MorePAL PROJECT
First transnational meeting – Stuttgart, Germany (October 14-18, 2006) 

APPENDIX 4 – Evaluation forms – HOW GOOD IS THE EVENT?

RESULTS
	*
	
	as 1
	as 2
	as 3
	as 4
	as 5
	as 6
	as 7
	as 8
	as 9
	as 10
	as 11

	1
	1.1.
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3

	
	
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	2
	3
	3
	n/a
	3
	3

	
	1.2.
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4

	
	
	3
	2
	3
	4
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	
	1.3.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	1.4.
	n/a
	n/a
	2
	n/a
	3
	n/a
	4
	3
	3
	1
	3

	
	
	n/a
	n/a
	2
	n/a
	3
	n/a
	4
	3
	3
	2
	3

	
	1.5.
	3
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	2
	3
	4

	2
	2.1.
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	2
	3
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	3
	3
	4
	-
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4

	
	2.2.
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3

	
	
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	2
	4
	4
	3
	3
	3

	
	
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	3

	
	2.3.
	3
	n/a
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	n/a
	4
	n/a
	4
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	2.4.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	
	
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	
	2.5.
	3
	3
	4
	4
	4
	2
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	3
	4

	3
	3.1.
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	2
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	3
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	3
	4

	
	
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	n/a
	4
	4
	3
	4

	
	
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	2
	3
	n/a
	4
	3
	4

	4
	4.1.
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	3
	4
	4
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4

	
	
	4
	4
	4
	4
	4
	n/a
	4
	n/a
	4
	4
	4


* Please note:

· “as” abbreviation “answer sheet”

·  the interview items are distributed from “1” to “4”

·  the range of the data in the sheets filled is overbearing;
· we have overall of 11 answer sheets (2 participants per each country except Germany (3 participants);
· the interview sheets are anonymous.
According to the results given in the table above it could be considered that:

• more than 83 % of the answers given are evaluated with the highest possible mark – “4”;
• the quality of the event is in nearly total coincidence with the contentment and the expectations of the participants. Especially on items:

1. Quality of the transnational element 

Please note: 1.2. Links between the aims of the event and the overall aims of the project;
                     1.3. Development of positive attitudes towards Europe (item of great importance);

2. Structure, content and the delivery of the event
Please note: 2.1. Organization of the transnational event;
                     2.2. Effectiveness of content and appropriate range and balance of activities;
                     2.4. Effectiveness of shared ownership of the event;

                     2.5. Effectiveness of the process of monitoring and evaluation; 

Please note: Here we could see very typical psychological term called “social wanted answer”. It means that most of the people tested answer in a misleading way because of their own desire to perceive something that is about to happen. In our case the desired item is the “monitoring process” which is long–term future activity that has only been planned so far.
Items 3 and 4 related to the “Materials, resources and equipment” and “Quality of the domestic arrangements” represent the same case.

• the distribution of the other answers is as follow:

                   14 % - mark “3”

                     2 % - mark “n/a”

                     0,5 % - mark “2”

The summary of the questionnaire evaluating the meeting was made by Rumena Dimitrova, a member of Bulgarian project team. 
