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Barts Cancer Institute
Basic Pathology (CANM915/OS)
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 9 (45%)
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Barts Cancer Institute
Cancer Biology (CANM902/OS)
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 17 (25.76%)
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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Barts Cancer Institute
Cancer Pharmacology (CANM903/OS)
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 25 (53.19%)
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Barts Cancer Institute
Pathology of Cancer (CANM909/OS) 
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 12 (27.27%)
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Barts Cancer Institute
Research Lab Skills (CANM938/OS) 
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 30 (73.17%)
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Barts Cancer Institute
Research Methods (CANM937/OS)
2016-17 SEM 1
 No. of responses = 44 (63.77%)
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