% 27.5% 5% 2.5%

1.7) o fi ; ; .
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ I : Definitely disagree  [g] o3 g3
module 5] md=4

ev.
ab.=3
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Topics in Econometrics, ECN322

Economics and Finance h
Topics in Econometrics (ECN322) \&Qﬁl Queen Mal’y

No. of responses = 15 (83.33"2) 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 g; 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 J
73.3% 26.7% 0% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree |JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;1:54 73
@ md=5
dev.=0.46
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 85.7% 74% 74% 0% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Defintely agree Xy | — - Definitely disagree n=14
been made clear in advance ' @ =5
dev.=0.58
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
80% 20% 0% 0% 0%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree T Definitely disagree n=18
module Q md=5

dev.=0.41
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 71.4% 214% 74% 0% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ¥ 1 Definitely disagree n=14
my studies on the module = E s
dev.=0.63
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
85.7% 14.3% 0% 0% 0%
1.5) H H -
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree T Definitely disagree 251:2 o
@ md=5
dev.=0.36
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
. 64.3% 28.6% 7.1% 0% 0%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree A A - - - Definitely disagree Ayl
module o @ av=4.
dev.=0.65
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
78.6% 14.3% 7.1% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi : ; -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree T Definitely disagree 1
module @ md=5

dev.=0.61
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1

21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Applied Econometrics, ECN336

Economics and Finance

Applied Econometrics (ECN336)
No. of responses = 21 (77.78%)

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
55% 40% 0% 5% 0%

1.1) . _

The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree 2;2:% 45
md=5
dev.=0.76
ab.=1

5 4 3 2 1
I . . 40%  35%  10%  15% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T — T —T Definitely disagree n=20
been made clear in advance ' ' Siea
dev.=1.08
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
50%  45% 0% 5% 0%

1.3) ; : _
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree - Definitely disagree =2
module md=4'5

dev.=0.75
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 60% 30% 5% 5% 0%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ~ L Definitely disagree =20 .
my studies on the module L s
dev.=0.83
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
. . 55% 40% 0% 5% 0%
¥ The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree ¥ 11 Definitely disagree =20 .
f 1 av.=4.;

' md=5
dev.=0.76
ab.=1

5 4 3 2 1
. 65% 25% 5% 5% 0%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree T > . . Definitely disagree n=20 _
module L v
dev.=0.83
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
50% 45% 0% 5% 0%

1.7) of . : _
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree - Definitely disagree =20 4
module md=4.5

dev.=0.75
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Environmental Economics, ECN351

Economics and Finance

Environmental Economics (ECN351)
No. of responses = 51 (67.11%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

University of London

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25% No. of
; n=No. of responses
I | Right pole av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

B

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
43.1% 353% 11.8% 3.9% 5.9%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree I f Definitely disagree 2;5:14 06
@ md=4
dev.=1.12
5 4 3 2 1
I . . 31.4% 255% 23.5% 13.7%  5.9%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree - T Definitely disagree n=s1
been made clear in advance ' ' ' img
dev.=1.23
5 4 3 2 1
184% 38.8% 265% 122% 4.1%

1.3) H : =
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree 1 : Definitely disagree 11 1749
module v 15 md=d

dev.=1.06
ab.=2
5 4 3 2 1
235% 35.3% 29.4% 59% 5.9%
14 . - . . _
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;5;3 o
my studies on the module v 5 md=d
dev.=1.09
5 4 3 2 1
37.3% 373% 11.8% 9.8% 3.9%

1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ : Definitely disagree  g] 2;5=13 o
iaj md=4
= dev.=1.12

5 4 3 2 1
29.4% 333% 255% 7.8% 3.9%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;5:13 76
module U 8 av.os.

i
dev.=1.09
5 4 3 2 1
33.3% 31.4% 235% 59% 59%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree  g] 1-o0
module T 8 av.=s.

L]
dev.=1.15
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Macroeconomic Policy, ECN355

Economics and Finance

Macroeconomic Pollcy (ECN355)
No. of responses = 23 (56.19

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
I | Right pole
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

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

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

guideline.
1. Rate this module
39.1% 47.8% 13% 0% 0%

1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree f = 1 Definitely disagree 2;2::1 26
@ md=4

dev.=0.69
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 435% 30.4% 21.7% 0%  4.3%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree T r — - Definitely disagree =23
been made clear in advance ' ' @ =g’
dev.=1.04
5 4 3 2 1
13%  304% 34.8% 21.7% 0%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : N , Defnitely disagree  fg1 T223 .
module T % av=y

dev.=0.98
5 4 3 2 1
26.1% 304% 34.8% 87% 0%
14 . - . . -
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;233 -
my studies on the module v 5 md=4
dev.=0.96
5 4 3 2 1
304% 43.5% 17.4% 8.7% 0%

1.5) H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ Definitely disagree  g] 2;233 o
iaj md=4
= dev.=0.93

5 4 3 2 1
. 43.5% 47.8% 4.3% 4.3% 0%
® | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree ¥ T - - Definitely disagree e
module T @ av=s.
dev.=0.76
5 4 3 2 1
30.4% 43.5% 21.7% 4.3% 0%

1.7) o fi ; ; -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree ¥ Definitely disagree n=2s
module md=4

dev.=0.85
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Advanced Microeconomics, ECN361

Economics and Finance

Advanced Microeconomics (ECN361)
No. of responses = 46 (75.41%)

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
87%  10.9% 0% 2.2% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree ,JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;.4:(1.83
@ md=5
dev.=0.53
5 4 3 2 1
80.4% 152% 22% 2.2% 0%
1.2) it ; ; -
The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree g Definitely disagree n=4
been made clear in advance @ md=5
dev.=0.61
5 4 3 2 1
62.2% 244% 13.3% 0% 0%

