ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3
Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23"~ 27" January 2016

Name: W
Partner: W

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:
e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

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

Was this information clear and easy to understand? | x

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to X
deliver before the meeting?
The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments

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

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

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

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

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? X

Were some goals not met? X

Were the Projects presentations and discussions X

clear and easy to understand?

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

Was the accommodation, food and the social X

element satisfactory?

We now know each other well (professionally) X

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

| understand my role and that of my X

institution/setting in the project




1. Whatdo you consider to be the main strengths of this project?
All the participants are dedicated to the project.

The manuals are helping us to reflect about our practice and help us doing necessary changes in
our practice to enhance the toddlers wellbeing

2. Were there any weak points?

We see that there should be more time to try out each output. We have four teachers who
participate and are given the same amount of time as those who have less teachers participating

The money in the projects budget to travel to the transnational meetings does not cover all our
expenses for the travelling.

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

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

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: Ydgwiin Mudcad am

Partner: Kiﬂgj?’sn UaﬂiVeJSkl}j (UK,EY‘J@/)MA)

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
¢ To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

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

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 /

deliver before the meeting?

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments
v

a qull agenda paide

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?

o
v

Were the goals of the meeting achieved?

Were some goals not met?

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

>
v/
/

very dutailed prezedalvoas

Other factors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory? :
P very c}cwl , swnd jam&f\%

Was the accommodation, food and the social ) .

element satisfactory? ‘/ €X(,eu.04d hoyf'd dd‘d‘j

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

N




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

wdh alk  pastven M“lw"‘j fe e ayn@gl Fival s |
bwieet feadback Uos keen well recived awd  ingematwe

Oxelled Projet lead - Helon Suttedand

2. Were there any weak points?
Nsvta exapl alh  podres s nake e egquedd o
we e weksfe gt shanny [ dunernunahen
‘3 tre '\ﬂrcj\{j(j%‘

Collaber abwe u\»dw'lu's:'j has been Fie prain S here H/{

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

Neone

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

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3
Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name:MQ/\/\
Panner:m
[

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:
e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance 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
deliver before the meeting?

The meeting itself No | Comments

Eyon

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?

XN IN R XE N PR >

Were some goals not met? )<

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

>

Other factors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social
element satisfactory?

ke bodet wosudal how
bean Lol bub g

We now know each other well (professionally)

Follow-up

e st impoltont hﬁ@
No | Commeént

"’Uow(b

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

>< DB | VS |4 | ><




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

Open louads AMsousSLand

}(’:’Zthezﬁweak points,? 0-0( W
WA gﬁﬁgf%% thgs portre

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

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

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

weme: M . b U
Partner: &a)}a/«/ﬁ@/

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

» To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
* To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance 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
deliver before the meeting?

The meeting itself

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

N XXX I EI X X

the discussion and decision making? g

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any 18Ad an Y47 R //;

changes discussed? mandg il .f;,/ L

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? & Yo  fehnA .

Were some goals not met? ><

Were the Projects presentations and discussions

clear and easy to understand?

Other factors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working enviranment satisfactory? ><

Was the accommodation, food and the social k j W A0

element satisfactory? 'y e

We now know each other well (professionally) X They Who 1Calldy A BTHALA
We. £ JP W/ ek

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments ’

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

We wnld meed o Jumm,

I 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?

Thee [/ w tuonl Trnsl canod Loy

Ww J me/éé% Tt SP ae abb
W ’«7/(/5(‘ WW& W

2. Were there any weak points?

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

Thae L ov shwal stz of e mrfond,
Wﬂ/ﬂmw{ V%V%ﬁ"f’wq/um

Wﬁ} fo. conchy % e f%/ﬂ%%im

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

Toe H#EC: « HFwelioe aod /VM,@(@%N

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: '

LVIA TORTM o
Partner: Pt TR E3fsui
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

e Toreview the progress of the Project and Intellectual Qutputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,

Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Pt &7

t)-’m{\é »

