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Ablative Therapy (CANM905)
No. of responses = 9 (64.29%)

Legend
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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Mean value is within the
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Biological Therapies (CANM907)
No. of responses = 8 (26.67%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Cancer Prevention and Screening (CANM912)
No. of responses = 17 (43.59%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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25.04.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

Barts Cancer Institute
 

Drug Development (CANM906)
No. of responses = 11 (37.93%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Genomic Approaches to Human Diseases (CANM920)
No. of responses = 21 (50%)

Legend
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Molecular Diagnostics and Therapeutics (CANM921)
No. of responses = 19 (43.18%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Molecular Pathology of Solid Tumours (CANM924)
No. of responses = 10 (52.63%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Barts Cancer Institute, Molecular Targeted Therapies and Immunotherapy for Blood Cancers, CANM935
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Molecular Targeted Therapies and Immunotherapy for Blood Cancers (CANM935)
No. of responses = 11 (61.11%)

Legend
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Paediatric and Adolescent Oncology (CANM911)
No. of responses = 10 (38.46%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Site Specific Tumour Treatment (CANM904)
No. of responses = 6 (42.86%)
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