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Care of the Unconscious Patient (WHR7012)
No. of responses = 9 (90%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.
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Clinical Study Design (WHRM903)
No. of responses = 19 (95%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
ab.=Abstention
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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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module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Drug Discovery and Pre-Clinical Research and Development (WHRM901)
No. of responses = 15 (88.24%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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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
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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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Endocrinology: Core Knowledge and Key Skills (WHR7101)
No. of responses = 8 (50%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
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md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
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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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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Forensic Pathology    (WHRM925)
No. of responses = 21 (84%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Health and Pharmaco-Economics (WHRM909)
No. of responses = 17 (73.91%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Hypothalamus and Pituitary (WHR7102)
No. of responses = 8 (50%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Legal and Ethical Issues Relevant to Forensic Medicine and Science (WHRM930)
No. of responses = 20 (80%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Pathophysiological Basis of Critical Illness (WHR7010)
No. of responses = 9 (90%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Supportive Care for Failing Organ Function (WHR7011)
No. of responses = 8 (80%)
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Thyroid (WHR7103)
No. of responses = 8 (50%)

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=8

av.=4.5
md=4.5
dev.=0.53

50%
4

5

50%
4

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=8

av.=4.88
md=5
dev.=0.35

87.5%
7

5

12.5%
1

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=7

av.=4.14
md=5
dev.=1.07

57.1%
4

5

0%
0

4

42.9%
3

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=8

av.=4.63
md=5
dev.=0.74

75%
6

5

12.5%
1

4

12.5%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=8

av.=4.38
md=4.5
dev.=0.74

50%
4

5

37.5%
3

4

12.5%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I had access to good learning resources for the
module

1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=8

av.=4.5
md=5
dev.=0.76

62.5%
5

5

25%
2

4

12.5%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=8

av.=4.25
md=4
dev.=0.71

37.5%
3

5

50%
4

4

12.5%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



William Harvey Research Institute, Toxicology: from Molecules to Man, WHRM902

19.01.2016 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

William Harvey Research Institute
 

Toxicology: from Molecules to Man (WHRM902)
No. of responses = 16 (94.12%)
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