EVALUATION REPORT YEAR 1

1. Evaluation of the partnerships

The questionnaire contained six connected questions. Aluation and dissemination. All questions were designed to find out if all partners are satisfied with project coordination, if they met any obstacles or problems and if they expectations have been fulfilled. The last two questions are about national evAll partners had to answer the question till June 15, the feedback report was discussed at the Greece meeting. Evaluation results are as follow:

a) Have you met any problems/obstacles concerning the partnership?

All partners haven´t recorded any problems or obstacles concearning the partnership. The partnership works well with communication tools as email, web page, facebook page and also yahoo group which is not used frequently. All problems are discussed at the partner meetings that are a very importnat tool for project monitoring and evalutaion. All partners are able to agree on project tasks and work in accordance with the project workplan. 

b) Do you feel satisfied with the way the project has been coordinated? Do you have any comments or suggestions?

All partners responded that the partnership is coordinated well and there are no important comments or suggestions.

c) Have the project and its activities fulfiled your expectations? If not, suggest what can be improved?

The partners answered as follows: This project was the opportunity of reach exchanges about pedagogical and social practices. Participants are very enthusiastic with the whole work they are doing. The project activities have been fulfilling the expectations of all partners so far and the only problems are connected with fear of target group of travelling and communication in English.

d) Would you like to submit a new project proposal within this partnership?

The coordinater considers a possibility to develop a new project. Almost all partners are willing to submit a new project. The French partner sent some first ideas. The Finnish partner can´t be a part of the new partnership as they have other European activities and they are a small organization.

e) Do you evaluate the project activities on the national level? How?

The purpose of this question was to find out if all partner do any kind of national evaluation in accordance with the project application. All responses were positive. All partners evaluate the project activities on the national level. As the most common tools were mentioned discussing group for the target group (or interviews) and questionnaieres. Other tools were: France organised worshops and a theatrical animation made of 12 women’ life stories  extracts and made interviews for evaluation. The exchanges with all European partners allow them to define and evaluate their pedagogical and organization practices. In Greece local authorities as well as other societies have been co operating in order to support the activities of the society. Other partners had meetings, discussions groups, inteviews or questinnaires.

f) [bookmark: _GoBack]Do you disseminate the project activities on the national level? How?

The purpose of the question was to find out if all partners do any dissemination activities in accordance with the project application. All responses were positive. Most common tools are:
· Cooperation with local press
· Cooperation with local authorities
· Organization of local activities with the presence of public. 

Other responses were: France - We set up moments of exchanges with administrative and pedagogical teams, and with trainees in order to evaluate the activities we imagine, set up and presented in the framework ok the European exchanges. We also met other partners who are not directly involved in this project but who have complementary knowledge. It is important to disseminate the common work realized at the European level. Furthermore, we mention the European commission support on each document.
