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Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 1

UNIVERSITY: University of Alcala, Alcala de Henares (ES)
DATE: DECEMBER 2005

1. The organization of the meeting 5,8

2. Common understanding about what this 58
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 6,0
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 59
5. The budget distribution 5,8
6. The system used in decision making 59
7. The participative collaboration in the 57
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 6.0

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 58
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,7

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 6.0
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 2

UNIVERSITY: University of Leicester, Leicester (UK)
DATE: APRIL 2006

1. The organization of the meeting 5,8

2. Common understanding about what this 56
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,5
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 54
5. The budget distribution 5,2

6. The system used in decision making 5,5

7. The participative collaboration in the 6.0
meeting 2

8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 58
in the project !

9. Personal and professional relationship 58
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,5

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 57
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 3

UNIVERSITY: University of Helsinki, Helsinki (FI)
DATE: SEPTEMBER 2006

1. The organization of the meeting 5,7

2. Common understanding about what this 5.6
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,6
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 5,8
5. The budget distribution 5,7
6. The system used in decision making 54
7. The participative collaboration in the 509
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 58

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 57
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 54

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 59
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 4

UNIVERSITY: University of Lisbon, Lisbon (PT)
DATE: FEBRUARY 2007

1. The organization of the meeting 6,0

2. Common understanding about what this 58
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,7
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 5,8
5. The budget distribution 6,0
6. The system used in decision making 5,8
7. The participative collaboration in the 6.0
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 6.0

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 59
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,4

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 58
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 5

UNIVERSITY: University of Comenius of Bratislava, Bratislava (SK)
DATE: JUNE-JULY 2007

1. The organization of the meeting 6,0

2. Common understanding about what this 57
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,7
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 5,6
5. The budget distribution 5,7
6. The system used in decision making 59
7. The participative collaboration in the 6.0
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 509

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 56
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,7

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 6.0
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0 4,0 5,0
Average

PEC

6,0




Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 6

UNIVERSITY: University of Gavle, Gavle (SE)
DATE: OCTOBER 2007

1. The organization of the meeting 5,7

2. Common understanding about what this 59
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,8
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 59
5. The budget distribution 5,5
6. The system used in decision making 5,7
7. The participative collaboration in the 509
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 509

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 6.0
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 59

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 6.0
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 7

UNIVERSITY: University of Istanbul, Istanbul (TK)
DATE: MAY 2008

1. The organization of the meeting 5,6

2. Common understanding about what this 6.0
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,8
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 59
5. The budget distribution 5,3
6. The system used in decision making 5,7
7. The participative collaboration in the 6.0
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 6.0

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 6.0
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,7

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 6.0
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETING: 8

UNIVERSITY: University of Lisbon, Lisbon (PT)
DATE: JULY 2008

1. The organization of the meeting 5,8

2. Common understanding about what this 6.0
project is about 2

3. The distribution of tasks 5,9
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 5,7
5. The budget distribution 6,0
6. The system used in decision making 6,0
7. The participative collaboration in the 6.0
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 6.0

in the project

9. Personal and professional relationship 59
among all members of the project: ’

10. Communication System by email 5,8

12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 6.0
the meeting )

T
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0
Average

PEC



Survey Evaluation for the Meeting

MEETINGS: GLOBAL

UNIVERSITYS: Alcala, Bratislava, Gavle, Helsinki, Istanbul, Leicester, Lisbon
DATE: DECEMBER 2005 - JULY 2008

1. The organization of the meeting 5,8
2. Common understanding about what this 58
project is about ’
3. The distribution of tasks 5,8
4. Coordination and planning of the tasks 5,7
5. The budget distribution 5,7
6. The system used in decision making 5,7
7. The participative collaboration in the 59
meeting ’
8. The opportunity for everyone to participate 59
in the project !
9. Personal and professional relationship 59
among all members of the project: ’
10. Communication System by email 5,6
12. Rate the overall progress achieved during 59
the meeting )
[ I I I I I I
0,0 1,0 2,0 3,0 4,0 5,0 6,0
Average

PEC
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