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Art, Cultural Values and Ethics (QLLM403)
No. of responses = 10 (62.5%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Art and Money (QLLM404)
No. of responses = 13 (81.25%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Art Disputes and Their Resolution (QLLM406)
No. of responses = 16 (88.89%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Commercial Conflicts of Laws (QLLM396)
No. of responses = 30 (50%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Company Law 2 (QLLM439)
No. of responses = 18 (28.57%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Comparative Competition Law (QLLM462)
No. of responses = 15 (68.18%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Comparative Copyright Law (QLLM330)
No. of responses = 19 (86.36%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Comparative Criminal Justice (QLLM312)
No. of responses = 12 (50%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Competition Enforcement: From Investigation to Sanctions (QLLM306)
No. of responses = 9 (69.23%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Competition IP and Innovation (QLLM414)
No. of responses = 15 (93.75%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Compliance in Global Markets (QLLM310)
No. of responses = 9 (75%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Corporate Governance and Responsibility in Finance (QLLM375)
No. of responses = 33 (78.57%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=33

av.=4.15
md=4
dev.=0.87

36.4%
12

5

51.5%
17

4

3%
1

3

9.1%
3

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, Criminal Justice and Surveillance Technologies, QLLM313

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

Centre for Commercial Law Studies
 

Criminal Justice and Surveillance Technologies (QLLM313)
No. of responses = 25 (73.53%)
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learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Cybercrime:  International Co-operation and Digital Investigations (QLLM352)
No. of responses = 16 (48.48%)

Legend
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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)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=15

av.=4.13
md=4
dev.=0.64
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The criteria used in marking have been clear in
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accordance with the stated deadlines
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Design and Intellectual Property: EU and US (QLLM337)
No. of responses = 18 (85.71%)
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guideline.

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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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The criteria used in marking have been clear in
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Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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E-Commerce Regulation (QLLM413)
No. of responses = 39 (54.17%)
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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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dev.=0.41

79.5%
31

5

20.5%
8

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The criteria used in marking have been clear in
advance
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Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Energy Law: Development, Decommissioning and Waste Management (QLLM435)
No. of responses = 20 (64.52%)
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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 intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=20

av.=4.25
md=4
dev.=0.85

45%
9

5

40%
8

4

10%
2

3

5%
1

2

0%
0

1

The criteria used in marking have been clear in
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Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
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to this module
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Energy Law: Renewable and Nuclear (QLLM379)
No. of responses = 35 (62.5%)

Legend
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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=35

av.=3.94
md=4
dev.=1.08

37.1%
13

5

34.3%
12

4

17.1%
6

3

8.6%
3

2

2.9%
1

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=35

av.=4.03
md=4
dev.=1.07

40%
14

5

37.1%
13

4

11.4%
4

3

8.6%
3

2

2.9%
1

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Enforcement of International Criminal Law (QLLM476)
No. of responses = 6 (23.08%)
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tolerance for the quality
guideline.
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=6

av.=4.5
md=4.5
dev.=0.55

50%
3

5

50%
3

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Entrepreneurship Law Clinic (QLLM407)
No. of responses = 10 (83.33%)
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EU Corporate Tax Law (QLLM431)
No. of responses = 18 (81.82%)
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module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=3.82
md=4
dev.=1.13

23.5%
4

5

58.8%
10

4

0%
0

3

11.8%
2

2

5.9%
1

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, EU Criminal Law, QLLM101

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

Centre for Commercial Law Studies
 

EU Criminal Law (QLLM101)
No. of responses = 8 (61.54%)
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European and International Telecommunications Law (QLLM409)
No. of responses = 6 (100%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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European Union Human Rights Law (QLLM327)
No. of responses = 11 (91.67%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Financial Distress and Debt Restructuring (QLLM369)
No. of responses = 55 (67.07%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Global Intellectual Property: Technology and Policy (QLLM341)
No. of responses = 18 (51.43%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Information Security and the Law (QLLM354)
No. of responses = 22 (91.67%)
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Information Technology Transactions (QLLM329)
No. of responses = 33 (86.84%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Insurance Regulation (QLLM139)
No. of responses = 15 (71.43%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Intellectual Property and Fashion: Business and Law (QLLM336)
No. of responses = 17 (51.52%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Intellectual Property in the United States (IPLM048)
No. of responses = 1 (33.33%)

