GRUNDTVIG 2  “ADHD”

Questionnaire for the evaluation of the project by the participants within the partner institutions (NO,DE,EE,IT)

1. What  needs set out by the project have been met during its implementation?

a. ( Teaching methodologies for students/inmates  with special needs

b. ( Inmates’ rehabilitation strategies through education

c. ( Interfacing of  the medical and educational worlds for a joint action aiming at an optimal treatment of inmates affected by ADHD

d. ( Other (please specify): improvement of national educational systems,

                                                comparison of European educational systems

2. what objectives from the set out of the project have been achieved?

a. ( Contribution to research work in the ADHD educational problems within penitentiary institutions

b. ( Awareness of the importance of observation practices within the school context

c. ( Research of up-to-date methodologies to overcome the ADHD problems

d. ( Experimentation of  different solutions to help the ADHD learners 

e. ( Comparison of different approaches to the ADHD problem in European countries 

f. ( Familiarization with the educational situations in the local prisons of each partner country

g. ( Other (please specify): stimulus to other schools meant to overcome problems of students with special needs

3. What type/s of activities has /have been carried out during the project?

a. ( Direct field research

b. ( Web research

c. (  Personal interaction with partners/experts

d. (  Group discussions

e. (  group meetings

f. (  gathering of data/materials 

g. (  Other (please specify): contact with a large number of schools in the territory

4. How have the inputs acquired during the activities been used?

a. ( reflecting on them in view of a possible individual application of new educational proposals in the professional field of each participant

b. ( reflecting on them in view of a coordinated action with all actors involved in the project

c. ( spreading them in a wider context of the educational system where you work, suggesting innovative approaches to the decision-makers to be applied to curricula and syllabi

d. ( other (please specify)

5. Which of the following  reflection cues have the project visits and lectures in Bremen and the conference and visits in Treviso given you?

a. ( on teaching methodologies and strategies (use of computers, etc.)

b. ( on rehabilitation treatments (ergotherapy, etc.)

c. ( on teaching problems with students with special needs

d. ( on teaching problems within the penitentiary premises

e. ( on medical issues

f. ( other (please specify)

6. For a final evaluation of the project activities what would you propose besides the meetings held     during the second year of the project, the reports presented by each group and this questionnaire?

a. ( creation of an international forum open to various European institutions

b. ( permanent link with selected medical institutions

c. ( permanent link with penitentiary institutions

d. ( permanent link with human rights’associations

e. ( other (please specify)

7. In the perspective of a possible continuation of the activities of the ADHD project after its conclusion next year, what would you propose?

a. ( permanent exchange of educational outcome resulting from the experimental activities ensued from the project

b. ( starting of a new similar project for adults on another theme regarding long-life learning

c. ( teachers’ exchanges

d. ( other (please specify)

8. In a supposed implementation of a similar project, what aspects of it would you change and/ or improve?

a. ( working groups

b. ( organization

c. ( type of activities

d. ( methods of evaluation of the project

e. (methods of dissemination

f. ( methods of exchanging documentation

g. ( other (please specify)

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

With regard to 8 f answer, we feel that the coordinator should distribute the tasks related to the application forms to each partner group so that there is a more even load of work done by each participant country.

The answers given in this form are the results of a common position taken by the Palladio  group  participating in the Grundtvig 2 project  (Felice, Gennaro, Giuliano, Iola, Roberta).
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