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Study visit group report

	Group No
	261

	Title of the visit
	How development of a science municipality may strengthen learning, education and cooperation

	Topic
	Cooperation between education and training institutions and local communities

	City, country
	Assens, Denmark

	Type of visit 
	General education

	Dates of visit
	18.4.-23.04.10

	Group reporter
	Olga Mokrejsova
Christiane Bergeler


Dear participants,

The purpose of a study visit is to generate an exchange of experience and good practice between the country you visit and the countries you all come from. Thus, participating in a study visit can be an exciting experience and an important learning tool for you. 

During the visit you are invited to prepare a group report summarising your discussions and learning. This will help Cedefop disseminate what you have learnt to others, who share your interest but did not participate in this particular study visit.

On the first day of the visit, you are to select a reporter who will be responsible for preparing the final report and submitting it to Cedefop. Everybody should contribute to the report by sharing their views, knowledge, and practices in their respective countries. Please start working on the report from the first day of the visit. 

You will, of course, be taking your own notes during presentations and field visits; but the group report should highlight the result of the group’s reflections on what was seen and learnt during the entire visit and the different perspectives brought by the different countries and participants. The report should NOT read as a travel diary, describing every day and every session or visit. 

Cedefop will publish extracts of your reports on its website and make them available to experts in education and vocational training. When writing the report, please keep this readership in mind: make your report clear, interesting, and detailed enough to be useful to colleagues throughout Europe. 
By attaching any photos to the report, you agree to Cedefop’s right to use them in its publications on study visits and on its website.
Please prepare the report in the working language of the group.

Please do not include the programme or list of participants.

The reporter should submit the report to Cedefop (studyvisits@cedefop.europa.eu) within ONE month after the visit.
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I. Findings

This section summarises the findings of the group while visiting host institutions, discussing issues with the hosts and within the group. You will be reflecting on what you learnt every day. But to put them together and give an overall picture, you need to devote a special session to prepare the final report on the last day of the visit. 

In this section, it is important that you describe not only things you learnt about the host country but also what you learnt about the countries represented by group members. 

1. One of the objectives of the study visits programme is to exchange examples of good practice among hosts and participants. Cedefop will select well-described projects/programmes/initiatives and disseminate them to former participants and a wider public, including potential partners for future projects. Therefore it is important that you identify and describe all aspects that, in your view, make these projects/programmes/initiatives successful and worth exploring.

Describe each of the good practices you learnt about during the visit (both from the hosts and from one another) indicating the following: 

	title of the project/programme/initiative

	country
	name of the institution that implements it (if possible, provide a website)


	contact person (if possible) who presented the programme to the group


	whom the project/ programme/ initiative addresses


	what features of the project/programme/initiative make it an example of good practice 



	The collaboration between a public school and a local industrial company
	Denmark
	Vissenbjerg

School

www.vissenbjergskole.dk

	Morten Stochkendal
	Pupils and teachers on secondary school

(8. – 9. grade)
	- planning the project with a local industrial company

- pupils work based on experimental activities

- every day life connection of topic
-ecologic content

- multidisciplinary


	Science Municipality Assens
	Denmark
	Municipality of Assens
www.assens.dk/page3224.aspx
www.assens.dk/page2700.aspx
	Anette Lauridsen
	Day Care
Schools

Associations


	- innovative science courses
- networking

- cooperation between all involved parties: schools, companies and other partners


	Science in the Sandpit
	Denmark
	Daycare Center Gustavsminde
www.gustavsminde.dk

	Ib Pedersen
	Preschool children and there families
	- hands on activities related to nature (animals, plants, fire, water, wind, earth)


* You can describe as many good practices as you find necessary. You can add rows to the table.
2. The study visits programme aims to promote and support policy development and cooperation in lifelong learning. That is why it is important to know what you learnt about such policies and their implementation during your visit. You are invited to describe your findings concerning the following:

2.1. Approaches taken by participating countries (both host and participants’) regarding the theme of the visit. Are there any similar approaches/measures in participating countries? What aspects are similar and why? What aspects are different and why? 

	The study visit was planned from Sunday 18.04.10 to Friday 23.04.10, but unfortunately since Thursday 16.04.10, the European airports had to close because of the activity of an Icelandic volcano. Because of this most of the participants could not arrive as planned, as there was no time to arrange alternative modes of transport, or no other means of travel at all. From the start of the programme and all the way through, there were only 3 participating countries: Denmark (host), Czech Republic and Germany (participants who travelled by car). Although we had these difficulties, the programme was successfully concluded with the limited number of participants.
Between the three delegates a similar approach to the programme was a focus on sciences, in particular to find ways to increase motivation of students to learn the subject, and also how to increase cooperation between different levels of school ages.



2.2. Challenges faced by participating countries (including host) in their efforts to implement policies related to the theme of the visit. What are the challenges? Are they common challenges? If so, why? If not, why not?