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)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
1

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The criteria used in marking have been clear in
advance

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=3
md=3
dev.=0

0%
0

5

0%
0

4

100%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines

1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module

1.8)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=3
md=3
dev.=0

0%
0

5

0%
0

4

100%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well

1.9)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=1

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
1

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, Intellectual Property in the United States, IPLM048

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 2

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Intellectual Property Taxation (QLLM162)
No. of responses = 17 (51.52%)

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)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=4.18
md=4
dev.=0.81

35.3%
6

5

52.9%
9

4

5.9%
1

3

5.9%
1

2

0%
0

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=4.12
md=4
dev.=0.7

29.4%
5

5

52.9%
9

4

17.6%
3

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=4.06
md=4
dev.=1.09

41.2%
7

5

35.3%
6

4

17.6%
3

3

0%
0

2

5.9%
1

1

The criteria used in marking have been clear in
advance

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=3.82
md=4
dev.=1.01

23.5%
4

5

47.1%
8

4

23.5%
4

3

0%
0

2

5.9%
1

1

Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines

1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=16

av.=3.63
md=3.5
dev.=0.72

12.5%
2

5

37.5%
6

4

50%
8

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=17

av.=3.53
md=3
dev.=0.72

11.8%
2

5

29.4%
5

4

58.8%
10

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Interactive Entertainment Law: Contracts and Regulation (QLLM343)
No. of responses = 10 (55.56%)
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International Arbitration and Energy (QLLM153)
No. of responses = 51 (52.58%)
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International Arbitration Law and Practice II: Selected Issues (QLLM394)
No. of responses = 58 (64.44%)
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International Environmental Law 2 (QLLM446)
No. of responses = 11 (78.57%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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International Human Rights Law 2 (QLLM479)
No. of responses = 13 (72.22%)
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International Law and Indigenous Peoples (QLLM168)
No. of responses = 12 (85.71%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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International Law of Patents and Related Rights (QLLM333)
No. of responses = 45 (64.29%)
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International Merger Control 2 (QLLM466)
No. of responses = 8 (47.06%)
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International Migration Law (QLLM177)
No. of responses = 9 (52.94%)
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International Regulation and Governance of Energy (QLLM154)
No. of responses = 17 (70.83%)
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International Tax Law: Advanced Topics (QLLM425)
No. of responses = 43 (82.69%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Investment Arbitration: Substantive Protection (QLLM398)
No. of responses = 30 (71.43%)
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IP and Business: Advanced Topics (QLLM416)
No. of responses = 62 (69.66%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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IP and the Creative Industries 2 (QLLM418)
No. of responses = 35 (61.4%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Law and Economics II (CCLE003)
No. of responses = 17 (77.27%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Law and Finance in Practice (ECCL023)
No. of responses = 9 (81.82%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Law of Economic Crime 2 (QLLM437)
No. of responses = 12 (36.36%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Legal Aspects of Financing Development (QLLM365)
No. of responses = 16 (40%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Marine Insurance Law (QLLG001)
No. of responses = 6 (66.67%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Marine Insurance Law (QLLM300)
No. of responses = 27 (75%)
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Mean value is within the
quality guideline.

1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Maritime Arbitration (QLLG003)
No. of responses = 1 (10%)

Legend
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Maritime Arbitration (QLLM301)
No. of responses = 39 (75%)
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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have supported my learning well 
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1.9)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=39

av.=4.31
md=5
dev.=0.83

51.3%
20

5

30.8%
12

4

15.4%
6

3

2.6%
1

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, Maritime Arbitration, QLLM301

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 2

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Media Regulation & Media Law (QLLM411)
No. of responses = 13 (100%)
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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have supported my learning well 
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Mental Health Law: The Mental Health Act (QLLM456)
No. of responses = 5 (41.67%)
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Mergers & Acquisitions (M&As) (CCLD373)
No. of responses = 7 (46.67%)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Mergers & Acquisitions (M&As) (QLLM373)
No. of responses = 110 (57.59%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Migration, Security and Human Rights (QLLM174)
No. of responses = 14 (28.57%)

