
Biological and Chemical Sciences, Coding for Scientists, BIO723P

22.03.2017 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

Biological and Chemical Sciences
 

Coding for Scientists (BIO723P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 12 (92.31%)
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Ecosystem Structure & Functioning   (BIO737P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 18 (94.74%)
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Fungal Taxonomy and Diversity (BIO743P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 11 (55%)

Legend
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Genome Bioinformatics (BIO721P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 11 (84.62%)

Legend
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Plant Taxonomy and Diversity (BIO741P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 12 (60%)
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Post-Genomic Bioinformatics (BIO725P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 11 (100%)
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Quantitative Techniques for Surveying and Monitoring in Ecology (BIO795P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 6 (85.71%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Research Frontiers in Evolutionary Biology (BIO731P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 30 (90.91%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Mean value is within the
quality guideline.
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Science Into Policy & Management (BIO739P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 13 (72.22%)
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
quality guideline.
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I have received sufficient advice and support with
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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
contribution to this module
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1.8)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=13

av.=3.85
md=4
dev.=0.55

7.7%
1

5

69.2%
9

4

23.1%
3

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



Biological and Chemical Sciences, Statistics & Bioinformatics, BIO781P

22.03.2017 EvaSys evaluation Page 1

Biological and Chemical Sciences
 

Statistics & Bioinformatics (BIO781P)
2016-17 SEM 1
No. of responses = 43 (84.31%)
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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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