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Adult Gastro-Intestinal Diseases: Luminal Diseases (ICMM935)
No. of responses = 7 (63.64%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Biomaterials in regenerative medicine (ICM7143)
No. of responses = 9 (75%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

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

25%
25

5

0%
0

4

50%
50

3

0%
0

2

25%
25

1

Absolute Frequencies of answers
Relative Frequencies of answers

Std. Dev. Mean Median

Scale Histogram

Quality index

Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
tolerance for the quality
guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module1. Rate this moduleRate this moduleRate this moduleRate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.22
md=5
dev.=1.3

55.6%
5

5

33.3%
3

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

11.1%
1

1

The criteria used in marking on the module have
been made clear in advance

1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.22
md=5
dev.=1.09

55.6%
5

5

22.2%
2

4

11.1%
1

3

11.1%
1

2

0%
0

1

I have been given adequate feedback during the
module

1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.22
md=5
dev.=1.3

55.6%
5

5

33.3%
3

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

11.1%
1

1

I have received sufficient advice and support with
my studies on the module

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.11
md=4
dev.=0.93

33.3%
3

5

55.6%
5

4

0%
0

3

11.1%
1

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.33
md=5
dev.=1

55.6%
5

5

33.3%
3

4

0%
0

3

11.1%
1

2

0%
0

1

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4
md=4
dev.=1.22

33.3%
3

5

55.6%
5

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

11.1%
1

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.33
md=5
dev.=1

55.6%
5

5

33.3%
3

4

0%
0

3

11.1%
1

2

0%
0

1



Blizard Institute, Brain and Spinal Cord Injury, ICM7053

10.07.2015 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

Blizard Institute
 

Brain and Spinal Cord Injury (ICM7053)
No. of responses = 15 (26.32%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
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Fracture Biology (ICM7055)
No. of responses = 9 (15.79%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
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Globalisation and Contemporary Medical Ethics (ICM7108)
No. of responses = 8 (17.78%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Globalisation and Health Systems (ICM7121)
No. of responses = 12 (26.67%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Human Rights and Public Health (ICM7111)
No. of responses = 8 (17.78%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Induced pluripotent stem cells and genome engineering (ICM7145)
No. of responses = 6 (50%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Legend
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Migration, Culture and Advanced Social Determinants of Health (ICM7120)
No. of responses = 12 (28.57%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Neurogastroenterology: Advanced Functional Gastro-Intestinal Diseases (ICMM936)
No. of responses = 6 (54.55%)
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Public health, international law and governance (ICM7118)
No. of responses = 11 (24.44%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Tissue-specific stem cells (ICM7144)
No. of responses = 7 (58.33%)
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Torso Trauma (ICM7052)
No. of responses = 25 (51.02%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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