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.
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Mining and Natural Resources (QLLM304)
No. of responses = 8 (47.06%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Music Industry Contracts (QLLM348)
No. of responses = 27 (84.38%)
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Negotiation Theory and Practice (QLLM151)
No. of responses = 21 (100%)
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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New Medical Technologies and the Law 2 (QLLM458)
No. of responses = 5 (45.45%)

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)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=4

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0

0%
0

5

100%
4

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=5

av.=4.6
md=5
dev.=0.89

80%
4

5

0%
0

4

20%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=5

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0.71

20%
1

5

60%
3

4

20%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The criteria used in marking have been clear in
advance

1.4)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=5

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0.71

20%
1

5

60%
3

4

20%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Feedback on my work has been returned in
accordance with the stated deadlines

1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=5

av.=4.6
md=5
dev.=0.55

60%
3

5

40%
2

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

I have received helpful comments on my work1.6)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=4

av.=4.25
md=4.5
dev.=0.96

50%
2

5

25%
1

4

25%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=4

av.=3.75
md=3.5
dev.=0.96

25%
1

5

25%
1

4

50%
2

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution
to this module

1.8)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=5

av.=4.4
md=5
dev.=0.89

60%
3

5

20%
1

4

20%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
facilities, software, collections) have supported my
learning well

1.9)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=4

av.=3.75
md=3.5
dev.=0.96

25%
1

5

25%
1

4

50%
2

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, New Medical Technologies and the Law 2, QLLM458

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 2

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Patent and Design in China (QLLM390)
No. of responses = 7 (77.78%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Regulation of International Investment and Public Policy (QLLM188)
No. of responses = 24 (68.57%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Reinsurance Law (QLLM142)
No. of responses = 14 (87.5%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Securities Regulation (QLLM378)
No. of responses = 28 (70%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=28

av.=3.82
md=4
dev.=0.94

28.6%
8

5

32.1%
9

4

32.1%
9

3

7.1%
2

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, State Crime, QLLM323

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

Centre for Commercial Law Studies
 

State Crime (QLLM323)
No. of responses = 31 (60.78%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The Business of Film (QLLM345)
No. of responses = 15 (68.18%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=14

av.=3.29
md=3
dev.=1.14

21.4%
3

5

14.3%
2

4

35.7%
5

3

28.6%
4

2

0%
0

1



Centre for Commercial Law Studies, The Law of Geographical Indications (GIs), QLLM347

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

Centre for Commercial Law Studies
 

The Law of Geographical Indications (GIs) (QLLM347)
No. of responses = 8 (80%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The Law of Registered Trade Marks (QLLM339)
No. of responses = 29 (54.72%)
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The Regulation of Health Systems in the UK (QLLM320)
No. of responses = 6 (85.71%)
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Topics in Medical Jurisprudence (QLLM454)
No. of responses = 4 (25%)
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Trade, Climate Change and Energy: EU and International Perspectives (QLLM388)
No. of responses = 6 (50%)
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Trade Mark Law and Practice B (IPLC011)
No. of responses = 43 (2150%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Transnational Law and Governance in Practice (QLLM315)
No. of responses = 15 (93.75%)
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Transnational Problems in Commercial Contracts (QLLS002)
No. of responses = 1 (33.33%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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UK Taxation of Corporate Finance (QLLM428)
No. of responses = 6 (100%)
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UK Taxation of Savings and Wealth (QLLM432)
No. of responses = 21 (95.45%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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US International Taxation Advanced Topics (QLLM430)
No. of responses = 13 (92.86%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Wet Shipping Law: Collisions, and Other Incidents at Sea (QLLM303)
No. of responses = 14 (73.68%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Wet Shipping Law: Collisions and Other Incidents at Sea (QLLG002)
No. of responses = 7 (70%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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WTO Law: Trade Remedies and Regulatory Issues (QLLM371)
No. of responses = 23 (65.71%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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