
 

 

PATA INSTITUTIONAL EVALUATION FORM 

Pentecostal Association for Theological Accreditation (PATA) 

 

This evaluation form is used as part of PATA’s official accreditation process to assess institutional quality 
and compliance within India and South Asia. 

 

Rating Scale 

Score                                                                                                Description 

1 Poor 

2 Needs Improvement 

3 Adequate 

4 Good 

5 Excellent 

 

1. Governance and Leadership 

Item  Rating (1–5)                     Comments  

Clear governing structure and roles   

Regular board meetings with records   

Leadership aligned with PATA mission   

Conflict of interest policies   

Strategic planning in place   

 

2. Academic Programs 

Item        Rating                              Comments 

Programs reflect Pentecostal theology   

Clear learning outcomes   

Curriculum review system   

Faculty meet qualifications   

Student assessment methods   

Academic integrity policies   

 

 

 



 

 

3. Faculty and Staff 

Item                            Rating                                            Comments 

Qualified faculty   

Professional development   

Commitment to doctrine   

Faculty-student ratio   

Staff support systems   

 

4. Spiritual Formation 

Item                      Rating                                            Comments 

Spiritual programs active   

Student discipleship support   

Culture of prayer and worship   

Faculty spiritual leadership   

 

5. Facilities and Resources 

Item                        Rating                                             Comments 

Adequate classrooms   

Library resources   

Technology support   

Safe and accessible facilities   

 

6. Financial and Administration 

Item                         Rating                                             Comments 

Financial planning   

Budget supports programs   

Financial transparency   

Administrative effectiveness   

 

7. Overall Evaluation 

Strengths: 

 

Areas for Improvement: 

 



 

 

 

8. Recommendation 

☐ Full Accreditation 

☐ Provisional Accreditation 

☐ Defer 

☐ Denial 

 

9. Evaluator Details 

Name: ___________________________ 

Position: ___________________________ 

Signature: ___________________________ 

Date: ___________________________ 

 


