T4EU-REV - Evaluation Form - Initial Meeting in Trondheim
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1. The topic of the project was interesting for me

4.40

Average Rating

2. | was satisfied with the project

4.27

Average Rating

3. | liked the atmosphere of the project

4.40

Average Rating

12:50

Responses Average time to complete

14

12

-]

[=2]

0

Closed

Status

2 3 4 5
2 3 4 5
2 3 4 5



4. | could contribute a lot to the project's success

3.93

Average Rating

5. | was satisfied with the efficiency of the project

3.73

Average Rating

6. The project progress was always clear

3.77

Average Rating
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7. The project symbolized the European spirit

4.27

Average Rating

8. I'm happy to take part in the project

4.90

Average Rating

9. | think this is a high-tech project

4.40

Average Rating
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10. The project structure is clearly defined
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Average Rating
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11. We all have done a good job within this project up to now
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Average Rating
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12. It was easy to communicate within this project
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13. We have reached all the goals of the meeting

3.60

Average Rating

14. 1 would like to continue this project

4.93

Average Rating

15. | have learned a lot about traditions of foreign countries

4.40

Average Rating
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16. | liked the work with people from other schools
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4.67

Average Rating 10

17. | am satisfied with the general time usage
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18. Is working fine among project partner schools?
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19. Is working fine among people inside your own school?
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Average Rating 10
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20. We found the way/tool to facilitate communication between partners after the meeting
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21. | was able to understand the content of the different presentations
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22. Further steps / Homework is clear and affordable

4.37

Average Rating

23. I'm an expert on the following subjects:

H1 W2 N3 E4 BS5

Mechanics

Mechatronics

Electronics

Media Design

Network Technology

Microcontroller

Programming

100% 0% 100%

24. The project improved students linguistic skills (English)

4.50

Average Rating



25. The project improved students technical skills
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26. Students have made few new friends within this project

Average Rating
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27. Once at home school, | think it will be necessary to communicate frequently to other students on my
workgroup
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28. General organisation by our host (Byasen videregaende skole)

4.41

Average Rating

29. The (conference) rooms used for the meetings were well chosen

4.60

Average Rating

30. Organisation by coordinating school (BBS TGHS Bad Kreuznach)

4.40

Average Rating
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31. Rate this activities:

Welcome dinner I_
Visit to school _
Guided city tour -_

Visit to NTNU Propulse/Revolve/Lecture 4.0 I_
Visit to Sverresborg Folk Museum ._
Farewell dinner |_

100% 0% 100%

32. | like the decision to skip workline C/D and having another round in workline A/B.
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20

4.40

Average Rating 10

33. Rate the Worklines regarding time usage efficiency:

H1 W2 N3 ®E4 BS5

100% 0% 100%

34. Rate how easy it was to find solutions within the different Worklines and groups (Only for students)

H1 W2 N3 ®E4 Bm5

100% 0% 100%



35. Rate the Worklines regarding the results of the developed work:

100% 0% 100%

36. Rate the accomodation

H1 W2 N3 E4 BS5

|

100% 0% 100%

37. Rate the Lunch

M Option "1" M Option "2" ™ Option "3" M Option "4" W Option "5"

Lunch at Sverresborg Folk Museum _-

100% 0% 100%



