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Summary of Evaluation Questionnaires following workshop in Portugal, November 2009

28 questionnaires were completed.
Respondents were asked to grade each statement on a scale of 1 to 4, with 4 being the highest and 1 the lowest.

Space was also provided for comments, and any comments are recorded below.

	1
	Structure, content and delivery of the event
	Score:

Out of 4

	1.1
	Organisation of the transnational event
	Evidence of clear planning
	3.8

	
	
	Realistic timescales
	3.4

	
	
	Appropriate selection of delegates
	3.5

	1.2
	Effectiveness of content and appropriate range and balance of activities
	Appropriate content, clearly related to the aims and objectives of the event
	3.6

	
	
	Relevant mixture of activities e.g. icebreaking activities, didactic sessions, workshops, social activities, free time
	3.6

	
	
	Appropriateness of the social programme
	3.7


Comments on these themes (if any)

“We propose to choose learners with basic English skills”
“Planning made was essentially not followed.  Too much cultural activities at the lack of project work.”

“Break national barriers/groups, even for dinner, for next workshop in Malta.”
	2
	Quality of the transnational element
	Score:

Out of 4

	2.1
	Input into the event by the project partners
	The extent to which each partner contributes to the event
	3.4

	
	
	The evidence of partners sharing roles and responsibilities during the event
	3.6

	2.2
	Links between the aims of the event and the overall aims of the project
	Mutual understanding amongst partners about the project and event rationale 
	3.5

	
	
	Clear evidence in the event programme of real synergy with the overall objectives of the project
	3.5

	3
	Quality of the partnership
	Score:

Out of 4

	
	
	Commitment to the project by each partner
	3.6

	
	
	Agreement amongst partners
	3.6

	
	
	Effective communication amongst partners
	3.6

	
	
	Development of trust and positive attitudes
	3.7

	4
	Quality of the event arrangements
	Score:

Out of 4

	
	
	Attention to practical details and catering
	3.75

	
	
	Suitability of the working venue
	3.6

	
	
	Quality of accommodation, if appropriate
	3.8

	
	
	Evidence of special requirements (dietary for example) being met
	3.8


Comments on these themes (if any)
“Good restaurants, located nearby.”
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