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Executive Summary

Erasmus+ Key Action 1 KA1 (Mobility Projects for School Education Staff) provides funding for mobility projects
involving three types of activities of school staff to be undertaken abroad: teaching assignments, structured
courses and training events, and job shadowing activities.

The objective of this study is to present a systematic evaluation of the impact of Erasmus+ KA1 mobility projects
on the Greek education system. The Erasmus+ Guide defines ‘impact as ‘the effect which the implemented
activity and its results have on people, practices, organisations and systems. Desired impact is one of the crite-
ria used for the evaluation of Erasmus+ KA1 applications, and prospective participants have to clearly demon-
strate and document in their application that they have a relevant strategy. In agreement with the definition and
the importance of the concept and relevant practices, the study assesses the impact of KA1 mobility projects
on school education staff, first at the individual level of each participant; second on their school units and the
school community; third on education stakeholders and the local community, as a result of dissemination and
communication activities; and fourth at national / education system level.

The impact analysis study employs a mixed-method research approach involving the collection of both quan-
titative and qualitative data, from the following sources:

(a) Participant Reports, i.e. the electronic survey emailed by the European Commission to each individ-
ual participant following the completion of their activity.

(b) Final Reports, i.e. comprehensive evaluations of the completed projects, submitted by participants’
schools.

(c) Individual, semi-structured interviews with mobility participants and non-participant beneficiary
school staff, i.e. participant and non-participant teachers and school directors.

(d) A Focus Group discussion with beneficiaries (teachers and school directors from almost all types
and levels of schooling), Erasmus+ promoters working in Regional Directorates of Education, and
members of the National Authority and National Agency of Erasmus+.

The total number of the Erasmus+ KA1 beneficiaries forming the population of the research was 352 teachers
and school directors who participated in KAT mobility projects from 2014 to 2017. The data used for the purpos-
es of the research come from a sample of 60 participant schools, which were selected according to criteria of
geographical (regional) representation, type of school, level of education, thematic / subject area of the awarded
project and year of mobility.

The participants’ questionnaires and reports were made available to the research team by the Greek National
Agency (State Scholarships Foundation/SSF/IKY). The National Agency provided valuable support to the re-
search team in the form of providing logistic support, facilitating the communication with schools and, ultimate-
ly. enabling the research team to visit the sampled beneficiary schools to conduct face to face interviews. The
National Agency’s contribution to the recruiting of the focus group participants was also instrumental.

For the purposes of the statistical analysis of the collected questionnaires and the quantitative analysis of the
final evaluation reports the research team used the SPSS (version 26) statistical package. Additionally, the con-
tent analysis method was used for the analysis of the data emanating from the interviews and the focus group
discussion conducted with the teachers, aided by the use of the NVIVO 8 computer program.

IMPACT STUDY of the Erasmus+ Programme / KA1 Mobility Projects for SCHOOL EDUCATION STAFF 2014-2017



Executive Summary

Special care was exercised by the research team to ensure the appropriateness of the adopted practices con-
cerning ethical issues, access, consent, confidentiality, sensitivity or power relations in every phase of the re-
search.

The following four key themes emerged from the analysis of data from Questionnaires, School Reports, Indi-
vidual Interviews with beneficiaries and non-participants and the Focus Group Discussion, relating to the im-
pact of the KA1 mobility projects, namely: (a) the participants’ personal development (b) the participants’ profes-
sional development and school practices (c) the participants’ school units and their stakeholder groups (d) other
local schools and wider community. A further thematic category that emerged from the analysis concerns the
difficulties experienced throughout the projects, the ways obstacles were overcome and the respondents’ sug-
gestions for improving the Programme.

Participant teachers and school directors were unanimous in their positive appraisal of the KA-1 projects
stressing various valuable experiences they had gained through their participation. They also stated their sat-
isfaction about the responsiveness of host organizations, the organizational structures of the schools visited,
the learning experience, the social interaction, the preparation and general organization of the mobility as well
as the relevant support received by the Hellenic National Agency before and after the mobility. Their positive
experience reassured their intention to re-apply for KA1 mobility or join other European/international projects
and increased other colleagues’ desire to participate.

All participants felt that the KA1 mobility scheme had offered them opportunities to become familiarized with
different educational systems, to establish strong relations and exchange ideas with colleagues from abroad
and, to get acquainted with innovative approaches of teaching and learning practices which are not “‘common”
in Greek education. But, most significantly, mobility projects motivated participants for self-improvement, stim-
ulating them to improve their knowledge and skills, especially in foreign languages and ICTs, develop their cre-
ativity and perceptions towards innovation in education, revise their teaching strategies, gain useful experience
in project management, and acquire a lifelong learning attitude.

Almost half of the beneficiaries stated that KA1 mobility has improved their professionalism, and their ability
to cooperate within their schools. Many argued that KA1 training seminars were the most systematic types of
activities they had participated in recent years, which can lead to professional development.

The analysis of the participants’ questionnaires and the reports of beneficiary schools shows that the thematic
areas of the awarded projects and activities for the 2014-2017 period lie within a variety of topics. Emergent
educational issues such as inclusion and equity, disability and special educational needs, addressing school
dropouts and school failure, open and distance learning, lifelong learning, European citizenship awareness,
creativity and culture, international cooperation, international relations, development cooperation, entrepre-
neurial education, minority education and intercultural education, represent in total approximately half of the
awarded projects. Topics concerning curriculum innovations, educational methods and development of training
courses, ICTs in education/digital literacy, institutional quality improvement and pedagogical and instructional
issues account for almost two-thirds of the projects.

