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1. INTRODUCTION
The survey was sent to project partners from Portugal, Croatia, Romania and Poland for 12 participants via Google sheets with the link https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1XKQ1-21YVDQGYPuxfBQ7OfsCaeWRq0WTrZiZVR5LECA/viewform?c=0&w=1&usp=mail_form_link and 8 participants answered the questionnaire.


2. DATA ANALYSIS

Preparation for the Meeting



25% and 43% of the participants considered the preparation of the meeting as ‘’very good’’ and ‘’satisfactory’’ and 10% and 22% thought them as ‘’poor’’ and ‘’good’’as shown in the table above.


Project meeting evaluation

According to the statistics project meeting evaluation was thought to be very good in general. For the meeting place, guidance from the coordinator 50% participants considered them ‘’very good’’. For the analysis and scope, duration and time for discussion 63% of the participants considered them ‘’very good’’. For equal opportunities for partners 88% of the participants considered it ‘’very good’’. For the quality of the materials and finishing the meeting with concrete tasks and deadlines 75% of the participants considered them ‘’very good’’.For the atmosphere of the meeting 50% considered it ‘’good’’ and 50% as ‘’excellent’’. For the social programme 50% found it satisfactory.

What did you particularly like in the project meeting?
7 of the participants liked the meeting session during their stay and 1 participant liked pedagogical practices and experiences.

What did you dislike?
1 participant did not like the organisation, 2 participants thought that they were alone, agenda was incorrect and did not like waiting, 2 participants had nothing particular that they really disliked.


What would you like to suggest for further meetings?
2 of the participants suggested being specific, correct and on time, 1 participant suggested choosing a more comfortable place to stay.

What were your expectations for this meeting and how well were they met?
According to 4 of the participants they had expected to plan project issues and they were all met. 2 of the participants expected more about accommodation, spending time together and being on time.

How useful did you find the presentations of partner organisations?

Concerning presentations 63% of the participants found them very useful whereas 37% of the participants found it somewhat useful.

What do you think we need to cover in future joint events?
The participants referred to better accommodation, organisation and timetable.
Additional comments, suggestions
Participants suggested improving communication and cooperation among partners to monitor and evaluate project activities and summary meetings at the end of each activity and getting more feedback from the coordinator.

Summary
Regarding participants thoughts and suggestions, it can be said that preparations were found to be enough for the participants without travel information sufficiency and timing of the agenda. For the project meeting evaluation meeting session is liked most. For future meetings accommodation and timetable issues can be taken into consideration while planning the meeting.

poor	Meeting place (light, space, equipment)	Guidance from the coordinator	Analysis from the coordinator of the work done so far	Scope, duration, time for discussion	Equal opportunities for partners to bring in suggestions and opinions	Quality of materials	Finishing with concrete tasks and deadlines	Atmosphere of the meeting	Social programme	0	0	0	0	0	0	0	0	0	satisfactory	Meeting place (light, space, equipment)	Guidance from the coordinator	Analysis from the coordinator of the work done so far	Scope, duration, time for discussion	Equal opportunities for partners to bring in suggestions and opinions	Quality of materials	Finishing with concrete tasks and deadlines	Atmosphere of the meeting	Social programme	2	2	1	1	0	1	0	0	4	good	Meeting place (light, space, equipment)	Guidance from the coordinator	Analysis from the coordinator of the work done so far	Scope, duration, time for discussion	Equal opportunities for partners to bring in suggestions and opinions	Quality of materials	Finishing with concrete tasks and deadlines	Atmosphere of the meeting	Social programme	2	2	3	1	0	0	2	1	0	very good	Meeting place (light, space, equipment)	Guidance from the coordinator	Analysis from the coordinator of the work done so far	Scope, duration, time for discussion	Equal opportunities for partners to bring in suggestions and opinions	Quality of materials	Finishing with concrete tasks and deadlines	Atmosphere of the meeting	Social programme	4	4	4	5	7	6	6	3	3	excellent	Meeting place (light, space, equipment)	Guidance from the coordinator	Analysis from the coordinator of the work done so far	Scope, duration, time for discussion	Equal opportunities for partners to bring in suggestions and opinions	Quality of materials	Finishing with concrete tasks and deadlines	Atmosphere of the meeting	Social programme	0	0	0	1	1	1	0	4	1	Sütun1	useless	not very useful	somewhat useful	very useful	extremely useful	0	0	3	5	0	poor	Travel information sufficiency	Timing of agenda sent to the partners	Task distribution for presentation/meeting input etc.	The quality of meeting agenda	Time planning of the agenda to cover all the important topics	2	2	0	0	0	satisfactory	Travel information sufficiency	Timing of agenda sent to the partners	Task distribution for presentation/meeting input etc.	The quality of meeting agenda	Time planning of the agenda to cover all the important topics	3	3	4	3	3	good	Travel information sufficiency	Timing of agenda sent to the partners	Task distribution for presentation/meeting input etc.	The quality of meeting agenda	Time planning of the agenda to cover all the important topics	1	1	2	3	3	very good	Travel information sufficiency	Timing of agenda sent to the partners	Task distribution for presentation/meeting input etc.	The quality of meeting agenda	Time planning of the agenda to cover all the important topics	2	2	2	2	2	excellent	Travel information sufficiency	Timing of agenda sent to the partners	Task distribution for presentation/meeting input etc.	The quality of meeting agenda	Time planning of the agenda to cover all the important topics	1

image1.jpeg
- Erasmus+




image2.png
g ‘)
@@ any
P ve




