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QUALITY ASSURANCE REPORT OF
TPM 2 VIENNA, AUSTRIA
2022-1-CZ01-KA220-SCH-000084941
Vienna 21-22 September 2023

VAEV

Meeting place: Vienna, Austria
Date of meeting: 21-22 September 2023
Total number of responses: 10

Each participant attending TPM2 meeting in Vienna, Austria filled out this evaluation questionnaire. The
host partner is responsible for this evaluation.



1. Partner organization
10 respuestas

@ Obchodnl akademie sro

@ Avrasya Enstitlisn Aragtirma ve
Geligtirme Limited Sirketi

@ VAEY Research and Development
Agency GmbH

@ Jaunpiebalgas vidusskola

@ ARISTOTELIO EKPEDEFTIRIC
SERRON

@ ISTITUTO TECNICO COMMERCIALE E
FER GEOMETRI MARIO RAPISARDI

2. How would you rate the communication of the partner in charge of organizing the sessions
befare the meeting? :
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3. The information received before the sessions was:
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4, The structure of the sessions (e.g. agenda, objectives, activities, responsibilities, etc.) was:
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5. Task distribution of the sessions input was:
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6. The methods used (presentations, discussions, agenda, etc.) within the sessions were:
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7. The presentation of the general workplan was:
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B. The scope, duration, time for discussion during the sessions were:
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9. The issues on the agenda were consistent with the objectives of the sessions:
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10. The equality of oppertunities for partners to bring suggestions and opinions was:
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11. My own contribution to the sessions was:
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12. The training will motivate me for future activities
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13. Were the sessions successful in your opinion?:
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14. Comments or suggestions?

5 Answers

No

everything was great thank you

Thank you

Good collaborative spirit among partners

Everything all right and according the rules.

CONCLUSIONS: The TPM 2 Quality Assurance Survey of OPEN@ summarizes that this was perceived
by all the partners as a satisfactory session. Almost all scores in all sections (Organisation and Efficiency,
Cooperation and Communication between partners, and Dissemination/Sustainability and Impact)
Furthermore, 80% of the organisation was very satisfied giving a score of 4.5 for the overall quality of the
project.