The increased interest on issues related to pedagogy, teaching methodologies and innovative educational ap-
proaches and practices, is indicative of (a) the teachers’ need to update/upgrade their knowledge and acquire
the necessary skills for incorporating innovative approaches in their practice and, (b) their willingness to re-
spond effectively to an increasingly diverse classroom population and ensure all students’ participation, in-
clusion and creativity through well-designed instructional practices. KA1 mobility experiences reportedly help
to bridge the gap between theory and practice. "Job shadowing” is referred to as the most productive activity
towards practice-oriented professional development; however, it is the most demanding type of KAT mobility
because, apart from teachers’ full commitment, it requires extra administrative school arrangements.
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Many participants stated that the projects had helped them to establish strong relationships with their partner
institutions and to cooperate with foreign colleagues. Most importantly, however, a very high percentage of
teachers reported that their institutions” attitude towards mobility had changed considerably. As they explained,
their institutions have become more positive towards European mobility projects and more teachers are moti-
vated to participate. Involvement in KA1 mobility schemes has a positive impact on schools’ familiarity with EU
funding mechanisms and on their attitude towards mobility schemes, not only for participating in but also for
hosting relevant activities.

Participants and non-participants reported a positive impact on communication and relationships within the
school community (i.e. between school directors, teachers, students) and the creation of a positive school at-
mosphere. Interviews revealed that the impact on non-participants varied, but depending on their personal
attitude and the efforts of participants, it could lead to active involvement, strengthening dissemination and
sustainability of Mobility outcomes. This, according to participant and non-participant educators, has developed
the ability of their school to address effectively a number of pressing pedagogical issues (i.e. school bullying.
classroom management, school dropouts, delinquency and/or violence phenomena, inappropriate use of the
internet, teacher-student and teacher-parents’ relationships). Mobility projects have been of particular signifi-
cance for the improvement of the educational experiences of students with special needs and students at risk
of experiencing learning difficulties. Students of upper secondary vocational schools have also benefited enor-
mously due to the development of counseling and empowerment skills of participant teachers.

The crucial role of school directors in initiating and preparing KAT mobility and the dissemination and sustaina-
bility of results was stated repeatedly, also because school heads bear much of the bureaucratic burden of the
endeavour. A substantial number of responses had to do with the scheme’s impact on parents, whose attitude
towards mobility was either accommodative or hindering, depending on their expectations about the mobility
effectiveness for the students.

The positive impact on school communities, extends to local educational stakeholders and communities. Ben-
eficiaries used a wide spectrum of initiatives and means to communicate their accomplishments to local so-
ciety and to disseminate the mobility results. Often, they became “success stories” and their schools were
projected as "best practices”. Nevertheless, significant differences can be observed concerning the time and
effort they devoted to increase the dissemination, sustainability and impact of their project both within their
school and for the benefit of the wider educational community. One frequently mentioned result has been that
mobility projects had raised local society and school community awareness towards vulnerable groups (i.e. at
risk social groups, cultural and religious minorities), thus combating prejudice and stereotyping and embracing
a philosophy of well-documented innovation and change.

Besides the positive impact on their personal and professional development and on their schools and local
communities, participants also reported a number of challenging issues and problems that impede Mobility
projects and /or undermine their impact and scope.

The most often mentioned difficulties concerned the bureaucratic arrangements involved. Surprisingly, partic-
ipants from different schools reported varying bureaucratic procedures and effective responses from regional
education authorities, indicating that not all education authorities work under the same standards. The rigid cur-
riculum and the difficulties in replacing teachers who go on a KA1 mobility was another frequently mentioned
obstacle especially for upper secondary schools teachers of core subjects and special need teachers. Stability
of teaching staff and school leadership is essential for mobility to yield results for the school, while frequent
changes (i.e. due to the large number of substitute teachers) pose an additional difficulty, especially for small
and remote schools. Sometimes teacher assemblies at schools were not favourable or helpful or expressed

IMPACT STUDY of the Erasmus+ Programme / KA1 Mobility Projects for SCHOOL EDUCATION STAFF 2014-2017



Executive Summary

no interest for mobility projects. Beneficiaries face difficulties in disseminating and sustaining mobility out-
comes both within their school and to neighbouring schools and local community.

Participants also reported problems with host organisations, whose training programs were of low quality, had
visible shortcomings in the planning and implementation process or did not correspond to their expectations.
This is related to insufficiencies in the process of quality assurance for host organisations.

From the above, it can be safely argued that the KA1 mobility projects had a positive impact on their benefi-
ciaries, their school communities and stakeholders and, when dissemination activities were in place, on local
educational communities.

The study showed that mobility schemes can be at the forefront of in-service training and continuous profes-
sional development, relevant to the needs of teachers, especially when they choose training programs that
are effective in meeting those needs. Mobility-related activities could serve as good practices and examples of
training initiatives and should receive the appropriate attention and appraisal by Greek education authorities.
Special attention should be paid to stimulating involvement of rural, remote and small schools, which are in
greater need for mobility related improvement, since their staff has limited opportunities to participate in edu-
cational or training activities, compared to their peers from urban or bigger schools. Also student involvement
has to be clearly visible and adequately secured in the mability application.