1.3) H : =
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree A Definitely disagree =45 o
module ! @ md=5

dev.=0.73
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
69.6% 28.3% 22% 0% 0%
14) . - . . _
I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree a Definitely disagree 2;41:64 -
my studies on the module @ md=5
dev.=0.52
5 4 3 2 1
826% 152% 2.2% 0% 0%
1.5) H H =
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree T Definitely disagree @ 2;4:‘1 .
md=5
dev.=0.45
5 4 3 2 1
63% 26.1% 4.3% 6.5% 0%

1.6) H =
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 23431 46
module ' @ md=5

dev.=0.86
5 4 3 2 1
73.9% 23.9% 2.2% 0% 0%

1.7) o fi : H .
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree A Definitely disagree N4 2
module @ md=5

dev.=0.5
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Health Economics, ECN369

Economics and Finance

o
Health Economics éECN369) \GQ_BI Queen Mary

No. of responses = 19 (65.52%) 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
73.7% 26.3% 0% 0% 0%
1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree |JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;1:% 74
md=5
dev.=0.45

5 4 3 2 1
I . . 526% 5.3% 21.1% 10.5% 10.5%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree N 1 — - Definitely disagree n=19
been made clear in advance ' ' ' =5
dev.=1.47
5 4 3 2 1
38.9% 222% 222% 16.7% 0%
1.3) H : -

| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree 1 : Definitely disagree =18

module v md=d’
dev.=1.15
ab.=1

5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 47.4% 26.3% 158% 0%  10.5%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree , ; Definitely disagree n=19
my studies on the module ' ' icd
dev.=1.29
5 4 3 2 1
68.4% 21.1% 10.5% 0% 0%
1.5 H H -

) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree e Definitely disagree 2;131 -
md=5
dev.=0.69

5 4 3 2 1
16) . 57.9% 421% 0% 0% 0% ~

| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree i Definitely disagree g;ﬂ 58

module md=5
dev.=0.51

5 4 3 2 1
57.9% 26.3% 5.3% 10.5% 0%
1.7 o fi : ; -

) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree =19 2

module ! md=5
dev.=1

5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Development Economics, ECN370

Economics and Finance

Development Economics (ECN370)

No. of responses = 35 (58.33%)

Legend

Question text

Survey Results

Relative Frequencies of answers

Std. Dev.

Mean Median

0% 50% 0% 25%

Left pole

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.

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

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module
571% 37.1% 0% 5.7% 0%
1.1) . _
The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree 2;3:54 6
@ md=5
dev.=0.78
5 4 3 2 1
o . : 514% 20%  20% 29%  5.7%
'? The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree R B - - Definiely disagree n=3s
been made clear in advance ' ' ' @ md=5
dev.=1.17
5 4 3 2 1
. . 28.6% 543% 11.4% 2.9% 2.9%
3 | have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree . . =T : Definitely disagree n=35
|_|;| av.=4.03
module @ ima
dev.=0.89
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 34.3% 457% 14.3% 29% 29%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ; Definitely disagree n=3 o
my studies on the module ' @ A
dev.=0.94
5 4 3 2 1
. 51.4% 40% 5.7% 0% 2.9%
% The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree i Definitely disagree n=3
f 1 av.=4.
! @ md=5
dev.=0.84
5 4 3 2 1
. 48.6% 34.3% 14.3% 0% 2.9%
% | had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree T T ) Definitely disagree n=3°
¥ ] 1 av.=4.26
module @ md=4
dev.=0.92
5 4 3 2 1
. o . . 42.9% 42.9% 8.6% 2.9% 2.9%
' Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree T : : Definitely disagree n=35
module ' ' ' @ md=4
dev.=0.93
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1



Economics and Finance, Corporate Finance 1, ECN371

Economics and Finance

Corporate Finance 1 (ECN371)
No. of responses = 67 (58.77%)

Legend

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

Scale

Std. Dev. Mean Median
25% 0% 50% 0% 25%
I | Right pole
5 4 3 2 1
Histogram

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
5

(8 tolerance for the quality

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

guideline.
1. Rate this module
36.4% 288% 19.7% 7.6% 7.6%

1.1) : -

The module is well taUght Definitely agree = 1 Definitely disagree  [g] 2;6:63 79
isj md=4
= dev.=1.23

ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 29.2% 30.8% 16.9% 16.9%  6.2%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree - S I A Definitely disagree  1g] "5
been made clear in advance ’ v ' i
dev.=1.25
ab.=2
5 4 3 2 1
31.8% 227% 318% 7.6% 6.1%

1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree 11 1256,
module ! isj md=4

dev.=1.18
ab.=1
5 4 3 2 1
34.3% 26.9% 284% 6%  4.5%
14 . - . . -
' I have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree  [g] 2;63:73 o1
my studies on the module v 5 md=4
dev.=1.12
5 4 3 2 1
358% 29.9% 17.9% 13.4% 3%

1.5) H H -

The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree N : Definitely disagree  g] g;fi:g 6
iaj md=4
= dev.=1.15

5 4 3 2 1
31.3% 37.3% 19.4% 3% 9%

1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree 1 . Definitely disagree  [g] 2;6:73 79
module U 8 av.os.

s
dev.=1.19
5 4 3 2 1
32.8% 32.8% 9% 19.4% 6%

1.7) o fi ; H -
Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : 1 , Definitely disagree  [g] 1o0% s
module ' e

dev.=1.28
5 4 3 2 1
21.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1
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