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the i va he :bd(j told pi we had 1
meeting? . Prepere. ek WO Suta e
Was this information clear and easy to understand? K R el S
Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to M
deliver before the meeting?
The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions OL
and finding out the background of the partners?
Did the meeting address all the aspects of the ,
Project that you expected? s
Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making? I
Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any :
changes discussed? K
Were the goals of the meeting achieved? [x
Were some goals not met? }(
Were the Projects presentations and discussions D(
clear and easy to understand?
Other factors Yes | No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory? K
Was the accommodation, food and the social K. J?_UI We would how [)rt{f.’ftii
element satisfactory? P hovt & pridede we i o
We now know each other well (professionally) K 2
Follow-up Yes | No | Comments
X

br rOCpa -




and. colhwal reelihen -

1. What do you consider to be the main stre%of this project?
[F connecty CDH(QJ'O‘\' RHW\‘&' oud  rokes e Poj'\nblt fo
Compant R\f evcleede ) re-tlunk flre cuun Pmd\\&n/ oord
&1 & Lonipune A PAaVs O wolk <t oufj{\‘klmg od_
bald o oy B Theorehel bare -\t houdher Fie <y
e sJence oj kdowoRan Toddls

2. Were there any weak points?

- T ok of fwe e hove al fle setng fo WOk on PWVE-
“ie

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
- SL\’(\ (g) W\‘N\C\ ‘\CO\\H !\,45‘&,."/‘(3\/\\ff WO ‘yuP })\:f‘{ a3 FQ‘_.( WV oM -
— (lear Desdk Lnu g,)/ Callechng ewndeace) (Plﬂa‘l‘s’,‘k?&h /\/'\é;am,e'k) would
Kﬁ—u‘jl l/uzi?
. ‘P‘\/\Q\’LPG’\’ 0N tommuani@ion Shoo\d MP ?L\'HBSJ‘ witlh, Hre
ol § W ot and Ve ek wie -

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

e queahon ol 3.

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: (_ A LHE :F_L.OR%S

Partner: KLA N Q\){K\\JA BARCELON A

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

* To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.

e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

*'i&rhc.s
f;;«:td Aaov

Preparatory work Yes | No Comments us
Was sufficient information supplied before the X om ©
meeting? an add + ka‘jmm . g hiw
Was this information clear and easy to understand? X Clear ¥ g‘{“h) ZiAcd 7

Did you achieve the tasks you were supposed to y

deliver before the meeting?

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments E-

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions We ALt need 1:@ Ten LAl

and finding out the background of the partners? b}c ﬂ')“f‘“‘(“a ey

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

Settiny é}m/lnem shoxed, therr p (eg.sr:swx\\irf

wrth

excellent f@n’ktw_)

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?

SN X

Were some goals not met?

N

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

X
Other factors Yes | No | Comments =
Was the working environment satisfactory? >< gﬂ%

ARC \ cond] wc:f e

Was the accommodation, food and the social Q \
element satisfactory? >4
We now know each other well (professionally) X
Follow-up Yes | No | Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

XX




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

S
}
1
é
;
:

shikode ——t nec Qi gproremenk ﬁ
T weadenfre u%_}% %@ k. IJ\E&@#S + T ‘ﬁaﬁﬁw

2. Were there any weak points?

“The  quaton 9 THE | s | S -
S«’oébu#& f@m "W"% —+ Ol/t:S&LL)yy\w\
| ECE _sctbr\y)]

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

No

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

Thank you very much

oy



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3
Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23"~ 27" January 2016

Name: M G'C’,T_J

Partner: DOJA NQ veERN A / ESAR. CEVONWA

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:
¢ To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance 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
deliver before the meeting?

X | X | X8

-
[

The meeting itself es | 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?

pINIRARI S

Were some goals not met? X

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

o

-
w

Other factors e No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social
element satisfactory?