The role of administrative educational authorities is crucial for mitigating difficulties and obstacles to mobility,
for leveraging experience from KA1 Mobility as "best practice” to supplement State-wide initiatives for Profes-
sional Development of teachers and for establishing procedures of appraisal of KA1 Mobility participants, and
certification of their professional development.

The impact on mobility-related professional development is maximized when host organisations offer high
quality, state-of-the-art, well organized, active learning training seminars and targeted, well-prepared school
visits, rendering essential the establishment of a Europe-wide framework of quality assurance for mobility
providers.

Schools could benefit greatly from internationalization and Europeanisation, from networking and collaboration
with foreign schools and peers. Mobility was reported to increase job satisfaction and wellbeing and to boost
the interest of participants to bring innovation and change in their established school practices. Appraisal and
recognition of training activities and, following a careful quality assurance process, conditional certification of
professional development activities accomplished during mobility and dissemination, would motivate more
teachers to participate, thus contributing to the opening-up of schools to the world and bringing in new experi-
ences which renew daily schooling for teachers and students.
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MepiAnyn ow EAANVIKAG

H Baowkn Apdon 1 tou Mpoypduuatog Erasmus+ (Erasmus+ KA1 / BAT) éxel w¢ avtikeipevo v vioxuon g
KIVNTIKOTNTAG TWV ATOPwWY Mou gite epyadovial atoug ToUElg TNG eknaideuong, TN veoAalag Kal Twv opyavioewy
NG Kowwv{ag Twv NoAtwy, ite onoudddouv h glvat paBnteuduevol, aoKOUPEVOL, VEOL XTOV TOPED TNG KIVNTIKOTN-
TaG ToU ekNadeuTikoU NpoownikoU TG 0XoAKNG eknaideuong, n Apdan unootnpidel 2x€bla Kivntuikdtntag nou
agopouyv Tpia €6n dpactnplothtwy:

A. Tnv avdBeon kaBnkéviwv didaakaAiag, dnAadh dpactnplothtwy nou divouv th duvatdtnta oTo K-
nawdeutikd h Ao npoownikd tng 0XoAKNG eknaideuang va 618a€eL o ouvepyalduevo axoleio ae
Hta GMn xapa nou naipvel pépog o€ Mpdypappa Erasmus+

B. Tnv napakoAoUBnon dopnpévwy Npoypappatwy HadBnpdtwy h ekdNAWOEwWY Kataptiong o€ pia AAAn
Xwpa, unootnpiovtag Kat autév tov 1pono v enayyeAdatikn avdntugn twv eknadeutikoU Kat Aot-
noU NPoowrikoU Kat Twv dleuBuVIWY TwV OXOAKWY povadwy

. Tnv napakoAoUBnon epyaciag (job shadowing), péow tng onoiag divetat n eukalpia otoug Steubu-
VTG OXOAMKWV Hovadwv Kat 0to Nnpoownikd TN oXoAKNG eknaibeuong va nepdoouv pia nepiodo oto
e€wteptkd o€ éva oxoAeio «etaipo» h og kanotov opyavioud, o onoiog dpactnplonoleitat oto nedio ing
O0XOAIKNAG eknaibeuong.

2TOX0G QUTAG TNG MEAETNG €lval va MApOUCLACEL i OUCTNUATIKA a§LoAGYNoN ToU avTIKTUMOU nou €ixav otnv eANn-
VIKN eknaideuon ta 2x€8la nou uAomnothBnkayv ato nAaiolo tng Apdong Erasmus+ BAT ané 1o 2014 éwg 1o 2017.
2tov 06nyd tou lMpoypdppatog Erasmus+, o aviiktunog opidetat wg «n enppon nou éxouv n {6la n dpactnpld-
TNTA KAl T anoteAéoatd NG o€ dTopa, NPAKTKES, OpyavIopoUg Kat ouathuata» (Erasmus+, 0dnydg npoypdu-
datog 2020, . 350). O avtiktunog, og cuvduaopd pe v 6tadoon twv anoteheoudtwy, anoteel £va and ta kupla
kpuhpla aloAdynong twv 2xediwv nou unoBdAMovtat otnv BAT, kat ot attolvieg Ba npéneL va TEKPINPLLOCOUY
Tov duvnTikd aviiktumno tng NG NPOoTelvOpevNg 6pactNELOTNTAG 0Ta GToPa Kal ToV 0pYavIoH6 Nou EKNPocwnoly
KaBWG Kal aTo eUpUTEPO eKNAOEUTIKS Kal KOWVWVIKS MAaiolo.

