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Injuries and Medical Problems in Sport (WHR6020)
No. of responses = 23 (71.88%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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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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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.5)
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module
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to this module

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=23

av.=3.74
md=4
dev.=0.96

17.4%
4

5

52.2%
12

4

21.7%
5

3

4.3%
1

2

4.3%
1

1

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Literature Reviewing (WHR6026)
No. of responses = 24 (75%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole

n=No. of responses
av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
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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
module
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Molecular Medicine (WHR6001)
No. of responses = 7 (116.67%)

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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Molecular Therapeutics (WHR6002)
No. of responses = 11 (68.75%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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av.=Mean
md=Median
dev.=Std. Dev.
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tolerance for the quality
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Mean value is within the
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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Research Methods in Sports and Exercise Medicine (WHR6023)
No. of responses = 22 (68.75%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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