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Critical Thinking and Writing for Public Administration SBM pgt (EAL7851)
No. of responses = 8 (80%)
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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
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Critical Thinking for SPIR (EAL7821) ()
No. of responses = 13 (%)

Legend
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.
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tolerance for the quality
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Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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I had access to good learning resources for the
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CTWL: Literacy Development (EAL4791) ()
No. of responses = 208 (%)

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

Mean is within the range of
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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dev.=0.74
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I have received sufficient advice and support with
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1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=186

av.=4.45
md=5
dev.=0.69

55.9%
104

5

32.8%
61

4

11.3%
21

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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to this module
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Effective Presentation Skills (EAL4650) ()
No. of responses = 12 (%)

Legend
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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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)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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I had access to good learning resources for the
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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to this module
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English in Social Settings 1 (EAL3671) ()
No. of responses = 27 (%)

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

Mean is within the range of
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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I have received sufficient advice and support with
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.4)
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I had access to good learning resources for the
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English Pronunciation skills (EAL4680) ()
No. of responses = 6 (%)

Legend
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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Mean is within the range of
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Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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Expand your Vocabulary in English (EAL4720) ()
No. of responses = 13 (%)
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Mean is within the range of
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Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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my studies on the module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.4)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Grammar in Context 1 (EAL4731) ()
No. of responses = 18 (%)
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Principles of Academic Writing 1 (EAL4621) ()
No. of responses = 41 (%)

Legend
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Proofreading and Editing Skills (EAL4740) ()
No. of responses = 7 (%)
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