Ye avtiotowxia e 6oa npoBAénovtal otov oplopd nou napatéBnke kat AauBdvoviag undyn T onuacia Nou €xel
n peylotonoinan g dtdxuong Twv anoteAeoudTwy yla va Jnopel va xapaktnpLlotel ENTUXNPEVO éva ZXEDLO Ki-
VNTIKOTNTAG, N UEAETN enediwe tnv afloAdynon tou aviktunou Twv e€etalduevwy Exedlwv tng BAT o€ téooegpa
enineda: Mpwrtov, o1o atopkd eninedo kK&Be oupPETEXOVTOG, O€ OTL aPopd TOCO TNV ENAYYEAUATIKA OG0 Kal TV
npPocwnkh Tou avantuén kat BeAtiwon, deUtepov, oTo eninedo NG OXOAKAG ovAadag Kat TNG OXOAIKNG Kovdtn-
a6 Twv dkatoUxwy, Tpitov, oto en{Nedo TwV CUUHETEXOVIWY / eTaipwyv TG eKNABEUTIKNG dladikaaiag oto Tonikd
nAaioto, Kupiwg o€ 6,1 apopd otnv enidpacn Twv dpactnplothtwy dldxuong Kat enkovawv{ag Twv anoteAeoud-
Twv Tou 2xeblou-Kal TEtaptov, o1o eninedo Tou EKNAdEUTIKOU CUCTAUATOG,

['a TN geAETN avTIKTUMOU XPNOLUOMNOINBNKE Ula PIKTA €PEUVNTIKA MPOCTEYYLON, N ono{a agopoUaoe TNV GUANOYN,
ene€epyaoia kKal avaAuon TG00 NOCOTIKWY 00 Kal MOLOTIKWY dedopévay, and TG Napakdtw NNyEG:

(a) EkBéoelg Xuppetexdviwy, Nou npoépxovial and ¢ anavinoelg Toug PeTd tnv oAokAnpwan g 6pa-
oTnPLOTNTag otnv onola cuppeteixav, ae EpwtnpatoAdylo nou €xet dlapoppwBel and tnv Eupwnalkh
Enwponn.

(B) Tehikég EkBEaelg, nou unoBaMovrat and ta ZxoAela Twv SikaloUxwy.

(y) Atopikég nuL-6opnpéveg ouvevTeUEELC ekNadeUTIKOU NPOowWIKoU Kal SIEUBUVIWY, CUPMETEXOVIWY,
MG KAl IN-0UPKETEXGVTWV OTNV KIVNTIKOTNTA ano Ta oxoAeia tou delyuatog tng €peuvag,
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(6) Opdada eotiaong (focus group) otnv onola cuppeteixav dikatoUxol Ixedlwv KIvNTKOTNTAG (EKNatdeuTL-
kol kat dleuBuvteg nou unnpetolv ae OAeG TLG BaBpideg tng eknaideuong kat og SlapopeTikoUg TUNoUG
oxoAelwv), npowBnTég Erasmus+ nou epyadovial oe AleuBivoelg Eknaideuoncg, aflooyntég Ixebi-
wv, éAn g EBvikhg Apxnc (Ynoupyelo Mawbeiag) kat ing EBvikhg Movddag (LK.Y.).

0 ouvoAikég apBuocg Twv dikaloUxwy g BAT nou anotéAeaav tov nANBuou6 NG €pguvag ntav 352 eknaldeu-
kol kat dleuBuviég oxoAelwv mou Mhpav PEpog ag dpdaocelg nou uAonowBnkav and 1o 2014 €wg 10 2017. Na
ToUG oKoMnoUg TNG épeuvag xpnalyonownBnkay dedopéva and eva delypa 60 oxoAeg{wy, ta onoila enAéxBnkav e
KPUINPLa YEWYPAPIKAG avIinpoowneuong, TUnou oxoAeiou, BaBuibag eknaibeuong, £1oug €ykplong, KaBwg Kat
BepaTKNG Tou eyKeKpPLUévou Exebiou.

Ta EpwinuatoAdyia kat ot EkBEoelg napaxwpnBnkav yla 1oug okonoug NG £peuvag anod v EBvikh Movdda
(LK.Y.), n onola napeixe noAUtiun othptEn otnv epeuvntikn oudda, agevog og 6,1t apopoloe TNV EMNKOVWVIA e
1a oxohela tou defypatog yla tn dle€aywyn Twv cuvevteUEEWY Kal APETEPOU OTNV 0pyavwon Kat dle€aywyn ing
Ouadag Eatiaong.

['la n otatiotkn avdiuon twv dedopévav Twv Epwinuatoloyiwy kat Twv TeAlkwv EKBEoewy Twv dikaloUxwy
xpnalgonolnBnke 1o npdypappa SPSS (v.26). L1ig ouvevieUEEIC CUPPETEXOVTIWY Kal PN-CUMHETEXOVTWY Kal 0T
oughtnon g Ouadag Eotiaonc €yive avdAuon neplexopévou pe T BohBela tou npoypdupartog NVIVO (v.8).

H epguvntiknh opada €6woe 1blaitepn Npoooxh TG NPAKTIKEG Olepelivnong, wate va dlaopaAietal n npEnouoa
dlanpayudareuon nBikwv nTnPdtwy Kat n xphon guaioBntwy S€dopévwy NPOownikoU Xapaktpa, N npdécoBaon
ota bebopéva NG €peuvac, N EUNIOTEUTIKOTNTA Kat oL MBavEG eNMTWOELG ox€oewv e€ouaiag oe kABe pdan tng
€peuvag.

