
your name

midterm projects
evaluation

how this works

important notes!

1 | Fill-out the appropriate page of this writable PDF evaluation 
form after each student presents. Don’t forget to give the 
student/group a unique ranking from 1 - 8 (1 is best).  

2 | Save the PDF often.

3 | Turn-in the completed PDF to Canvas. (Before you turn-in, 
please close and re-open the PDF to make sure that all your 
comments and evaluations have been correctly saved.)

a Be thoughtful and honest in your evaluations. Your goal is 
not to make people feel good, but to give each student feedback 
that will help them improve their work. Be kind, but tell them 
the truth. b View all presentations before you give students 
their final ranking (at the very bottom of each evaluation 
form). c You’re probably wondering, do you evaluate your own 
work? Yes! 

IF PDF OPENS IN BROWSER WINDOW, DOWNLOAD IT.
YOU MUST USE ADOBE ACROBAT TO FILL-OUT THIS FORM.



midterm projects
evaluation sam anderson

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation brooke hester

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

nicole higdon

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects 
evaluation

group
priyanka jain

bella kendrena
emily vasquez

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation vanessa martinez

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation katelyn meinershagen

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation kayla nguyen

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking



midterm projects
evaluation theo pologeorgis

 completely     mostly marginally  not at alldid student achieve stated
objectives for each project?

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of work?

strengths

weaknesses

 excellent      very good  good  not good  badquality of presentation?

strengths

weaknesses

rank work from 1 to 8 
(1 is best) – no two students 

can have same ranking
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