Sample 1: EVALUATION FORM  FOR THE GRADUATE PROJECT OF SUPERVISOR 
(Design project)
Student: 
  Code:


Name of project: 


	No
	Content
	Evaluation
	Score
	Score of supervisor

	
	
	Not good (1)
	Average (2)
	Good (3)
	Excellence(4)
	
	

	1
	Project report
	Description of project report did not follow the formal form and sections in the report were not consistency.
	Description of the project report followed the formal form but many errors: unclear headings, unstructured tables, figures, spelling, typing, etc.
	Description of the project report followed the formal form but the report still contains some errors.
	Description of the project report followed the formal form clear and logical format.
	2/10
	

	2
	Technical drawing
	Description of the drawings is not in standard format, inconsistency between drawings and explanations
	Description of the drawings is in standard form, but there are also many errors in lines, fonts, and mess.
	Description of the drawings is in standard format but with a few small errors, consistent with the description
	Description of the drawings is in standard format, clear, distribution of drawings reasonable, beautiful.
	2/10
	

	3
	Calculation 
	It cannot understand with uncertainty over 50% of calculated content that is suspected to plagiarize from the old project. 
	It cannot understand with uncertainty from 50% - 30% of calculated content and formulas


	Clearly understand all spreadsheets and formulas

	Understand and apply accurate calculation methods, compare and choose the best in the design.
	2/10
	

	4
	Diligence
	Absence of over 50% of  visits to supervisor  
	Absence of over 30 - 50% of  visits to supervisor  

	Absence of over 10-30% of  visits to supervisor  
	Full presence in visits of supervisor
	2/10
	

	5
	Awareness and learning attitudes
	Delaying the project report against with the supervisor requirement. 


	Delaying  the project report against with the supervisor requirement 
	Assiduous, active working but working progress is still to delay against with supervisor requirement.  . 
	Assiduous, active working and working progress is wright in time in according with supervisor assignment.
	2/10
	

	Conclusion:                     □ Reportable                            □ Unreported
	Total
	    /10
	/10



Ho Chi Minh City, date …..  Month ….. Year……..


Supervisor

(Signature)
Samole 2: EVALUATION GRADUATE PROJECT OF REVIEWER 
(Design project)
Student: 
  Code:


Graduate project: 


	No
	Content
	Evaluation
	Score
	Score reviewer 

	
	
	Not good (1)
	Average (2)
	Good (3)
	Excellence(4)
	
	

	1
	Project report
	Description of project report did not follow the formal form and sections in the report are not consistency.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form but many errors: unclear headings, unstructured tables, figures, spelling, typing, etc.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form but the report still contains some errors.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form, clear and logical format.
	2/10
	

	2
	Technical drawing 
	Description of the drawings is not in standard format, and is inconsistency between drawings and explanations
	Description of the drawings is in standard form, but there are also many errors in lines, fonts    and  mess.
	Description of the drawings is in standard format but with a few small errors, consistent with the description
	Description of the  drawings is in standard format, clear, distribution of drawings reasonable, beautiful.
	4/10
	

	3
	Quality of project 
	It cannot understand with uncertainty over 50% of calculated content that is suspected to plagiarize from the old project.
	It cannot understand with uncertainty from 50% - 30% of calculated content and formulas


	Clearly understand all spreadsheets and formulas

	Understanding and applying accurate calculation methods compare and choose the best in the design.
	4/10
	

	
	Total
	      /10
	/10



Ho Chi Minh City,  Date …..  Month ….. Year …….


Reviewer 

(Signature)

Sample 3: EVALUATION FORM FOR GRADUATE PROJECT OF REVIEW COUNCIL 

(Design project)

Student: 
  Code:


Name of project: 


	No
	Content
	Evaluation
	Score
	Score of council

	
	
	Not good(1)
	average (2)
	good (3)
	Excellence(4)
	
	

	1
	Present and pronounce clearly
	Voice of the presenter was small, not focused on pronunciation
	Presenter voice is not unclear, difficult to follow
	Presenter voice clearly, but too fast, hard to follow
	Presenters voice clearly, but not too fast, easy to follow
	1/10
	

	2
	Description
	Description  treatment  technology process is not accuracy  and not clear about the contents of the blueprint

	Description of treatment technology process is proper but not yet fluent, not fully presented content in the project
	Presenter shows  fluency, confidence, correct treatment  technology processing, full content in the project
	Presenter shows fluency, confidence, correct treatment  technology, complete and highlights in the project.
	1/10
	

	3
	Project report
	Description of project report does not follow the formal form and sections in the report were not consistency.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form but many errors: unclear headings, unstructured tables, figures, spelling, typing, etc.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form but the report still contains some errors.
	Description of the project report follows the formal form, clear and logic.
	1/10
	

	4
	Technical drawing
	Description of the drawings is not in standard format, inconsistency between drawings and explanations
	Description of the drawings is in standard form, but there are also many errors in lines, fonts    and mess.
	Description of the drawings is in standard format but with a few small errors, consistent with the description
	Description of the drawings is in standard format, clear, distribution of drawings reasonable, beautiful.
	2/10
	

	5
	Quality of the project
	It cannot understand with uncertainty over 50% of calculated content that is suspected to plagiarize from the old project.
	It cannot understand with uncertainty from 50% - 30% of calculated content and formulas


	Clearly understand all spreadsheets and formulas

	Understand and apply accurate calculation methods, compare and choose the best in the design..
	1/10
	

	6
	Ability to argue
	Cannot answer all questions.
	Answer is correctly about half of the questions.
	Answer the all questions with a certain degree of precision.
	Answer is correct and complete questions and having ability to develop the problem of questions.
	4/10
	

	
	Total
	      /10
	



Ho Chi Minh City, date …..  Month….. Year…….


Council member

(Signature)

Semester: 	Academic year:	


Supervisor:	











Semester: 	Academic year:	


Supervisor:	











Semester: 	Academic year:	


Supervisor:	