We now know each other well (professionally)

XX | X

Follow-up Yes | No | Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

XX




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

T che colldodion boboeon wzmtg ok ELE
sdhigs . 3 boo ben o o by eicperem e
’g‘iiﬁ? Pore vy dibrleh 4o the

2. Were there any weak points?

/TLQM@«(M%@: D@A&{OWMM@L
Lsavy -

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

No

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

(

AN

T Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: Q\Au\a_
Partner: DUSIT.  SRALEAS scc\

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.

e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

’

Y

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

Preparatory work Yes | No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the D(
meeting?
Was this information clear and easy to understand? D(
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? O<
Did the meeting address all the aspects of the
Project that you expected? oC
Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to
the discussion and decision making? Ok
Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any No CA/\QJ-NG&Q/—;
changes discussed? OA
Were the goals of the meeting achieved? i
X

Were some goals not met? D(
Were the Projects presentations and discussions
clear and easy to understand? D(
Other factors Yes | No | Comments
Was the working environment satisfactory? OL N\UOJJ(‘ )
Was the accommodation, food and the social Accommvodaton 118
element satisfactory? L sofec tothe VR VB
We now know each other well (professionally) DL '
Follow-up Yes | No | Comments

o~_

A

d

T nod wse

CGMSURS WMo~



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

L

£ voRueden ot erdvnes

\

2. Were there any weak points?

e

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
- 34 st ¥ sevese wbo %&ck& ond dmife walde
leGgons dsonk  durmanehen , amd  man (ée{(vu:o |
(do a Pam)

4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)
-t ChMoow ove peson tO  commricate
ond  €oaal wiedua -

-_—

. |
Thank you very much T anll W ]é"n ‘Pu‘r “AM .
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ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3
Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: MIRE\A U/RAPEIX ANGLERILL

Partner: SOARN

Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
* To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,

Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance 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 \/

deliver before the meeting?

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments
Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions V

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 v

the discussion and decision making?

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any \/ NO (HDNGES
changes discussed?

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? \/

Were some goals not met? Y

Were the Projects presentations and discussions X

clear and easy to understand?

Other factors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory?

DLWDMS T 'S REPU?
TMPORTNIT

Was the accommodation, food and the social
element satisfactory?

Reed wore hee hime in
ﬁyenmg%oce)\ompee 0

We now know each other well (professionally)

Follow-up

No

Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

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

* | XE| X% | <

one
(7. o
vest



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

- &COL TEM ‘
- GOOD ORGONITZOTNON
_WORNDENRFUL ©NIROMeENT
- SEAMING S REPUWY HDRDWORLERS
- GODd TAFERUAS ﬁ
- GROD WS PRGFESSIONDLS
2. Were there any weak points? ) | |
Tt esy L WOULD UKE D B HOoRE SOUrORTER By |
hE ONIWVERSITS on OME  TASKS WE b TD 0O g (mesHT,

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible‘? ‘
- ITT MOST Bt oMeONE Wwro GUIDE  AND MDeE DESCONS
peoUT THE OISSEMINATION ORND NARENNG (TMING, | CONTENT. )

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

¢ HOCSE ONE PERSONTO BE THE UoER. OF THE
DisSEMin BTON |
AND MARLEDNG|

Thank you very much

)



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3
Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: NATRALD —URwe
Partner: PP mia Edcol”
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:
e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
e To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,
Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work No | Comments :

Was sufficient information supplied before the Fob vobody O Ly v
ing? rad YO PrEEeel VAo

meeting? L\.J&\-r\rh\.m\"\tl;.[\ s ey @

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

=D W Vo MUARTD

RCT dr‘CZﬁu'\\‘J

R

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

X x| X% |8

No | Comments

<
(1]
»n

The meeting itself

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?

XXX |IX|>

Were some goals not met? B

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

>

Other factors Yes | No | Comments

Was the working environment satisfactory?

Was the accommodation, food and the social e vocus ha e s

i ™ ):sg Wi LA QU
element satisfactory? X Qroé)u_‘_ e
We now know each other well (professionally) X
Follow-up Yes | No | Comments

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place

I 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?

