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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
Economics (IFP6007)
No. of responses = 23 (85.19%)
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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
English Language and Study Skills (IFP6000)
No. of responses = 30 (66.67%)

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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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
International Politics 1 (IFP6001)
No. of responses = 7 (77.78%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
Introduction to Business and Management (IFP6009)
No. of responses = 16 (94.12%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
Research Methods in Finance and Economics (IFP6013)
No. of responses = 18 (66.67%)
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School of Languages, Linguistics and Film
Research Methods in HSS (IFP6011)
No. of responses = 11 (61.11%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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