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Topic Lecturer Number of
| participants

Faculty of  Risk management  PhD Julinda Keci,

12.12.2017 tthnlcaI system: Tools ar?d Epoka Umv?r.sny, 26
sciences, Techniques of Risk  Faculty of civil
UNS management engineering
Faculty of  Risk Assist. dr. Edisa Nukic,
21.12.2017 tthnlcaI Communlcatlon | University in Tuzla 57
sciences, and Risk Perception
UNS
Faculty of Methods Prof. Frank Markert,
technical supporting fire risk  Technical University
11.01.2018 sciences, assessment and of Denmark, Denmark 28
UNS management
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According to the Quality Assurance and Monitoring Manual, majority of
project activities and all previously organised events are evaluated by
qguestionnaires.

Dear Guest Lecture,

Thank you for attending this event. In our effort to improve the organisation and the impact of these events
we invite you to complete the following questionnaire.

We appreciate your valuable contribution and we thank you in advance!

Please circle the appropriate number right from every statement, so that it depicts your agreement with
that statement, where:

1 means — | disagree strongly;

3 means — | neither agree or disagree
5 means — | agree strongly

Co-funded by the
Erasmus+ Programme
of the European Union




Questionnaire for lecturers L \ — y |

The content of lecture is relevant to the field DRM&FSE

The discussions were relevant for the participants

| enjoyed the cooperation and interaction with the other participants
The participants had relevant knowledge in this field

The goal of the event has been achieved

The overall organisation was professional

The methods of working were suitable for the topics and for the
participants

8. The event time management and length were appropriate

9. The venue and facilities were appropriate

10. My expectations about this event were met or exceeded

11. The goal of the event has been achieved

_A2i~How would you generally mark this event
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STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THE EVENT

A. Please illustrate any strengths of the event and contributions or activities:

a. ﬁzm;m/’m@mw Jnlewds '
b. A9 %facac:e:f %MW Ao BAL Lol

C.

B. Please indicate how you think the ‘event could have been improved:
a.
b.
c.

C. Any further comments (recommendations for future topics in this field, for better organization)?

RECOMMENDATION:
To ask the responders to write more clear !
@-
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EVALUATION ON y |

PARTICIPANTS
Topic Lecturer Number of
participants
Faculty of  Risk Assessment Ing. Katarina Holla,
05.12.2017 tthnlcaI and.Treatment in P_h_D, University of 29
sciences, Accidents Zilina, Faculty of
UNS prevention Security Engineering
6
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PARTICIPANTS

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Enterprise Risk Assoc. Prof. Katarina
technical Management for Buganova, PhD,
07.12.2017 sciences, Business Resilience  University of Zilina, 26
UNS Faculty of Security
Engineering
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Evaluation results per question, for meeting 2
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PARTICIPANTS

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of Financial Resilience to Hazards Dr. Elona Pojani,

technical and Climate Finance: A University of
14.12.2017 sciences, comprehensive approach of Tirana, 28
UNS tools and methods for disaster Department of
risk finance Finance

Evaluation results per question, for meeting 3
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PARTICIPANTS

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Risk management  PhD Julinda Keci,

12.12.2017 tthnlcaI system: Tools ar?d Epoka Umvc.er.5|ty, 26
sciences, Techniques of Risk  Faculty of civil
UNS management engineering

Evaluation results per question, for meeting 4
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PARTICIPANTS

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants
Faculty of  Risk Assist. dr. Edisa Nukic,
21.12.2017 tthnlcaI Communlcatlon | University in Tuzla 27
sciences, and Risk Perception
UNS

Evaluation results per question, for meeting 5
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PARTICIPANTS

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants
Faculty of Methods Prof. Frank Markert,
11.01.2018 tthnlcaI supporting fire risk  Technical University )8
sciences, assessment and of Denmark, Denmark
UNS management

Evaluation results per question, for meeting 6
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PARTICIPANTS

Summary for the first questionnaire

Evaluation results per question, for all 6 meetings
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4. The participants had relevant knowledge in this field
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PARTICIPANTS

Summary for the first questionnaire

Evaluation results per meeting, for all questions

6.00
5.00
4.00
3.00
2.00
1.00
0.00

Frank Markert

Katarina Holla
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Average grade
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Questionnaire for evaluation ‘l

of the visiting lecturer

1.
2.
3.
4.