And v avaiuon twv ddopévwy nou nponABav anod OAeC TI¢ NMNYEC Mou avagépBnkav napandavw, avaduBnkav
{nthata nou agopouoav Kal Ta t€ooepa enineda tou duvnuikoU aviktunou Twv 2xed{wv Kvnukotntag. I'a g
avaykeg ¢ avdiuong, ava-katnyoplonothBnkav yUpw and t€aceplg dEovec: (a) aviiktunog oty nNpocwnikh
BeAtiwon twv ouppetexdoviwy, (B) aviiktunog otnv enayyeAUaTkh avantugn Kat TG OXoAkEG/ ekNaldeuTIKES Npa-
KTIKEG TWV OUPHETEXOVTWVY, [y) avTKTUNOG OTIG OXOAIKEG OVABEG KaL TN OXOAIKA KOWVOTNTA TWV CUHUETEXOVTWV
kat (8) avtiktunog ota undAotna oxoAeia NG NePLOXAC Kal TNy eupUtepn Kowvdtnta. And Ty avdAuon npoékuye
pia akdépa Bepatikh katnyopia, n onoia apopoUoe TG BUGKOALEG MOU AVILUETWINLOAV Ol CUPUETEXOVIEG, TOUG TPO-
noug unépBaong toug, KaBwg kat unodeitelg / npotdoelg yla v BeAtiwon spappoyng tng BAT.

And éAa ta tekpnpla nou e€et@otnkav avaduetatl N opoPwva BETKA Arnoyn Twv CUUPETEXOVTWY EKMADEUTIKWV
Kat dleuBuvtov oXoAkwv povadwy ya tn BAT. Ilaltepa eppatikh Atav n avapopd Toug oTig MOAUTIHES EPNELPES
Mou anéktnoav PECW NG CUPKETOXNG TOUG. X€ UWNAd nocootd e€€ppaaav eniong tnv ikavonoinoh toug and
TOUG PopEiG / opyaviopoUs / oXoAIKES Hovadeg unodoxng o 6T apopd Tnv NposTolacia Kat v opydvwaon Twv
dpactnplotntwy, and TG OPYAVWTIKEG OOUEG TWV OXOAIKWY Hovadwy nou enokéPBnKav, ano Ti¢ YaBnolakEég
gunelpleg kaL v kovwvikh aAnAenidpaon katd tn dudpkela g Apdong, KaBwg Kat yla Ty unootnpEn g
EBvikng Movadag, 1600 nptv 600 Kat PETd TNV 0AOKANPWON TNG KvnTKATNTAG. Ot BeTKES epnelpleg Mou anokoOpL-
oav avikatontpidoviatl agevog otn S1édBeon Nou ol TEWC OUPPETEXOVIEG EEPpacay va enavunoBdrlouyv altnon
oupuetoxng otn BAT i/ kat otn BA2 tou TMpoypdupatog Erasmus+ (Z1patnylkég oupnpdagelg otov topéa tng
0x0AIKNC eknaibeuong), kaBwg kat oe AMa Eupwnaikd kat ieBvh npoypdupata dpdong otnv eknaibeucn, Kal
agetépou oty auEnpévn dL1éBeon Twv cuvadEAPWV ToUG 0N OXOAKN Povada h og cuoteyalOPEVA Kal YETOVIKA
OXOAEla va CUPPETAOXOUV O€ XXE61a KIvNTIKATNTAG,

‘OMNot ot guppeTéxovteg aoBavovtat 0Tl Ta 2x£dla KvnTkdtntag Toug £dwaav v eukalpia va yvwploouv n /kat
va e€olkelwBouv Pe SlapopeTika eknaldeuTIKG oUCTARATA: Va SNPIOUPYNOOUY LoXUPoUG HeapoUs Kal va aviaA-
AAEouv 16€€¢ e ouvadéAPOUG ToUC and AAEG XWPEC, va YVwpIloouv Kat va e€0IKELwBOUV UE KAWVOTOPIKEG MPO-
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oeyyloelg kal Npaktikég didaokaliag kat pdBnong, ot onoleg bev sival cuvnBlopéveg h bev epapudlovial EUPEWS
otnv eMnvikn eknaideuon. Eivalt ndpa noAU onpaviiko 6t énwg SNAWVOUV 0L CUPUETEXOVIEG, Ta EXEDLa Kivn-
TKAOTNTAg anotéAecav Kivntpo autd-BeAtiwong, wBwvTag Toug va anoKINoouv h va BEATIOO0UV YVWOELG Kal
be€lotnteg oe dldpopoug Topeic. OL meploadtepol avaéPouy Evav N NEPLOCOTEPOUC aNd TOUC NAPAKATW: EEVEQ
YAWOOEG Kal VEEG TEXVOAOYieG, avantuén dnuoupylkdtntag, avaudp@waon twv SIOAKTIKWY OTPATNYLIKWY, EPNEL-
pieg dlaxeiplong npoypappdtwy. MéAota, cUppwva ue ta dedopéva nou cuveléynaoay, eival iblaitepa Betikd o6l
Ol KaWVOTOPEG aA\AYEG MOU GUVTEAEOTNKAY anodelXTNkav avBEKTIKEG OTO XpOVOo. XapaKINploTtiké napadeiyuata
anoteholv n evowpdtwon twv TMNE otn paBnolakn dwadikacia, n uloBENoN AAANAEMIGPACTIKWVY OTPATNYIKWV
ddaokaAlag kal n cuvepyacia pe cuvadéAPoug and 1o eEWTEPIKO PESW TNE dlathpnang evog OIKTUOU EMKOVW-
viag. EmnAéov, ot ouppetéxovieg eknadeutiko{ 1dvicav nv evioxuon tng Betikng npodldBeang anévavit otn dia
Blou péBnon kat g kKawvotopieg atny eknaideuon.

