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Evaluation Sheet 
GROUP LEADERS: WRITE NAMES USING BLOCK LETTERS.


WRITE STUDENTS' NAMES ON LINE, CIRCLE POINTS FOR EACH CATEGORY, GIVE TOTAL.
1. ROBERTA SCATRAGLI Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total = 5
 
Comment: I think that Roberta’s report is perfect. She is always able to grasp all the details and all the subtleties and explain them in a adequately way. 
 
2. SILVIA DE ANGELIS Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total = 5
 
Comment: According to me Silvia explained the entire report in a good way. She said everything of the meeting, of the conversation and of the intent. It is well-done. 
 
3. SILVIA EVANGELISTA Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total = 4 
Comment: I think that Silvia’s report is good enough but not in the last part because there is confusion between premises and conclusion, there is not an epistemological conclusion and there is not fluency. But she interacted in a clear way with the American students who really understood her intent. 
 

4. CREMASCHINI VANESSA Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total =4 
Comment: I think that my assignment is also good enough but I did not ask any question to the American students because of my embarrassment, because we did the interview in a hurry way and because only two students heard my story since in that moment the other people went away. On the other hand I understood, through their body language and their “paint the situation in less dramatic colours” with the replacement of Bombolo, that they understood my intent, also if my story has not a mysterious and not “captabile” intent.

5. AHMED EL GAZZAR  Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total = 4
 
Comment:  After much explanation because of his absences, Ahmed was able to do a good work, I think that there is the report in its entirety and a good epistemological comment at the end. Only a small defect of intonation, more hesitations and no-voice characterization.
 
6. _________________________ Form = 0 1          Content = 0 1      0 1      0 1      0 1          Total = __
 
Comment: _______________________________________________________________________
 
________________________________________________________________________________
 
Group Leader's signature VANESSA CREMACHINI