The content of lecture is relevant to the field DRM&FSE

The structure of the lecture is relevant

The lecture was interactive and interesting

The activities during the lectures provided enough practical information
and answers

Level of difficulty and the complexity of teaching was adequate

The lecture is well prepared and organized

| am satisfied with the dynamics and duration of the lecture

The lecture has met my expectations

| believe that students will be able to use in practice what they have
learned

. How would you generally mark the lecture

How would you generally mark this lecturer

Co-funded by the
Erasmus+ Programme
of the European Union




Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

____Obezbediti vise informacija pre predavanja
____Balje definisati ciljeve predavanja
___Smanjiti obim

___Povecati ovim

____Pobolj3ati arganizaciju

____Produziti vreme trajanja

____ Skratiti vreme trajanja

B. Predlozi tema iz ove oblasti koje bi bilo interesantno €uti u okviru gostujuéih predavanja:
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Risk Assessment Ing. Katarina Holla,
technical and Treatment in PhD, University of
05.12.2017 ) | ! v 22
sciences, Accidents Zilina, Faculty of
UNS prevention Security Engineering
5.20
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4.80 Evaluation results for visiting professor, 05.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Enterprise Risk Assoc. Prof. Katarina
technical Management for Buganova, PhD,
07.12.2017 sciences, Business Resilience  University of Zilina, 26
UNS Faculty of Security
Engineering
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of Financial Resilience to Hazards Dr. Elona Pojani,

technical and Climate Finance: A University of
14.12.2017 sciences, comprehensive approach of Tirana, 28
UNS tools and methods for disaster Department of
risk finance Finance

Evaluation results for visiting professor, 14.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Risk management  PhD Julinda Keci,

12.12.2017 tthnlcaI system: Tools ar?d Epoka Unlvc.er.5|ty, 26
sciences, Techniqgues of Risk  Faculty of civil
UNS management engineering
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Evaluation results for visiting professor, 12.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation
of the visiting lecturer

Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of  Risk Assist. dr. Edisa Nukic,
21.12.2017 tef:hnlcal Communlcatlon | University in Tuzla 27
sciences, and Risk Perception
UNS
5.02 Evaluation results for visiting professor, 21.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation

of the visiting lecturer
Topic Lecturer Number of
participants

Faculty of Methods Prof. Frank Markert,
11.01.2018 tthnlcaI supporting fire risk  Technical University )3
sciences, assessment and of Denmark, Denmark
UNS management
5.02

Evaluation results for visiting professor, 11.01.2018
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EVALUATION ON ( ),
VISITING LECTURERS

Summary for the second questionnaire

Evaluation results for visiting professors

B
o
S

4. The activities during the lectures provided enough practical
information and answers

Average grade

3.00 8. The lecture has met my expectations
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Number of question
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EVALUATION ON ( ),
VISITING LECTURERS

Summary for the second questionnaire

5.10
5.00
4.90
4.80
4.70
@ 4.60
4.50
4.40
4.30
4.20
4.10

grade

Averag

Evaluation results for visiting professor, per meeting

Meeting
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Questionnaire for evaluation N
of the material -

The lectured material was interesting

The material was intellectually challenging

The lectured material was very difficult

The material fulfilled my expectations

The lecture was overeating and hard

The presentation was interesting

| am satisfied with the dynamics and duration of the lecture
| will be able to use in practice what | have learned

- L

Generally | will mark the lecture with grade....

10. Generally | mark the lecturer with grade....
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the visiting lecturer

A. Najvise mise dopalo....... (navesti temu/oblast iz predavanja koja Vam je najinteresantnija):

a.
b.
C.

B. Najmanje mise dopalo....... (navesti temu/oblast iz predavanja koja Vam je najinteresantnija):

C. Komentar/preporuka?
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 05.12.2017

6.00 3. The lectured material was very difficult

5.00 5. The lecture was overeatin hard
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 07.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 14.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 12.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 21.12.2017
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Questionnaire for evaluation l
of the material

Evaluation results for lectures, 11.01.2018
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Questionnaire for evaluation
of the material

Summary for the second questionnaire

Evaluation results for lectures
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Average grade
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EVALUATION ON ( ),
LECTURE MATERIAL

Summary for the second questionnaire

Evaluation results for lectures, per meeting
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Thank you for your attention!

Contact: prof. PhD Meri Cvetkovska
Faculty of Civil Engineering, UKIM, Macedonia
E-mail: cvetkovska@gf.ukim.edu.mk
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