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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London

9" - 10" June 2016

Name:
Partner:
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
#  To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,

Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work No | Comments

Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting?

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to
defiver before the meeting?

The meeting itself No | Comments

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners?

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected?

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making?

" Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed?

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

|12 | <3 | K5 T [ &

Were some goals not met? ><

Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand?

s
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' Other factors No f-Comments

Was the working environment sétisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social
element satisfactory?

We now know each other well (professionally)

K> | X [§

Gething bdir and
el

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments e

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

I understand my role and that of my
institution/setting in the project

7 |7

|

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?
do r_ﬂt:dcq

hi-hu MCM‘LJ._LQ-QS . LLny ' c’.tﬁéwf. l‘{LL"Li —\(_C)
t;‘m;,vxc};-o Lo % ‘{U'ﬁ—%ﬁgﬂ e whf%% My oy
Wwachie f’_'l.r\_amci/. to Hae loethor

i Wt I dew Hae prvach lionen, was Uﬁﬂfiﬂ, d
L}E_cix_ Tl:«ﬁm ng_i; o Whquw Si’-ﬂw{ﬂma -Hj W'o]fg}r .

2. Were there any weak points?

%\_wv\( can \go oo LSS \/OV Hne WC%HC/V\,MOO

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?

\i*\uki«xak CL (:ro& Colertinca o buean W wpxuxglo/
wedkon e
Nk su\)umg(\/i\/\cQ AR Mw&d ‘ool M_\V‘dwf\k el
Doy S et (Qudik Tool v Heed wman)

4. If so, please suggest somé& measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

Mol  supt Y 1S SC)VY\/LL'IA—‘;V‘*{@ A sach et
el yovidsy  cdrerence m}uxmbw .-~
duice /corrick Bome o e i
\QV% W audit foow (dﬂ‘u'm% oud burad cor i‘*"‘d)

Thank you very much
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London

9™ - 10" June 2016

Name:
Partner:
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:

* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
¢ To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,

Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments I
Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting? X
Was this information clear and easy to understand? ‘
LN
Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to Ver hops e N NCHER IR
deliver before the meeting? 4 Peougy ARSe Ay 2
The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners?

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected?

b o

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making?

=

| Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed?

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

Were some goals not met?

Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand?

1|Page




Other factors Yes | No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommbdation, food and the social
element satisfactory? K

We now know each other well (professionally)

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments
There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

| understand my role and that of my %

institution/setting in the project

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

~e poriie UGy oS- WARg T wock Haot evenyloady Asen Nork -
- ‘\/\/\PL\ athun oé Qc\(\\\,\g 'P@w\v\m

“ c?ﬁmql Watacka Ao wervk vtk

- memm@ Suabiy andh knsus\dye 4‘ Wl patagt

— ‘::atr}\ oot icky o

2. Were there any weak points?
— Liflc ¥me 4o work o~ towe ab selel (‘UP(C*C“? %ﬂ e welb e,
j})c?o Wk,eﬂ)
— m{\%u\r\{éﬂ Y devaat /t\/L\k%Q,uKSXH ek “Blmald o(, e meelNng
4 fk\«: et o e e Aok ook cove Ao ’T\/tmcew/{gu‘ groop?/
’\(‘o\‘./\m*g o ke
3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
for wae it "L‘H:“"“ Fo wdertanct. Tme of fie "'L“"Unﬂt—f@ﬁ,'}w’ma-ﬁweﬁ
et . :

4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

L wwid b wy MP’M b howw o Ymodcl  of Fme-sheet o7
“M‘Cchmv\o_?(m(,\{“‘ sheet 01[ whet s ki ace expc((*cd 7£’f ol R o
been a(y\e, sand how imucin ‘fv‘rve/rmn@v e oA ff cact G/ 7/1\(44'
ot Like an Exemple 7o .fé//ow_ L 7tk [ would nek oy

Thank you very much 7 clear ond eaj\] 3

2|Page



‘A EEE .
5
DW s
il ;

ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London
9" - 10" june 2016
Name: NAROTTALAN TURND
Partner: TETTY ExCoun
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
* Toreview the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
# To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,
Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting? x
Was this information clear and easy to understand? o
B
Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to
deliver before the meeting? X
The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners? X
Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected? X
| Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to N
the discussion and decision making? X
Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed? X
Were the goals of the meeting achieved?
X
Were some goals not met?
X
Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand? X

1|Page




Other factors B Yes | No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodatiéh, ;‘dod and the social
element satisfactory? *

We now know each other well {professionally)

Follow-up = Yes | No | Comments
There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place X

| understand my role and that of my
institution/setting in the project X

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?
CGiieren evd SMugn Wwodsiag et
- e e AN TEa\y —oualed oWl Lw@ch\ctx .
- XYY o coNowes wor® NN ealsen t\/\(@_
R AR ' o\ Moree  conaleien
=~ CONRINY, W ANk L
melain Nha Roed  reshte

oo QM'QWA—-\“

Ye Q_L\\V' g

2. Were there any weak points?

..’Y\\z, d\XL(Qu\Ce_ CO\J\A e o NS m\m\

e & ove el o \“"“Xﬁ,"“fbs
Roee\ Ly GUAR et ucdoSale O © Sg()c\s
Dave. s d v we Wg S LCEYUENE

= e—oeere I ou N Y=

e o o

o™y

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
g \
el ot ARG e 5 o s U Wotomae ane

Mt g\\u)h (¥Q\<t):\ . CXQQN\—Q\Q Cor ws el \e \\A\Q Q \c\v
TOECY etaag I\

4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

Thank you very much
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London
9" - 10" June 2016
Name: MTREL A RMIRALPEIX ANGLERILL
Partner: SUARLA CCDPEMﬁV& , MAS B.BL(Y\bN‘/A

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
# To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,
Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting? X

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to Twould filke tO oWwng

deliver before the meeting? w evidences of ouf
wor k. bl now

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions \

and finding out the background of the partners? X

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected? X

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making? X

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed? )(
X

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

Were some goals not met?

Were the Projects pres_entations and discussions X
| clear and easy to understand? | !

1]Page




-(Eomments
DEAULY NICE BND .
veRy ErRmenIT TNy RORNENT

Other factors - Yes | No
Was the working environment satisfactory?

~

Was the accommodation, food and the social /’(

element satisfactory?

We now know each other well (professionally_) X DEpU NICE MO FE§S\\ONA\'S

Follow-up _ Yes | No | Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

I understand my role and that of my ., e uost g\—\W\ coly forme s

institution/setting in the project )( The TimEswgel /PROSTT ANNQ“ENT
O SSTIEY ... NOT B[V

Qen.

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

The Tenn ) ol The profesmonoQn Thod woriks o0 This '\morec’r
ae vay implicted owd witw Hosed 4o imnpRewsest
o Yhe rousges! (o)

2. Were there any weak points? .‘ -h -\0 -
Th's &PRicolt Yo orgouir The fime in ouf SEENy | n
work @@ with ol fiek we womk to, bot we €£L
Pind The wouy:

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackied as soon as possible?

Lo, T Hunk thet  every pobReus WO we §ind we
&b Ving ok The wowent.

4, If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

Thank you very much
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London
9" - 10" June 2016
Name:
Partner:
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
® To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,
Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the -
meeting? )<

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to f{"'E', e AT ﬁuuf“

deliver before the meeting? X % oA W/Vl/lﬂw‘j,&
Al esty fﬁmr g

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments =
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners? >\

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected?

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to _ - ’7{ WW
the discussion and decision making? ’3”"‘/' 3 T m&&(

X

4

7

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any |
changes discussed? > %W }74 P
VIR

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

Were some goals not met? ><

Were the Projects presentations and discussions >< XO? /Wm e 1\/&0
clear and easy to understand? M&( J&Jm Lﬂ\,

b o ].IP]{J{”

Ojlfh Lrne Lz




Other factors Yes | No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social
element satisfactory?

