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	UNIVERSITA’ DEGLI STUDI DI PAVIA




Pavia, ………………..

EVALUATION FORM
Title of the Course……………………………………………………………………
Role of participant 

Lecturer / instructor □



PhD student □

PhD program in ……………………………………………………………………………

Date course…………………………………………..…..

1)  Organization of the course:

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...

2) General quality of the lectures.

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...

3) General quality of the scientific training :

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...

4) Was there adequate discussion after each presentation, at the end of each 

     session, during the scientific training?

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… …………………………………………...
5) Did the Course fulfill your expectations?

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...
6) How did you learn about the Course?

□  From letters and/or programs posted in your Institute
□ From collegues 

□ From Internet (Specify web or email)…………………………………………………………………
□ Other (Specify) ……………………………………………………………………………………......

7) Was there






     Yes

No


-   Sufficient information available about the Course?
                   □

  □



-   Enough time for informal discussion with other participants?          □

  □


-   Opportunity for formal discussion with lecturers?

       □

  □


-   Possibility to meet others in your field?


       □

  □

Please specify at point no. 13 any problem you may have had about these issues

8) Duration of the Course:

Right □

too long □

too short □

should be □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...
9) Location and accommodation of the Course:

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...
10) Quality of facilities (lectures hall, slide projection, other visual aids):

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………...
11) Give your overall evaluation of the Course:

excellent □

good □

adequate □
 poor □

unsatisfactory □

Comments:………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….………………………………………………………………………………………………………….………………………………………………………………………………………………………….
12) If this Course were to be repeated what changes or improvements would you suggest?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
13) We would appreciate any additional comments or suggestions:

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
 Only for PhD students: specific evaluation: lectures
	Speakers’ name
	CONTENTS RELEVANCE

Defic.  Suff.  Eye-opener
	FORM 
RELEVANCE     

Defic .  Suff.  Eye-opener
	Overall

Rating

1 (worst)-10 (best)
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