QMUL Reports, Performance Texts (DRA107),

Legend

Performance Texts (DRA107)

No. of responses = 31

Question text

Relative Frequencies of answers

Left pole

Survey Results

Scale

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

\a_@_s’ Queen Mary

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
67.7% 29% 3.2% 0% 0%
1.1) : -
The module is well taUght Definitely agree |JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;3:14 65
@ md=5
dev.=0.55
5 4 3 2 1
. . , 484% 38.7% 129% 0% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definiely agree I —T - Definitely disagree n=31
been made clear in advance v @ o a
dev.=0.71
5 4 3 2 1
1%  226% 65% 0% 0%
1.3) H H —
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree v Definitely disagree 2;3;4 o5
module | @ md=5
dev.=0.61
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 645% 29% 65% 0% 0%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree 5 11 Definitely disagree =31
my studies on the module VT @ v
dev.=0.62
5 4 3 2 1
61.3% 355% 3.2% 0% 0%
1.5 H H —
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree A Definitely disagree g;3=14 s
@ md=5
dev.=0.56
5 4 3 2 1
51.6% 41.9% 6.5% 0% 0%
1.6) H —
I had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree . Definitely disagree N3 s
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.62
5 4 3 2 1
64.5% 29% 6.5% 0% 0%
1.7 Taf H H —
' Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree - Definitely disagree N3 s
module v @ md=5"
dev.=0.62
5 4 3 2 1
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QMUL Reports, London/Culture/Performance (DRA109),

London/Culture/Performance (DRA109) \@ Queen Mar

No. of responses = 79

Survey Results

Leg e n d Relative Frequencies of answers ~ Std. Dev. Mean Median

Question text Left pole

25% 0% 50% 0% 25%

University of London

n=No. of responses

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
60.8% 32.9% 5.1% 1.3% 0%
1.1) : _

The module is well taUght Definitely agree I = 1 Definitely disagree 2;7:% 53
md=5
dev.=0.66

5 4 3 2 1
I . . 39.2%  43% 17.7% 0% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree ——y T T - Definitely disagree n=19

been made clear in advance v v
dev.=0.73

5 4 3 2 1
48.7% 34.6% 16.7% 0% 0%
1.3) H : -

| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree P Definitely disagree 8

module v md=4
dev.=0.75

5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 48.1%  38% 114% 13%  1.3%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree T2V Definitely disagree n=79
my studies on the module T vica
dev.=0.82
5 4 3 2 1
50% 44.9% 5.1% 0% 0%
1.5 H H -

) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree — Definitely disagree 2;731 45
md=4.5
dev.=0.6

5 4 3 2 1
50.6% 38% 11.4% 0% 0%
1.6) H —

| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree 1 Definitely disagree =70 a9

module ! md=5
dev.=0.69

5 4 3 2 1
51.3% 29.5% 14.1% 3.8% 1.3%
1.7 o fi : H -

) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree : 1 : Definitely disagree =78 6

module ! md=5
dev.=0.93

5 4 3 2 1
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QMUL Reports, Making Theatre Work (DRA110),

Legend

Making Theatre Work (DRA110)

No. of responses = 94

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
785% 19.4% 1.1% 1.1% 0%
1.1) : _
The module is well taUght Definitely agree |JL|_| Definitely disagree 2;92:1 75
@ md=5
dev.=0.52
5 4 3 2 1
. . . 47.3% 39.8% 11.8% 11% 0%
2 The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree p I T A I R Definitely disagree n=93
been made clear in advance v @ =g’
dev.=0.73
5 4 3 2 1
57% 323% 75% 32% 0%
1.3) H : -
| have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree 2 Definitely disagree =9 s
module ! @ md=5
dev.=0.77
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 54.8% 355% 86% 1.1% 0%
9| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree ¥ 1 [, Definitely disagree n=93
my studies on the module i @ s
dev.=0.7
5 4 3 2 1
62.4% 32.3% 4.3% 1.1% 0%
1.5 H H -
) The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree Lk Definitely disagree g;éﬁ -
@ md=5
dev.=0.63
5 4 3 2 1
58.1% 31.2% 8.6% 2.2% 0%
1.6) H -
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree 2;954 45
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.74
5 4 3 2 1
65.2% 228% 7.6% 3.3% 1.1%
1.7 o fi : ; _
) Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree \ 1 : Definitely disagree =92 8
module ' @ md=5
dev.=0.86
5 4 3 2 1
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QMUL Reports, Languages of the Body (DRA112) ,

Legend

Languages of the Body (DRA112) \‘@, Queen Mary

Survey Results

No. of responses = 46

University of London

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
244% 40% 222% 11.1% 2.2%
1.1) : -
The module is well taught Definitely agree } } . Definitely disagree  [g] 2;4:53 73
is] md=4
= dev.=1.03
5 4 3 2 1
o . . 22% 42.2% 356% 13.3%  6.7%
'? The criteria used in marking on the module have Definitely agree — T T Defintely disagree g1 "4
been made clear in advance ' v ' 5
dev.=0.94
5 4 3 2 1
. . 22% 422% 378% 11.1% 6.7%
¥ | have been given adequate feedback during the Definitely agree — T - Definitely disagree  [a] 1o 3 5o
module ’ ' ' o 4
dev.=0.93
5 4 3 2 1
. - . . 17.4% 30.4% 34.8% 13%  4.3%
| have received sufficient advice and support with Definitely agree : 1 ; Defintely disagree g 149, .
my studies on the module ' ' ' R
dev.=1.07
5 4 3 2 1
174% 32.6% 21.7% 17.4% 10.9%
1.5) H H —
The module is well organised and runs smoothly Definitely agree \ T Definitely disagree  rg] n=4g
(® md=3.5
= dev.=1.26
5 4 3 2 1
1.6) . 15.2% 435% 152% 15.2% 10.9%
| had access to good learning resources for the Definitely agree N 1 ; Definitely disagree  [g] ”=4_63 37
module ' ! ' s mid
dev.=1.24
5 4 3 2 1
. e . . 17.4% 26.1% 30.4% 13% 13%
' Overall | am satisfied with the quality of the Definitely agree — Ty . Defintely disagree [g1 145,
module ' ' ' 5 md=3
dev.=1.26
5 4 3 2 1
14.02.2014 EvaSys evaluation Page 1
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