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— ) v/ _main points some some correct |, feasonable . fair some /some correct /  good | Yeasonable J-1— :
prioritized, all time used ? - o 'l ; 2 \va V " T —  inconclusive or too long
3 all relevant points many many correct fair e%icienl 3 good many correct some aspects efficient | fair —_—
Z . : — i t or show
NOTES: ' ) ) +improvement . new crucial +improvement g L5 ceeply Reonecte
4 practically all points  practically all | suggestions very good alltimeused |4 polntis) W Egeition: overall efficient very good deep misconceptions
REVIEWER Start from 1 and add/subtract
p
- Pl 7 - - 3 —
L)+ (D 2(2])-(0]-(7]
QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS | ANSWERS TO JURY
— i i discussion correct own
0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant :Z:::r::::\adt::; pros & cons ‘prlnritisation e;;z::::m pros &cons  prioritisation evalustion opinions POINTED OUT QUESTION_S
— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points o - i - { - -1 irrelevant p —— cencise and correct or
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Rodriguez Sanchez, Javier
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