	Common challenges: 
- Motivation for learning sciences in all types of schools from kindergarten to university.
- cooperation between teachers of different levels of school

- multidisciplinary approach to teaching
- cooperation with other partners (local authorities, local enterprises, parents) 



2.3. Name and describe effective and innovative solutions you have identified that participating countries (both host and participants) apply to address the challenges mentioned in question 2.2. Please mention specific country examples. 
	Science in the Sandpit (Denmark see part 1)
The collaboration between a public school and a local industrial company (Denmark see part 1)
Science Municipality Assens (Denmark see part 1)
Bilingual teaching in high school (CLIL) – Czech Republic – www.gjn.cz 



2.4. Assessment of the transferability of policies and practices. Could any examples of good practice presented in this report be applied and transferred to other countries? If so, why? If not, why not?
	· translation and  adaptation of good practices and ideas
· examining and evaluating 
· reporting and disseminating (presentation to teachers and local authorities)



3. Creating networks of experts, building partnerships for future projects is another important objective of the study visit programme. 

Please state whether and which ideas for future cooperation have evolved during meetings and discussions. 

	· sharing ideas and professional experiences 
· organizing future meetings in participating countries 
· cooperation in future projects




TO SUM UP:

4. What is the most interesting/useful information that the group believes should be communicated to others? To whom, do you think, this information will be of most interest? 
	It seems that we would have the same problems in all European countries. That is, not enough students interested in sciences at universities, and not enough of fully qualified teachers of sciences at all levels in schools.
Students at an early age should be encouraged to enjoy sciences through hands on activities and motivating approaches, but this may only be obtained by having sufficient supporting materials available to teachers. 
Authorities and enterprises should both encourage and assist schools to try to find new ways of teaching science in the classroom, and teachers should be able to share experiences between each other and their partners sharing best practices.
It was a great shame that all the intended delegates could not, because of travel circumstances, enjoy and participate in a very rewarding study visit.



II. Organisation of the visit

This part of the report will not be published but it will be made available to the organiser and will be used by national agencies and Cedefop to monitor and improve implementation of the study visits programme.
We recognise the value of ongoing feedback as a way of ensuring that the programme is at all times a responsive and dynamic initiative, meeting the needs of its various participants and target audiences. In this section you are invited to give us your feedback on several factors that, in our opinion, contribute to an effective visit. 
1. Discuss within the group and check if you agree or disagree with the following statements. Please mark only one box (() that expresses most closely the opinion of the entire group. Please use Question 2 of this section to elaborate on your responses, if needed.

	
	
	All agree
	Most agree
	Most disagree
	All disagree
	Not applicable

	e.g.
	The size of the group was good.
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.1.
	The programme of the visit followed the description in the catalogue.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.2.
	There was a balance between theoretical and practical sessions.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.3.
	Presentations and field visits were linked in a coherent and complementary manner.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.
	The topic was presented from the perspectives of the following actors of the education and training system in the host country: 
	(
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.1.
	· government and policy-makers 
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.2.
	· social partners
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.3.
	· heads of institutions
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.4.
	· teachers and trainers
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.5.
	· students/trainees
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.4.6.
	· users of services
	(
	(
	(
	(
	X

	1.5.
	There was enough time allocated to participants’ presentations.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.6.
	The background documentation on the theme provided before the visit helped to prepare for the visit.
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.7.
	Most of the group received a programme well in advance.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.8.
	The information provided before the visit about transportation and accommodation was useful. 
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.9.
	The organiser accompanied the group during the entire programme.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.10.
	The size of the group was appropriate.
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.11.
	The group comprised a good mixture of participants with diverse professional backgrounds.
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.12.
	There were enough opportunities for interaction with representatives of the host organisations. 
	X
	(
	(
	(
	(

	1.13.
	There was enough time allocated for discussion within the group. 
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(

	1.14.
	The Cedefop study visits website provided information that helped to prepare for the visit.
	(
	X
	(
	(
	(


2. If you have any comments on the items 1.1. – 1.14 above, please write them in the box below.
	


III. Summary

	Very satisfied
	10


1. Having summarised all your reflections and impressions, please indicate how satisfied you are with your participation in the study visit. Indicate the number of participants for each category, e.g.

	Very satisfied
	2
	Satisfied
	0
	Somewhat satisfied
	0
	Not satisfied


	0
	Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied
	0


2. What elements and aspects of the study visits do you think could be changed or improved? 
	The limited number of participants helped us to have more time to individual investigation in dialogue with all participants of organising country. 

However, we had less opportunity to share experiences and good practices with participants from other countries.



3. If there is anything else you would like to write about that is not included in the above questions, please feel free to write below or attach a separate sheet.
	A big thank you to our hosts during the difficult situation for them.



Thank you!
Please submit the report to Cedefop (studyvisits@cedefop.europa.eu) within one month after the visit.
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