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Corporate Finance Law (QLLP057)
No. of responses = 11 (100%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Digital Intellectual Property Law (QLLP005)
No. of responses = 9 (81.82%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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English Contract Law (QLLP059)
No. of responses = 8 (61.54%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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EU and US Design Law (QLLP050A)
No. of responses = 9 (100%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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Insurance Law (QLLP051)
No. of responses = 7 (87.5%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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International Banking Law (QLLP055)
No. of responses = 6 (75%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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International Commercial Arbitration(Applicable Laws and Procedures) (QLLP037)
No. of responses = 10 (83.33%)
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International Commercial Arbitration(Regulation and Infrastructure) (QLLP038)
No. of responses = 10 (111.11%)

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 module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=4.9
md=5
dev.=0.32

90%
9

5

10%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

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

1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.78
md=5
dev.=0.44

77.8%
7

5

22.2%
2

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I have been given adequate feedback during the
module

1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
10

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

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

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
10

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
10

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=4.9
md=5
dev.=0.32

90%
9

5

10%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=10

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
10

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



LLM Paris, International Commercial Arbitration (Skills and Advocacy), QLLP033

28.07.2015 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

LLM Paris
 

International Commercial Arbitration (Skills and Advocacy) (QLLP033)
No. of responses = 9 (60%)

Survey ResultsSurvey Results
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International Commercial Litigation (QLLP011A)
No. of responses = 8 (114.29%)
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International Insolvency and Debt Restructuring (QLLP035)
No. of responses = 7 (87.5%)
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Licensing Intellectual Property (QLLP014)
No. of responses = 8 (100%)
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