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Urška Bittner Pipan & Barbara Rigler / 14 April 2014
Fifth Partner meeting in Utrecht, Netherlands, 9th of April 2014
Minutes 

Participants:

UK - Robin Simpson, Daniel Carpenter, Gillian Harrison

NL - Jan van den Eijnden, Chantal de Bonth-Vromans
SE - Michael Deubler, Sven Ögren, Gunnel Hillerström Bengtsson
SI - Urška Bittner Pipan, Barbara Rigler

DK - Bente von Schindel, Hans Jørgen Vodsgaard

1. Formalities, signatures

a) Practical information by the host - done

b) Appoint a moderator (Robin Simpson – VA) and a reporter (JSKD) - done

c) Approval of the minutes of 4th meeting and the agenda of the 5th meeting

The minutes of Cardiff meeting were ok.

The agenda was approved with extra issue at item 6: financial aspects. 
d) Sign Attendance List - done

2.
Since last time: Info on matters not included in the items below

a) News from the partners

JSKD - Slovenia: contact to University of Social studies to make some quality steps in research;

LF - Sweden:  they translated and improved Danish survey in Swedish, anonymous survey on internet for all schools;
LKCA - Netherlands: starting with the questionnaires on national level- big questionnaires with new questions;

VA- UK: organising new groups, documentations on website, they explore possibilities for publication about amateur culture in the residences for elderly, Bearing Foundation; bilateral meeting with partners from Denmark;

IF, KSD - Denmark: they have plan to see each other three times per year and discussing in groups about aesthetic learning, about education and art.

b)
Other issues / none


Robin: Is there any other issue there is not on agenda?

LF - Sweden: Problems with sending info only by email – we deal with older population. 
3. 
Evaluate the European seminar (WP 10) 

a)
Evaluation round

Robin: three things we should talk about seminar: 1. organisation, 2. subject of the seminar, 3. a critical view to find points to improve.

Sven: being in these groups was very good idea, this outcomes, moderators, we talked very philosophically, I was very impressed about this old people, they have a lot of experiences. It would be good to give people a chance to write down their answers, it would be more personal and more time to think.

Urška: organisational: it was great, very well organised (good combination of very good lectures and team work) but it was very intense for participants. Maybe it would be better to have just one group session per day. Subject: It was a mixture of aesthetic learning and lifelong learning, different point of view, new aspects, there was a problem to find solution and answers to questions, to write down definitions. Improvement: a little less intense, more time to exchange ideas, a preparation for moderators.

Bente: organisation, it was very good idea with moderators, they have more reasons to be here, improve with more discipline, we have so many different issue, we have more to focus on aesthetic learning.
Michael: it's hard to point one thing to improve, the conference was good, participants have good experiences, there is way to talk formal, we have already inviting British group to Sweden, because we don't have theatre group.

Gillian: everything went smoothly, very positive atmosphere, to talk with each other, it was good to be challenged, to listen to the experiences of older people; the presentations of the professors were good, we need more discussion about aesthetic; we have all different perspective.  

Gunnel: everything was good, we should have more time for rest and, we could have had more time to think about questions, it was a lot of things to go through. I learned something: the experience of elderly peoples' ability to catch the moment. 

Daniel: the conference was fantastic, the agenda was to pact, the participants must be prepared with terms, academic perspectives is probably too much limited, issue of aesthetic learning, we have to focus on topic and diversity of participants (different social class), education, but it was spontaneously, older learners have to evaluate and discuss.

Chantal: organisation was great, I learned a lot of it, thinking about the content, we managed, it was good learning process for me, good combination, good knowledge.

Jan: »difficult for the butcher to judge the meet«(, very good exchange with Hans and others, good job with preparation, people didn't react about requirements, it was a little too academic, rush jobs, both professors were very different, 5 tips/hints we didn't succeed (discussed with Hans). The participant Bente from Denmark did not complain, even though it had a crutch and she can hardly walk. She invited the orchestra of Jan to Denmark in summer 2015. This is a good example of this seminar.

Barbara: It’s my first time at the project; I am here instead of Marjeta Turk. Very good experience, nice participants. For moderators, who were working for the first time, it would be good to have more specific guidelines in order to keep more focus on topics.

Hans: good and bad aspects of the seminar with reference to its character as a Grundtvig Partnership. It had a free space for discussion, but the focus could have been clearer. The organisation was good, but limited by economic restrictions. The more days, the more expansive mobilities, but we could have used one more day. In Cardiff, we didn't manage to decide guidelines for the content, the planning of the programme was late and we didn't get feedback about the programme from our partners. There were a lot of practical issues with loose ends, which implied a lot of improvisation. During the seminar we got ideas for ten good projects, but not enough response on the issue of aesthetic learning.  Properly, the participants didn't see this as a problem, because they had a great opportunity to exchange experiences and views, and to be in an excellent place and town. 
Sven: papers were on delay; our participants read them on the train.