We now know each other well {professionally)

X | X | X

Follow-up ' Yes | No Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place W‘% f{\z W

X

| understand my role and that of my .
institution/setting in the project X

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

7 Mf/fé’/t e HE/ P
Jﬁ M-j% I i wﬁ’wwﬂ /éf/m&w
avd priich e . AU vte sl Wﬂ%«w Wf f/@ér

. ade W ﬁzﬁwt
W&W@{% M %ph%’

2. Were there any wealk points?

Tame | To e %m,w

W@mamﬁom Do, qydatdt I

ke b Ao / Mave ngf

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?

C//mﬁ/ Mo vk e DZ e %

4. |If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

/e Frer wf AGT Aarve 4 eLafoate
)MM and inwfic xf‘((e/rw ,fmﬂrﬂi

&Mu/fﬁ 'n %A/o? Rot7 af K, LFr.

Thank you very much
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2

Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London

9" - 10" June 2016

CHRYTE  TISRES
Partner: BLAM Quf R NA H EI

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Name:

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:

TP N

= To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
& To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,

Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work

No

Comments

Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting?

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

VAQ oxg@fgk \Xc

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to
deliver before the meeting?

'rﬂ:“- Fows G
J)LLAQ A m}“}? H.{L)

The meeting itself

No

Comments

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners?

;Eo Fovoups adwurz us

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected?

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making?

:&wmw%

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed?

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

X
A
X
X
X
X
X
X

Were some goals not met?

Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand?

T

1|Page
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- O_ther factors

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

| understand my role and that of my
institution/setting in the project

|

_ V@kd 'VV\L.KJA 'I

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

- e
gti: C’Q\QQH Mwbx SY

F—J. -L\{*_, e JCA,/\Q ‘El‘xdlf._
ECE oash jwm?hm_ ok

2. Were there dny weak points?

He viebyie a&ﬁ’w&xﬁj

Ag YR

WW QO%O- \.o% ‘/\0\4\ iwwav

QJD(}mﬂN»«U aﬁtt adn (mﬂ_w\a_ aR Ao

HELs
mﬁk Mo
anckia%_?_

ﬁ‘;‘* oAb fmpc

Lg‘ﬁ’Jum,w‘LL >

w}tmtkf
yh b

Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory? >< 4;6 AU Sakisf ks

/)e@ Lo\k) m\w/l« 6’\- ‘g:skw\k
Was the accommodation, food and the social ' 'P" =
element satisfactory? x (sP¥ HET

e : am‘l’ I.AJ::A_ }_?p
We now know each other well (professionally) >< e
A hov / })

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments e

L)

=y

Ao wﬂﬁom}f

G\

Pineudsie ,Ly[mm M 1 Pond sk %’/ SSvre wv\})@w

3. Can you see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?

e
decded. Fo

4. |If so, please sugge

.]:r e é,g,ﬁ ¥ ;

— e

Thank you very much

sume measures or waﬁg

%‘”‘*W‘ Porne been confoey

AhAS a_fhfw
s for solving the problem(s)

2|Page

V\% y LJJC XL \/@w



B N e e
ﬁﬂ:'w ;

ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London

9" - 10" June 2016

Name: Yaswmin W&adaﬂ—t
Partner: KMSJ)‘M Unher sd':j
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
= To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
= To plan the next steps for the project {(Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,
Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:
Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments

Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting? g ex cellent lnaqu\a)\“m
cleosr @ conciSe

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

N

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to
deliver before the meeting?

"\

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners?

Did the meeting address all the aspecis of the
Project that you expected?

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making?

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed?

< | SN S

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? Good dAScySSTans willh
v all cordlpynans valiked
Were some goals not met? /
v

Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand?

1|Page



Other factors | Yes [ No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social well oraamzed

element satisfactory? o {5 RZ@?MW

We now know each other well (professionally)

/f‘
 Follow-up ) Yes | No | Comments =
There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place
v
l understand my role and that of my /

institution/setting in the project

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

e collaboratwe discussiaons at tla wweahungs , exerdd and

s AA emnad communic afmn L pabicupahian VLA eaci
HEC padner and Settwy is dedild and vewy inkes eshng
Commbwand ke The (mjc,j (s eatdant

2. Were there any weak points?

Nena

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?

