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EVALUATION OVERVIEW – ROTTERDAM MEETING 
 
We have received evaluations of all visiting participants, a total of nine. As 
organizers of the meeting, we had a different role. That is why we have 
decided to add just a short commentary on the meeting at the end of this 
overview. 
  
Contents, organisation, general impression 
 
The table below summarizes the participants’ responses to questions about the contents, 
organisational aspects and general impression of the Rotterdam meeting: 
 
 bad poor average  very good excellent 
contents    4 5 
organisation    4 5 
general impression    4 5 
 
Fulfilment of expectations 
 
The table below shows the participants’ responses to the question: Were your 
expectations (of the meeting) fulfilled? Each respondent was invited to fill in a 
percentage. Also, some lines of text could be added to clarify the response. 
 
Percentages  and alternatives 
chosen by respondents: 

Number of respondents 

  
more than fulfilled 1 
100% fulfilled 4 
more or less fulfilled 1 
80% fulfilled 1 
70% fulfilled 2 
 
Summary of added text: 
 
-The mixture of practice and presentation was really good. 
-The Dutch lesson was really good. 
-The first day was very good and gave a lot of ideas for teaching and  learning, the   
  second day was more about practising the theory. 
-We need more time to discuss the different and interesting presentations. The  
 participants have got  so many experiences to share and talk about! That is not very  
 easy to handle. 
 
Using gathered information 
 
To the question “Will you use gathered information in your work?” all participants 
responded with “yes”.  This is how they intend to do it:  
 
-indirectly (I do not teach) to pass on to others and contribute to the development back 
home. 
-(in the meeting) a method was so well explained I saw a new approach for my students.  
-it is important to exchange experience through different and similar methods. 
-I think I will try some of the methods adapted to our circumstances. 
-some of them suit me very well. 
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-some of it can be shared with the teacher group that is coming together to make next 
year’s national teachers’ training course. 
-I will share it with my colleagues and also, in method discussions in other foras, such as 
the topic group. 
 
Communications /  discussions 
 
Basically, all participants seemed to be happy with communications and discussions in 
Rotterdam. 
However, some seemed to me more than satisfied and commented: “Excellent facilitating 
for discussions”, “perfect” or “very good”. Others seemed to have wanted “more time to 
talk and discuss the presentations and classroom visits”, to “narrow down on one or two 
aspects”  or “more time for each item”. One respondent stated that “Mixing the 
members” was a very good way to share experiences and ideas! 
 
Other comments 
 
At the bottom of the evaluation form the participants had the opportunity to add 
whatever came to mind with regard to the Rotterdam meeting. This led to some 
interesting details…  
 
About the planning and hosting of the meeting:      
The mixture of self-activity and listening to others was really good and well-planned. 
I enjoyed the hospitality and the whole organization of the meeting. 
I especially liked the classroom visits and the Dutch lesson, a smart variation in the 
programme! 
The restaurants chosen by our hosts were both good and interesting, showing ways of 
immigrant immigration into the Dutch society. 
 
About the group: 
Very interesting meeting, interesting people. 
Well organized work and professional subjects. 
This time we got to know each other better. 
 
About learning processes: 
The classroom visits, the Dutch lesson and the visit to our meeting by a learner were all 
very good elements and gave us a unique insight in several aspects of learning a 
language.  
Maybe one classroom visit could have been left out, so that we would have had more 
time to discuss the used methods more extensively. 
 
Short commentary organizers  
 
We were quite pleased with the meeting and the evaluation. We feel that we have come 
to a point where we can choose to go deeper into the ALFIE matter in a way that suits us 
best. This is still ahead of us, though, but Rotterdam has functioned as a kind of stepping 
stone into this unexploited territory, we think. There was a lot of interest, hard work and 
contact. We seem to have gathered some information we can use in the coming 
meetings. Maybe we can use it in such a way that we include enough time in and outside 
the meetings to think it through and give it form. 
 
Mark Peeters and Dolorata du Chatinier, February 28th 2012. 


