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EVALUATION FORM

EVALUATION FORM - HOW WAS THE EVENT?

Event name:
ESTONIA MEETING, Nov. 17-19, 2014
NAME OF THE ORGANISATION: 
Every partner in the CIH project should fill in the evaluation form.
A grade should be given on a scale of 1 to 4, with 4 being the highest and 1 the lowest.

Example

‘Quality of the transnational partnership’ (2.1)

This performance indicator is concerned with:

 • The extent to which each partner contributes to the event

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

A performance meriting Level 4 would be illustrated by: 

• Each partner plays a role in the preparation and delivery of the event according to an

agreed prior division of roles and responsibilities

• There is clear evidence of a collaborative approach with strong team work

A performance meriting Level 2 would be illustrated by:

• There is a lack of clarity in the partners’ division of roles and responsibilities and consequently

there may be evidence of a failure to contribute as required

• Where problems have arisen, there is a lack of commitment to finding a mutually acceptable

compromise

Please send the completed questionaire to Erik Madsen of Skive - STI at: epm@skivets.dk 
	No.
	PERFORMANCE INDICATOR
	THEMES
	4
	3
	2
	1


	1          Structure and content of the event


	1.1
	Organisation of the transnational event
	Evidence of clear planning
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Realistic timescales
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Appropriate selection of delegates
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

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

and objectives of the event
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Relevant mixture of activities e.g. icebreaking

activities, didactic sessions, workshops, social

activities, free time


	
	
	
	

	
	
	Appropriateness of the social programme


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.3
	The quality of project management
	Clarity of project coordination


	
	
	
	

	
	
	The project partners are made aware of the

administrative structure of the project


	
	
	
	


PLEASE GIVE SOME NOTICE:

Identify 2 things you liked the most

Identify 2 points that could be improved (if relevant)

	No.
	PERFORMANCE INDICATOR
	THEMES
	4
	3
	2
	1


	2          Quality of the trans-national element


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

	
	
	The evidence of partners sharing roles and

responsibilities during the event
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	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 and the short term and long term objectives of the event
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Clear evidence in the event programme of real

synergy with the overall objectives of the project


	
	
	
	


PLEASE GIVE SOME NOTICE:

Identify 2 things you liked the most

Identify 2 points that could be improved (if relevant)

	No.
	PERFORMANCE INDICATOR
	THEMES
	4
	3
	2
	1


	3          Quality of partnership 


	3.1
	Partnership atmosphere
	Agreement amongst partners
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Effective communication amongst partners
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Development of trust and positive attitudes
	
	
	
	


PLEASE GIVE SOME NOTICE:

Identify 2 things you liked the most

Identify 2 points that could be improved (if relevant)

	No.
	PERFORMANCE INDICATOR
	THEMES
	4
	3
	2
	1


	4 Quality of the domestic arrangements


	4.1
	Quality and appropriateness of the domestic arrangements and the comfort factor
	Attention to practical details and catering


	
	
	
	

	
	
	Suitability of the working venue


	
	
	
	

	
	
	Quality of overnight accommodation, if appropriate


	
	
	
	

	
	
	Evidence of special requirements (dietary for

example) being met


	
	
	
	

	
	
	Information and support for local transport arrangements
	
	
	
	


PLEASE GIVE SOME NOTICE:

Identify 2 things you liked the most

Identify 2 points that could be improved (if relevant)
	No.
	PERFORMANCE INDICATOR
	THEMES
	4
	3
	2
	1


	5          Concerning the specifications of the CIH Project


	5.1
	Advancement of cleaning in healthcare competencies and standards 
	Integration of mapping feedback for a learning organization
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Quality of exchange of information
	
	
	
	

	
	
	New ideas for further development on Qualification Framework topics of:
	
	
	
	

	
	
	      1. Preparation of cleaning
	
	
	
	

	
	
	       2. Cleaning
	
	
	
	

	
	
	       3. Maintenance/repairing
	
	
	
	

	
	
	      4. Quality management
	
	
	
	

	
	
	      5. Communication
	
	
	
	

	5.2
	Quality of hospital visits
	Quality of site visits

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Quality of information and knowledge sharing
	
	
	
	


PLEASE GIVE SOME NOTICE:

Identify 2 things you liked the most

Identify 2 points that could be improved (if relevant)
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