Mepinou ot piool ouppetExovteg dnAwvouv 6Tl ot SpactNPLOTNTEG KIVNTIKATNTAG ouvéBaAav otnv gvioxuon Tou
enayyeAuatiopoU toug Kat TG Ikavatntdg toug va cuvepyadovial ota oxoAeia toug. MoAhol unootnpidouv 61 Ta
dopnuéva npoypduuata gaBnudtwy kat ot eKONAWOELG KatdpTiong Mou NapakoAouBnaoav oto NAaiolo g Ki-
VNTIKOTNTAG ANOTEAECAV TNV MO CUOTNHATIKA 5pactnpLotnTa ENHOPPWONG Kal ENAYYEANATIKNG avantugng atnv
onola ouppetelxav ta teheutaia xpovia. Ebikotepa, oUppwva pe ta dedopéva nou ouveAéynoav, eMoNPAvBnKke
OTL 0 CUYKEPAOHOC BEWPNTIKWY YVWOEWVY KAl MPAKTIKWYV ENAYYEAUATIKWY EUMELPLLV ANOTEAETE T0 BACIKO NMAE-
OVEKTNUA TWV NPOYPAUKETWY KATdpTong.

H avaAuon twv Epwinuatoloyiwy twv cuUpPeTeXdvIwy Kal Twv EkBEgewy twv oxoAKwy povadwy deixvel 61l
1a 2x£61a kat ot dpactnpldtnteg nou unootnpixBnkav anod th BAT kata tnv nepiodo 2014-2017 apopoloav éva
€upU pdopa Bepatikwy. Mepinou ta ped and ta IxE61a nou eykpiBnkav apopolcav eKNABEUTIKESG KAIVOTOUIEG
nou oxetidoviav Pe Ta npoypduuata onouddy, nadaywykd kat 1aktikd ¢nthpata, eknadeuTikeg PeBOboUG
Kal avantuén enoppwtikwy dpdocwy, 1¢ Texvoloyieg MNMAnpopopikhg Entkovwviag otnv eknaideuon Kat tov
WNPLaKo eyypaupatiopd kaBwg Kat TNy ouvoAlkh BeAtiwon tng noldtntag thg oXoAKNG eknaibsuong.

Ta dMa poé eykekpluéva Ixedla agopouoav Katd kKUplo Adyo ¢nThuata Mou anacxoAoUv TNV GXOAMKA KaBnpe-
PWATNTA OTIG VEEG KOWVWVIKEG OUVBNKEG Kal atnv dlapop@oUpevn aUyxpovn eKNAdEUTIKN MPAypatkotnta, otnv
EANGGa, aMG kat bieBvang. Tétowa Bépata eivat:

A. Znthpata nou agopouv tnv lodtnta kat tn dikawn eknatdeutikh petaxeiplon GAwy twv gabntwy, 6nwg
{nthpata cupunepAnNTKAG / eviaiag eknaibeuong, €101KWV EKNAGEUTIKWY avayKwyV Kat avannplay,
AVTLPETWNLON TG 0XOAIKNG Blappong Kat TnG GXoAlKAG anotuxiag, {nthuata eknaideuong peovotn-
Twv Kat dianoAtilopikhg eknaideuong.

B. Znthpata nou agopolv tnv €€ anootdoewg eknaibeuan Kat tn dta Biou pdbnon péow NG Xphaong
Agttoupylkv nepBarAdviwy thAeknaibeuang Kat enkowvwviag

. Znthpata nou agopoUlv thv avantu€n tng NoAteldtntag, T SnPUPYIKATNTA KAt TNV MOALTIOUIKA €U-
awgBntonoinon, th S1eBvh ouvepyaoia Kat TG oxEaeLg e oxoAeia Tou e€wtepikol Kupiwg Pe atdxo T
ouvepyaoia yla tnv BeAtiwaon tou oxoAegiou, kaBwG Kal n eknaideuon atnv ENIXELPNPATIKOTNTA.

And ta napandvw NPoKUNTELTOo QUENPEVO EVOLAPEPOV TwWV cUUPETEXOVTWY otn BAT yia {nthuata nou oxetidovial
ge v nadaywytkn, In S1daktkh peBodohoyia, TG KAVOTOPES EKNAIOEUTIKEG MPOOEYYIOELG KAl MPAKTIKES Kal TN
BeAtiwon g napexduevng eknaidsuong kat N Asttoupylag Tou oxoAeiou. To evdlagépov autd eivat eVOEIKTIKG
TWV aVAyKWV Kal TwV €NBUPLIOV TwV EKNABEUTIKWV KAl TWV OXOAIKWY Hovadwy nou cuppeteixav. Aeixvel,
nPWTOV, TNV avAyKN TwWV EKMAGEUTIKWV Va EMIKALPONMONCOUY Kal va avaBaBuioouy Ti¢ yVWOoELG TOUG KAl va ano-
KThooUV TIG anapaitnteg He€OTNTEC yla TNy éviagn Kawvotopwy Npoaeyy(oewy atnv KaBnuepvh NPAKTIKAG TOUG.
AeUtepov, aviikatontpilel TNV 1oxuph BEANGN TOug va avianokplBoUv anoTEAECUATIKA OTIC avAYKEG evog Wabn-
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TKOU NAnBuopoU pe BlapoponoNPEVES EKNABEUTIKEG avAyKeg, dnwg eival 0 onPePVAG, Kal va dlacaiicouv
TNV CUMPETOXN, TN oupnepAnyn Kat TNy avantuén tng dNULoUpyLKOTNTAG TwV PaBNTWV PHETW KAAOOXESLAOUEVWV
ddaKTIKWY Npaktkwy. Tpltov, aviikatontpilel TNV eNTAKTIKA avdAykn yla tnv evioxuon g eEWOTPEPELAG TwV
oxoAg{wv Kat tnv evbuvapwon g ouvepyaaiag toug pe dAAa oxoAeia, opyaviopoug (n.x. MKO) kat tnv tonikn
kowvotnta.

