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Approaches to Political Economy (POLM059)
No. of responses = 19 (67.86%)
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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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accordance with the stated deadlines

1.5)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=19

av.=5
md=5
dev.=0

100%
19

5

0%
0

4

0%
0

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

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 

1.7)
Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=19

av.=4.58
md=5
dev.=0.61

63.2%
12

5

31.6%
6

4

5.3%
1

3

0%
0

2

0%
0

1

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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Contemporary World Politics: Theories, Concepts, Themes (Paris) (POLM976)
No. of responses = 15 (83.33%)

Legend
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1. Rate this module1. Rate this module
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Definitely disagreeDefinitely agree n=15

av.=4.33
md=5
dev.=0.98

60%
9

5

20%
3

4

13.3%
2

3

6.7%
1

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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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,
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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Contemporary World Politics: Theories, Concepts, Themes (POLM024)
No. of responses = 26 (65%)

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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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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International Public Policy: Concepts and Practice (POLM050)
No. of responses = 23 (79.31%)

Legend
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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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Feedback on my work has been returned 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
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Introduction to Social Science 1: Epistemology, Research Design, and Qualitative
Methods (POLM082)
No. of responses = 12 (60%)

Legend
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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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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Themes and Cases in US Foreign Policy (Paris) (POLM975)
No. of responses = 15 (83.33%)
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Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the
module
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Themes and Cases in US Foreign Policy (POLM040)
No. of responses = 15 (83.33%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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The module is intellectually stimulating1.2)
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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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The use of QMplus has made an appropriate
contribution to this module 
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Module-specific resources (e.g. equipment,
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learning well
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Theories of Policy Making Process (POLM001)
No. of responses = 24 (75%)

Legend
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Relative Frequencies of answers
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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
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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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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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