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Behavioural Economics (ECN374) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 16 (%)
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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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Business Cycles (ECN346) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 34 (%)
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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

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=32
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Corporate Finance 2 (ECN372) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 102 (%)
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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

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=100
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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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1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=97

av.=4.57
md=5
dev.=0.61

61.9%
60

5

34%
33

4

3.1%
3

3

1%
1

2

0%
0

1

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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to this module
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Economics of Technology & Innovation (ECN344) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 90 (%)
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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

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=88
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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to this module
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Futures & Options (ECN358) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 73 (%)

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)
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I have received sufficient advice and support with
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1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=70

av.=3.94
md=4
dev.=0.83

28.6%
20

5

40%
28

4

28.6%
20

3

2.9%
2

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Labour Economics (ECN356) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 68 (%)
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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

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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to this module
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Political Economy (ECN375) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 20 (%)

Legend
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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

The module is well taught1.1)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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Public Economics (ECN352) Sem 2 2016-17 ()
Seminar Leader: 
No. of responses = 41 (%)
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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

The module is well taught1.1)
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to this module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=41

av.=3.8
md=4
dev.=0.87

19.5%
8

5

51.2%
21

4

19.5%
8

3

9.8%
4

2

0%
0

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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17.5%
7

5

42.5%
17

4

32.5%
13

3

5%
2

2

2.5%
1

1
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