Co"’“":g\“:‘(—, =% - Cod E\Q_ P W\. SOV S M Qo B
VSN ee_-

T AT cor weerV e QU Se NN

- B o S Ny Neorehea  Eane

— A% ooy e ey adeuee o todde oo

2. Were there any weak points?

~ e \aac Sk hose el Yre SeXvogy Yo ok o Towg,

3. Canyou see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible?
- 5"—_\\““?\_‘: woou A vf_,:.,\-l Lbs< \“C-l\r\vng A gg?—mv\ —_
UL o .
— (\eav eaed M~y \0\_ Lo,hcm}\‘\-% VAR INLEA \FQ\&B\XQAS e .
o \d R
— o Nhamae Were o = au -
p el Seddral Ladin M Sla uiasiNon o T Lielagde

4.\{;‘:'If 50, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)

¢ >\'\?€(')‘d Goue LONAY 1“\:_@_\60»\,. \\“Qk‘

Thank you very much



ToWe Project Transnational Meeting 3

Evaluation Form

Universitetet i Stavanger
23" - 27" January 2016

Name: [0, Ser. MCGCo
Partner: [\ CILLQ,U\»\,Q\, for QAldren
Evaluation of progress made during the meeting

Goals of the third transnational meeting:

e To review the progress of the Project and Intellectual Outputs to date.
¢ To plan the next steps for the project (Job Shadowing arrangements, Focus Group 3,

Dissemination and Marketing, EEL, Quality Assurance etc.)

Please complete the questions below:

Preparatory work No | Comments
Was sufficient information supplied before the Yes, W ot Q%Pecﬁ.’&\d«f
meeting? of o vt pnd dos

Was this information clear and easy to understand?

peackical whmed v Kl P‘HWM by
= V. clooc + detaled w
s

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

INBNENEG

— VYo, 2 Tz prachooir
prendo L gﬁt&%w&repﬁw

The meeting itself Yes | No | Comments

Did the meeting give adequate time to introductions v e v Lotz Ao hoor G )

and finding out the background of the partners? wdnridul pedros as Hral was Guien

Did the meeting address all the aspects of the mcw ‘b, 1€ wrr |

Project that you expected? v WM o floo o iz oo

Are you satisfied that you were able to contribute to w MM pekmtls vese poug aled

the discussion and decision making? and B2 prerass 2V (ﬁf@ﬂ,ée_tp ASau,

Did the meeting adhere to the agenda and were any g as puchwel wlpect Wﬁ? e e

changes discussed? Grrowp -

Were the goals of the meeting achieved? \/ C't.ﬂq; achg el — andl gl = o8
Ibun)‘e:tzaq o LapoSodl + ?EEEMJ-T‘&O-Q

Were some goals not met? \/ %ﬁ‘”‘w"\f’ M"% ,C,M;,ﬁ\.f,_;

alcs

Were the Projects presentations and discussions Vil Presodtzbhes weve cfoor, ejy\%q,,},l,_@ 5

clear and easy to understand? St , ond dcu s Sflesesl

Other factors Yes | No | Comments {yo QQMM Yy Taoe

Was the working environment satisfactory? \/ W oadofl | it gl | ULl
ML noodr el — cotmed -

Was the accommodation, food and the social il ,;\CC g—ai\l—ﬂ’*ctm\j et rapds < rﬂaﬁ

element satisfactory? Fosd + sazad lomadts

We now know each other well (professionally) v -y &m grat izpge )

Tho dnpotzat 0Lpest. redly Sppolod ST loweng macle + exploadin | Lt

Follow-up i-elabwrbip buddog + O Yes | No | Comments (_pdofud

There is a clear and reasonable timetable in place v I+ W gt , lnt Ly Meondco,

I understand my role and that of my e & achayziilo .

institution/setting in the project




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

The wan. Chogtl fths prgect b o prfasiookize odl
e olfiwiosm o all wnbved o Mo prgack © rally woke & a
cach Mo The Plaiple wep i whidh cack oofteg oo beon ol
s uae ta hedBails hos Ondblod M. AL por Reve prachal
UZMJ.IL“HLJA “"‘:)mem"tij% Vm.a"@\ud‘«a

reCpactzel. andl valpod A wd &wﬁ%\dm

2. Were there any weak points? ;

N e

3. Can you see any problem areas for the project that should be tackled as soon as possible? ( Mz;
< ~— hagped

Acquony Ra WQ&’Q&%—Q—’@{M o Ha e, w
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4. If so, please suggest some measures or ways for solving the problem(s)
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