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Gender and Politics (POL361)
No. of responses = 32 (41.03%)

Legend
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
quality guideline.

Mean is within the range of
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guideline.

Mean value is within the
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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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have supported my learning well 
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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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Latin American Politics (POL369)
No. of responses = 22 (27.85%)

Legend
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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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have supported my learning well 
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Nationalism and Ethnicity in International Relations (POL371)
No. of responses = 38 (50%)

Legend
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module

The module is well taught1.1)
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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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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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

1.10)
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Political Violence and Liberal Modernity (POL383)
No. of responses = 36 (56.25%)

Legend
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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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have supported my learning well 
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1.8)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=36

av.=4.28
md=4.5
dev.=0.94

50%
18

5

36.1%
13

4

8.3%
3

3

2.8%
1

2

2.8%
1

1

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

1.9)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=34

av.=4
md=4
dev.=0.95

41.2%
14

5

20.6%
7

4

35.3%
12

3

2.9%
1

2

0%
0

1



School of Politics and International Relations, Political Violence and Liberal Modernity, POL383

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 2

Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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The European Union (POL386)
No. of responses = 22 (44%)

Legend
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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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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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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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
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The International Politics of Africa: Independent Research (POL391)
No. of responses = 9 (52.94%)

Legend
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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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have supported my learning well 
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learning well
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module

1.10)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=9

av.=4.22
md=4
dev.=0.83

44.4%
4

5

33.3%
3

4

22.2%
2

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1



School of Politics and International Relations, The Political Life of Security Methods, POL389

01.05.2018 EvaSys Evaluation Page 1

School of Politics and International Relations
 

The Political Life of Security Methods (POL389)
No. of responses = 29 (54.72%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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The module is well organised and runs smoothly1.3)
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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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