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2UVOALKN a&loAoynon — ANMMZ - Mduog 2024

[. PRIOR TO ENTERING THE PROGRAM

The written and oral entrance exam served its purpose to indicate your background |0 copy
knowledge in specific areas of study and your academic potential. [1=unsatisfactory,
2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]

6 responses

5 (83.3%)

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1(16.7%) 0 (0%)

O1 poitTpies (83,3%) Bewpnoav OTI 01 YPATITEG ECETATEIG KAl N GUVEVTEUEN avTavakAoUuaav
o€ JeydAo BaBuéd TG akadnuaikéG duvatoTNTEG TOUG Kal To UTTORaBPS Toug. MpéTTel va
OoNMEIWBEI OTI TTAPOAO TTOU OI POITNTEG KAl OI YOITATPIES (01 UTTOWHPIOI KOI Ol UTTOWNPIEG)
YEVIKWG £XOUV apvnTIKA OTACN ATTEVAVTI OTIG €CETACEIG, N OTACHN TTOU KATAYPAPNKE OTO
EPWTNPATOAGYIO VIO TIG CUYKEKPIUEVES ECETAOEIG ATAV BETIKN WG TTOAU BETIKN.




II. THE PROGRAM OF STUDIES

Did the way the curriculum was organized meet the aims and objectives of the program?
[1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]

6 responses

6

5 (83.3%)

0 ((i%) 1(16.7%) 0 ((i%) 0 (?%)
0
1 2 3 4
Was the knowledge you acquired in your undergraduate studies sufficient for coping IO copy

with the postgraduate program? [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement,
3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]

6 responses

1 (16.7%)

H mAgiovoTnTa Twv QoITNTPIWY (83,3%) Bewpnoe 6T TO TTPOYPAUUA AVTATTOKPIBNKE 0TOUG
0TOXO0UG TOU — aAAG pe TTepIBwpIa aAlAaywy Kal BeATiwong. O1 TTPOTTTUXIAKEG OTTOUDEG
BewpnBnkav (yia 10 66.6%) ETTAPKEIG WG UTTOBOWN YIA TIG JETATITUXIOKES TOUG GTTOUDEG —
EKQPACTNKAV, OPWG, KAl AVTIPPRAOEIG WG TTPOG TO TTAPATTAVW.



Were the types of courses offered adequately specialized, up-to-date, stimulating, opening up
possibilities for future research or professional ad...ovement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]

6 responses

6

5 (83.3%)

0 (0%) 1(16.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)

1 2 3 4

H mAgioyneia Twv @oitntpiwy (83,3%) Bewpnoav 6T T JaBAUATA ATAV ETTAPKWG
€CEIDIKEUMEVA, EVNUEPWUEVA KAl ONUIOUPYOUCOV EUKAIPIEC VIO TTEPAITEPW EPEUVNTIKN I
eTTayyeANATIKA €EENIEN — UTTAPEE, OUWG, Kal avTiBeTn dtmown.

Please identify course practices which you found particularly satisfactory or not and specify
the reasons for your choice

QG KaAEG TTPOKTIKEG avapEpBNKav

. N TTANBWPA TWV YVWOTIKWY AVTIKEINEVWV

. n MpakTIKA oTn peta@pacn Tpog/ améd 1N Pwaikn
o T OUPTTOOIA KAl TO OUVEDPIA

° Ol Epyacieg OTa TTEPICCOTEPA PaBpaTa

Q¢ N IKAVOTTOINTIKEG TTPAKTIKEG avapEpBnKkav

° N TTEPIOPICHEVN EUPACT) OTA VEQ JETAPPACTIKA EpYaAEia

° N éAEIYN NAEKTPOVIKAG pNXavoypdenong (TT.X. EAAEIPN NAEKTPOVIKWY BaBuoAoyiwv)
° N TTEPIOPICUEVN TTPAKTIKI



Identify and evaluate the extra-curricular events (lectures, symposia, conferences) you
attended

o Translation symposiums, lectures on Pragmatics, guest lectures in Russian literature
and translation, and seminars in Linguistics

o All the extra-curricular activities

o Postgraduate Symposium, Translation, Education and Pragmatics

. Guest lectures

Evaluate the extent to which the following objectives were achieved in the program.

