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SIPUS – Strenghtening of Internationalisation Policies 
at Universities in Serbia 

 
Study visit 

University of Pecs, 20-23 April 2015 
 

Study Visit Evaluation 

Evaluation report by WUS Austria 

 

EVALUATION RESULTS 

Please note that due to rounding differences, some answers might not sum up to 100%. 

 

1. Please rate the following organisational issues: 

 Preparatory information 

 5 answers – Good (31%) 
11 answers – Excellent (69%) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 Organisation of the event 

 1 answer – Good (6%) 
14 answers – Excellent (87%) 
1 answer – No assessment (6%) 
 

 

 

 

 

 Content of the event 

 3 answers – Good (19%) 
12 answers – Excellent (75%) 
1 answer – No assessment (6%) 
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Venue and facilities 

 1 answers – Good (6%) 
14 answers – Excellent (87%) 
1 answer – No assessment (6%) 

 

 

 

 

 

 Refreshments and meals 

 7 answers – Good (44%) 
8 answers – Excellent (50%) 
1 answer – No assessment (6%) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Please indicate your agreement with the following statements: 

 The information I got will be of immediate use to me 

9 answers – Agree (56%) 
7 answers – Strongly Agree (44%) 

 

 This event covered to a very high extent the topics I have expected 

6 answers – Agree (37%) 
10 answers – Strongly agree (62%) 

 

 I enjoyed the cooperation and interaction with the other participants 

4 answers – Agree (25%) 
12 answers – Strongly agree (75%) 
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 My expectations about this event were met or exceeded 

6 answers - Agree (37%) 
10 answers – Strongly agree (62%) 

 

 The material distributed is useful and informative 

9 answers – Agree (56%) 
7 answers – Strongly agree (44%) 

 

 The discussions were relevant for the participants. 

5 answers – Agree (31%) 
11 answers – Strongly agree (69%) 

 

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

5 answers – Agree (31%) 
11 answers – Strongly agree (69%) 

 

 The time management was satisfactory. 

5 answers – Agree (31%) 
11 answers – Strongly agree (69%) 

 

2.1. What did you find most useful? 

 All the topics covered were most useful to me, especially the ones related to internationalisation strategy 
creation and services dealing with mobility. 

 Information about strategy for the internationalisation, student mobility and activities of the IRO at the 
University of Pecs. 

 Experiences of the staff of the University of Pecs. 

 Meeting people from other universities and hearing about their experiences and receiving advice from them. 
As a student I haven’t had the opportunity to have that sort of conversation. 

 Presentation about international strategy – Istvan Kovacs. 

 To see the level of internationalisation which is close to where Serbian universities are. 

 Even though it was not most useful for our organisation, the presentation about managing international 
relations at University of Pecs was very useful and informative and also motivating for participants from 
Serbia. Presentations about the student services were good and important for highlighting the importance of 
these aspects for internationalisation. 

 Material distributed and presentations. 
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 A lot of information that I have heard, nothing specific. 

 Presentation selected for internationalisation policy of University of Pecs. 

 Excellent presentations, very interesting content, good possibilities for future cooperation. 

 Presentations on national and university strategies and policies; Analysis of the HE impact on local economy 
and job creation, presentation of supporting services for student mobility and research centre visit and 
project management presentation. 

 

 

2.2. What did you find not so good/annoying/unsatisfactory? 

 The presentation on ECTS was a bit out of the focus. 

 I wished the meetings were more interactive. Lots of presentations had no time for discussion afterwards. 
Not many participants were involved in the discussions with the presenters. 

 Nothing. 

 Most of the presentations did not leave any room for participant interaction and engagement, so not a lot of 
participants were involved in the discussions. 

 Really nothing at all. 
 

 

2.3. Any further comments? 

 The organisers/hosts organised a perfect and focused workshop where the information gained is rather 
applicable to our home institutions. 

 Everything was great. Thank you very much. 

 Great hospitality of the host university, and IRO in particular! 

 Study visit was extremely well organised, congrats to our hosts! Thank you! 

 

 

Summary of the evaluator: 

The study visit at the University of Pecs covered to a high extent the expectations of the participants and was 

considered as constructive.  

Many participants stated that the presentations by and the exchange of experiences with the staff members of the 

University of Pecs were very interesting and of great use to them. However, some participants wished for a more 

interactive approach and for more room for discussions after the presentations. 

All in all the study visit was very well prepared and organised and everybody enjoyed the cooperation and interaction 

within the group. 

 