‘Onw¢ Xxapakinplotika avépepav apKetol eKkNadeUTIKOl, oL eunelpieg Mou aneKtnoav Katd v uAomnoinon tou
Yxebdlou KvntikéTNTag Toug BonBnoav va yepupwaoouy 1o xdoua avdueoa otn Bewplia kat tnv Npagn. Bewpolv
TNV NapakoAouBnon pyaciag wg v Mo Napaywylkh Kat Mpaktiké NpocavatoAlopévn dpactnpldtnta enayyeA-
Hatkng avdntugng, otnv onolfa cuppeteixav. BéBata, dnwg onpeldvouy, eivat Tautdxpova pa NoAU anatintkn
dpaaotnpiétnta, n onola anattel tnv NARPN dE€oPEUON TOU CUPWETEXOVTOG OAA Kal ennAgov puBpicelg and v
nNAeupa NG eknadeutikng dlolknong, Adyw Tou anatrtoUpevou xpovou anoua{ag ano v olkela oxoAikn povéda.

NoA\oi ané Toug CUPPETEXOVTEG TOVIOAV TO YEYOVOG OTL N GUPIETOXN TOUG OTIC HpaoTnPLOTNTEG KIVNTIKOTNTAG TOUG
BonBnoe va dnuloupynoouv loxupoug deopoUc Pe Toug eTaipoug Twv Xxediwv Kal va ouvepyactolV eKTETAPEVA
pe ouvadéAPoug Toug and dAeg xwpet. Opwg MoAU onuavtiko eival 1o yeyovog ot €va noAU uPnAd Mocootd
TWV CUPMETEXOVTIWY avEPepe OTL GAaEe o€ onpaviikd BaBud n cuvoAikh otdon Twv eKNABEUTIKWV HOPWYV OTIG
onoleg unnpetoUv anévavit ato JhTNPa NG KvnikotnTag. Onwg e€nyoulv, ot Jovadeg Toug €ytvav MoAU BetkoTe-
peg anévavil ota Eupwnalkd npoypdppata Kivnik4tntag kat moAU nepLoodtepol ekNaldeuTikol mapakvnBnkav
va QUMPHETEXOUY. Tautdxpova, N evaoxoANon Twv OXOAKWY Hovadwy Pe ta 2xEdla KivnTikétntag tng BAT eixe
Betkd aviiktuno Kat ag Ot apopad TNV €€0IKEIWON TOUG PE TOUG UNXAVIoPOUG Xpnpatodotnang twv Eupwnaikwyv
MPOYPAUMATWY KaL Ny opydvawon Twv 0paatnplotntwy KivnTkdtntag kat diéxuong. Kat autdv tov 1pdro, MoAAEG
OXOAIKEG povadeg, népa and tnv evioxuon NG eMBupiag yla cUPPETOXN, eEEppacav Kal tn dtdBeon va phogevh-
oouv 6paoTNELOTNTEG KIVNTIKOTNTAG WG POPE(G UNOSOXNG.

XNPAVIKG MO000TO TWV CUUKETEXOVIWY AMA KAl TWV PN-CUPKETEXOVTWYV avePepav Tov BETIKO aviiKtumo twv
Yxediwv atn oxoAKN kovétnta (BnAadn ot oxéaelg avdueoa oto SleuBuvtn/ Tn SleuBuvipla, Toug eknaldeuT-
KoUC, TOUG WaBNTEC, Kat Toug yoveig) kal Tn cuPBoAn Twv Spactnplothtwy nou oxetidoviav Je TV KIvNTIKOTNTa
otn dnpoupyla BetikoU KAipatog oto oxoAeio. BéBala, anod g ouvevieUEelg €ylve katavonto OTL 0 aviktunog
0TOUG UN-CUPHETEXOVIEG DLEPEPE, OVTIAC OUVAPTNON TNG MPOCWMIKNAG TOUG OTACNG anEvavTl 0To EXE610 aAAd Kal
NG NPOONEBELAC TWV CUPHETEXOVIWY VA ENKOWVWYACOUV TIG §pactnpldtnTéG Toug. Ouwg o€ NOANEG NEPIMTWOOELG
avagéPBnKe N eVEPYNTIKA EPNAOKA KAl TWV UN-CUPMETEXOVTIWY, YEYOVOG MouU CUVEBAAE ouGLaoTIKE OTn BLaxu-
an Kat i Blwodtnta twv anoteAecpdtwy tou Xxediou. Onou cuvEBN autd, TG00 Ol CUPPETEXOVIEG OO0 Kal Ol
MN-OUPKETEXOVTEG TOVIOAV OTL BEATIWOE TNV IKAVOTNTA TNG OXOAIKAG ovadag va dlanpaypateutel anoteAeouatikd
1a nawaywylka / eknaldeutika {nThpata Nou anotéAeoay Ty agetnpia yla  SlapdpPwaon g aitnang KIVNTIKO-
NTag, 6nwge, N.x. NpoBAPata oxoAkng Biag, dlaxeiplong TaENg, oxoAlKNG dlappong, n 0pBh xphon Tou (VTEPVET,
N oL OX€0€1G JETAEU EKNALOEUTIKWV Kal JaBntwv Kat ETAU eKNABEUTIKWV KAl YOVEWV.

