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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
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dev.=0.96
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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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md=4
dev.=1
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5

36%
32

4
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1

The library resources (e.g. books, online services)
have supported my learning well 
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21.7%
18

5

37.3%
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4
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3
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5

2

3.6%
3

1

The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution to this module
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dev.=0.78

40.7%
35
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44.2%
38

4

14%
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3

0%
0

2

1.2%
1

1

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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