Robin: I agree with a lot been said. It was challenging to mix 6 different partners groups, but also a very enjoyable event. Maybe a bigger diversity of participants would have been more interesting – all participants were well educated with a good background. It is difficult to generalize such a large group of individuals, both positively and negatively, we missed quite a few details.

Gunnel: About mandala - the participants began to draw it like “flies to honey”. It is very important that participants do some artistic. All the time they drew it.

Robin: Yes, it was good - it's not good if all have to sing together at the same time, it is nice to join democratically, when they want to.
b)
Summary of conclusion:

Positive: organisation was great, the mood was very good, many different groups have been harmonized, the lecturers were excellent – passionate and closely related to the topic, it was very good blended groups, long enough to stick together, a lot of diversity and different opinions.

To improve: There was not enough time for a rest – too intense; we need guidelines (briefing) for moderators; we all need a clearer focus, what is aesthetic learning – a clearer  concept of aesthetic learning (we had two topic to address: aesthetic learning and active ageing).
c)
Follow-up on the seminar
All participants must fill-out questionnaires: Jan: easier words for participants, Hans suggested »Learning methods«, instead of Pedagogical qualities (new version send by Hans) 

I. Each organisation shall distribute the questionnaire to their own participants and ask them to fill-out and return it electronically latest Wednesday 23 April 

II. Each organisation then send the filled-out questionnaires to LKCA with CC to the partners latest Wednesday, 23 April – so not only LKCA, but all partners have the possibility to see the evaluations from all the participant groups 

III. LKCA will make a summary of the evaluations and send the draft together with the Reports from the plenum sessions  (made by the special reporter) to the partnership latest Monday 28 April
IV. All partners can propose revisions of the evaluation summary and the seminar reports to LKCA until Wednesday, 7 May
V. LKCA will send the final evaluation summary and reports to the partnership latest Monday, 12 May
VI. All partners should thereafter send the evaluation summary and reports to their own participants, and the documents can be uploaded to the project website. 

4. 
Valorisation plan for the last phase:


a)
Short presentations of the valorisation plans by each partner 

Jan: VALORISATION & DISSEMINATION - LKCA NETHERLANDS 

Producing a good report, including power points, photos and outcomes of group discussions 

Combine the report with the outcome of our expert meeting: the output of earlier work packages including updated questionnaires. Putting it all on the websites - several websites

News brief: article

Small seminar with the Dutch participants: disseminate to a wider circle, connection to our larger project: Long Live Arts Hopefully a new project: mutual learning? What is the definition? Intergenerational learning. Develop new project ideas
Photos, Packages on seminar, Produce article

Daniel: report on website, on festivals for elderly will present the project, also use Twitter on these 2 days

Hans: to inform each about articles associated with the project Art Age
b)
Follow up

Gillian: important to wider the idea of aesthetic learning.
Jan: connect the art-age project wider, in conjunction with disabled people's organizations, sport ...
Michael: We were invited to the project just after I started at the School, we have had a wide variety of people engaged, who have already been working with the participants in this age group. The next step is how the issue can affect our way of thinking, what should be our educational approaches; how can we use it to get money from the government for such projects ... we started with two meetings, and now It will surely affect our further work.

Urška: art based learning and aesthetical learning – put the issue on our network, expand the networks, disseminate from our offices wider all over the country.

Bente: Who knows the answer to the question of what is aesthetical learning? How to get better funding to deal with such issues?  We must try to find new answers, which can reach the agenda of the politicians.

Daniel: dealing with two things - validation on learning perspective and conclusions on aesthetic learning.

c)
Summary of conclusion

Robin:  We can split results in two categories: 1. use of the results and knowledge in the society and in the policy – inform what is going to work and taking some research on this and pass broader in the future; 2. new possibilities for EU projects - we are talking about an important topic, which is not very easy to use.

5. Evaluation of the whole project 

a) 
Evaluation round

All partners believed that this project was great, that we can speak from our own personal perspective. A lot could be further improved, but we learned a lot from each other and many things will be transferred to our countries, organizations ... 

6.
Reporting to the national agencies

a)
Dialogue on demands 



Remember to first to make the registration at the ECAS portal and get a PIC, and then fill out 

your project report to your National Agency. 

b)
Schedule common tasks regarding the national reporting  


The deadlines of the final reporting from each partner to their National Agencies are 30 Sept 

2014. But before, we may need to have summaries of the evaluations by each partner to put 

into each of our own final reports. Therefore, to have enough time, decided that all should 

make their draft reports latest 1st June and send a copy to their partners. 
7.
Evaluation of the fifth meeting

a)
Oral evaluation round 

An oral evaluation of the meeting was made. Everybody was very satisfied with the cooperation and the hosting. 

b)
Written evaluation


Fill out the meeting evaluation questionnaire (soon after the meeting, till 16th of April)

8.
A.O.B (any other business) 


None[image: image1.png]
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