a. Comprehensiveness of theoretical frameworks [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement,
3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]

6 responses

6

5 (83.3%)

0 ([i%) 1(16.7%) 0 (cf%) 0 (?%)

0

1 2 3 4



b. Specialized focus on applications of theories, methodologies [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs

improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6
5 (83.3%)
4
2
0 (0%) 1(16.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 | | |
1 2 3 4

c. Interdisciplinary learning and research [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory,

4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6
5 (83.3%)
4
2
0 (0%) 1(16.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 | | |
1 2 3 4



d. Promotion of ariginal research and critical thinking [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement,

3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

4

4 (66.7%)

1(16.7%)
0 ((i%) 0 (Ci%)

1 2 3

H mAgioyneia Twv @oitntpiwy (TTavw attd 80% o€ OAEG TIG TTEPITITWOEIG) Bewpnaoav OTl
uTTAPEE N KaTAAANAN €uacn og BEuarta Bewpiag, epeuvnTIKAG PeBodOAOYIaC, TTPWTOTUTING
£PEUVAG KAl KPITIKNG OKEWNG.



Which of the following student assessment techniques did you find most useful?

a. Presentations (if applicable) [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very

good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6
5 (83.3%)
4
2
0 (0%) 1(16.7%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I I
1 2 3 4

b. Tests (if applicable) [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good,

5=excellent]
4 responses

3
2
1
0(0%) 0 (0%) 0(0%)
0 | | |
1 3 4



c. Weekly assignments/readings [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs impravement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very

good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6
5 (83.3%)
4
2
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
o | | |
1 2 3

d. Translation projects [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good,

5=excellent]
6 responses

4
3
2
1
1 (16.7%) 1 (16.7%)
0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I

1 2 3



e. Final exam (if applicable) [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good,

5=excellent]
5 responses

4

4 (80%)

1(20%)
0 ((i%) 0 ((i%) 0 (Cli%)

1 2 3 4

H mTAcloyn@ia Twv @oirnTpiwy (TTavw atmd 75% o€ OAEG TIG TTEPITITWOEIG) Bewpnoav TIg
TEXVIKEG AGIOAOYNONG XPOIMEG.



Evaluate the DISSERTATION process

a. Availability of your supervisor [ 1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very

good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6

6 (100%)
4
2
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I I I
1 2 3 4

b. Supervisor's guidance in helping you identify the goals and scope of your research. Supervisor's

guidance in helping you find relevant bibliography ...rovement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6

4
2
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I I I
1 2 3 4

10



c. Usefulness of supervisor's feedback [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory,

4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6 (100%)
4
2
0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I I I
1 2 3 4

d. Timeliness of supervisor's feedback [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement, 3=satisfactory,

4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6
5 (83.3%)
4
2
0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
0 I I I
1 2 3

11



How would you evaluate the administrative support of the Program [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs

improvement, 3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

3
3 (50%)

1(16.7%)

0 ((i%) 0 (0|%)

1 2

H mTAcloyn@ia Twv @oirnTpiwy (TTavw atmd 80% o€ OAEG TIG TTEPITITWOEIG) Bewpnoav OTI N
d1adikaagia TNG dITTAWMATIKAG Epyaciag ATAv ETTITUXAG O OAEG TIG OYEIG TNG.

12



Rate the OVERALL QUALITY of the program [1=unsatisfactory, 2=needs improvement,

3=satisfactory, 4=very good, 5=excellent]
6 responses

6

5 (83.3%)

0 ({i%) 0 (?%) 1(16.7%) 0 (?%)
0

1 2 3 4

H mTAcioyneia Twv @oirnTpiwy (83,3%) ékpive To NMMZ BeTIKG 0TO OUVOAS TOU.

Suggest specific steps that might be taken to improve the program

o Additional workshops focused on translation skills
o Contact with companies, new translation tools, practice in localization
o Further digitalization in terms of provision of the grades

13



