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GIUDIZIO SINTETICO PROVA ORALE

	da 0 a 27
	Insufficiente
	VOTO:_______/40
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	Sufficiente
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	Più che sufficiente
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	Quasi discreto
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	Discreto
	

	32
	Più che discreto
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	Quasi buono
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	Buono
	LA  PROVA  ORALE  RISULTA
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	Più che distinto
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	Quasi ottimo
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	Ottimo
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	Eccellente
	