Ensve. tne websfte ordnn e tion s cJ.La//&j ou.?v}\ed
o ensuve all padrers are u;u? e Samna ,oa?g
k commant and vaize discuSsions

4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

The Pfojaj headsr , Melem 15 plawmfﬁj Yo adduress The
a)aoVe (BEY/ VR

Thank you very much

2[Page
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London
9" - 10" June 2016
Name: A&,S'O\ MCGer
Partner: A—CO»«L\I\:\{Q '&T C—’W C A“CC)
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
» To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,

Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work | Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the
meeting? '/

Was this information clear and easy to understand? /

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to / Ver, an regullor m
B

deliver before the meeting? e At
The meeting itself : Yes | No | Comments
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners? e
Did the meeting address all the aspects of the Ub s — aedd. nge_, A JA
Project that you expected? v’ Do ol o nskerals Wralel
mn-:.__cninxi-"—
Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to of Ves sl Gectdod + Lol
the discussion and decision making? 4 lo were Lzlwad
bqj _.‘-.St'i-nr:l' —
Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any op S w)g o~ly
changes discussed? v
o~ Aoy L

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? / -

Were some goals not met? v’/
Were the Projects presentations and discussions Grest™ hoar Ron racy
clear and easy to understand? | W' presedztNe Grant!

1|Page



| Other factors No | Comments

Was the working environment sati;‘actory?

element satisfactory?

Yes
‘Was the accommodation, food and the social / \;QQD\ M OBl S

We now know each other well {professionally)

Am&@’ml{\gp«xl:&iti Grovp — oponto Shoany .

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place \/ M ol oo Gal NG

| understand my role and that of my Gl e C‘-LO;\-P“J
institution/setting in the project \/ Q?'TNE last +‘Id.f -

1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project?

= Be loirg of Beas + pactile
— e Mordlly of ue MW*FW@M'@“

— he Q:-Lp.nc?tqj_ Lm-pﬂt',t Haﬂrﬁne%m Q;M

2. Were there any weak points?

N~

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?

NS ot ool s Sucl ar adoptabd & hebade)
Aiscumel dhrmg Do rashng ond wlt e resgled.

4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

Thank you very much w o ’l@f ngznt UWV{,U’Q;Q \u«,
;!
QFQP-Mk:b—\Q\ ond 6\1‘3‘”&‘0"3 : 2|Pag
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ToWe Project Transnational meeting 2
Evaluation Form

Kingston University, London

9" - 10" June 2016

wame: HolonQidhartp_f
= » v
Partner: W

Evaluation of progress made during the meet

Goals of the transnational meeting 2:
* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.

¢ To plan the next steps for the project (Focus Group 2, Interim Reporting, Quality Assurance,
Website etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

-

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the 4
meeting?

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to
deliver before the meeting?

NN N
i
b

<

The meeting itself
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions
and finding out the background of the partners?

es | No | Comments

' Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected?

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making?

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any
changes discussed?

Were the goals of the_meeting achieved?

o

SO SIN] X

Were some goals not met? /

Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand? L"')

1|Page



_O'ﬁrerfactors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment sat|sfactory?

element satisfactory?

We now know each other well (professionally)

Follow-up No | Comments
There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place (ﬁ‘ Mﬁbﬁﬁ @A{J
&ﬁ% A
il m
=N

Was the accommodation, food and the social \/

= "‘I-I".‘L{"“u‘y"g
I understand my role and that of my B .
institution/setting in the project [//
1. What do you consider to be the main strengths of this project? _ WD
of

o |

2. Were there aw,r weak pcmrﬂ:s.j

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
d e " %’“ﬂ reg
o o= (¢ )
4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the pr rn{s: %/—
fountnose ¢ cdoar on foguaren /s 1§/
oteipuhin @ closdlenad

Thank you very much
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