Ta Ixedla KivnTukoTNTag cuveBaAav onpaviikd otn BeAtlwaon tng eknaldeutkhg epneplag pabntwyv nou avi-
KOUV 0€ EUAAWTEG OUADEG. LUYKEKPLUEVA, avapEPBNKe N BETIKA evioxuon NG OXOAIKNG epNeLpiag Twv Pabntwyv
HE €I0IKEC eKNABEUTIKEG avAYKES KaBWG Kal dowv aviuetwndav pabnatakeg duakohieg. Eniong avapépBnke
n wEélela Twv Xxediwv yla toug pabntég tng AcutepoBdBulag EnayyeAuatikng Exknaideuong, 1blaitepa og 6.1t
agopouae v gvioxuon tng Se€1OTNTAG TwV CUPUETEXOVIWY EKMAOEUTIKWYV va Spouv CUPBOUAEUTIKA Kat uro-
OTNPLIKTIKA ag nadld nou avtpetwnilav SUCKOAIEG Npooapuoyng Adyw paBnalakwy npoBANPATwY, YAWOOIKAG
IKavOTNTAG A YEVIKOTEPWV KOWVWVIKWYV {NTNUATWV.

Ano 1g ouvevteUEelg kat tn oudhtnon otnv opdda eatiaong avadelkvuetal 0 KOPBIKOG Kal KP{oog pOAOG Twv
dleuBuvtov Kat dleuBuvtpldy Twv oxoAeiwy, 1000 Katd v ekkivnon tng dladikaaiag tng altnong kat kKatd v
npostolacia 1wy 6pactnPloTNTWVY KIvNTIKATNTAG 600 Kat katd v gdon diddoong, Siéxuong kat dlathpnong g
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BlwodTNTag Twv anoteAeoUdTwy eviog Kal eKTOC TNG 6XOAKAC povadag. O péhog autdg kaBiotatal aképa onua-
VIIKOTEPOG and 1o yeyovog OTL n dleUBuvon Tou oxoAeiou oNKWVEL To peyaAUtepo BApog TG ypagpelokpatiag tou
eyxelphuatog. Qotdoo, o€ apKETEG MEPUTTWOELG TovioTnKe N onpaocia dnuoupylag plag unootNPIKTIKAG opadag
EKNALOEUTIKWDV PE EUMELPIa CUPPETOXNG O€ MPOYPARHATA KIVNTIKOTNTAG UE OTOXO0 TNV anoteAecpatikh dleuBetnon
QPKETWV TEXVIKWYV h BLadlkaotikwyv Bepdtwy nou npokuntav Katd t dldpkela uhonoinang twv oxediwv.

oMol dikaloUxol avagépBnkav ot avidpacelg kat atnv enidpacn tou Exedlou mou uAonoincav GToug YoVeic.
YUYKEKPIWEVA, avapEPBnKe GTL N 0TACN TwWV YOVEWY aNEVAVTL OTN CUMPETOXA TWV EKNABEUTIKWY OTNV KIVNTIKO-
nta dlEPpepe: Hrav ae KAMolEG MEPIMTWIOELG UNOCTNPIKTIKA KAl 0€ KANOLEG AMEC MAPAKWAUTIKN, avaAoya e TG
NPoadoKieg Mou €ixav avaPopikd HE TG ENITWOELS TNG KIVNTIKOTNTAG 0ToUG MaBntég, 6nAadh av Bewpoloav 6Tl
Ba BonBhoel tnv paBnatlakn dladikacia h 6t Ba eivat attia va xaBouv nepiodol didaokaAiag.

To Betkd KAipa mou, 6Nw¢ avaPépBnke Napanavw, dnUoUPyYNCE OTIG NEPIOCOTEPEG MNEPUTTWOAELG N UAoMoinon
xebiwv tng BAT otn oxoAikh Kowvdtnta, enektdBnke, oUu@wva Pe 60a unoctnplav ol eknadeutikol Kat dleu-
Buvteg kat dleuBuvIplEG TwV OxoAelwv NoU CUPUETEXav, Kal 6Toug UNOAOLNoUg eKNadeuTkoUg etaipoug TG
TONIKNG KowvoTtntag (yovelg, dAouUC ekNaldeuTIkoUC PopelC, SNUOTIKES APXEG, AAEG TOMIKEC EVAIOELG KAl 0pyavd-
o€lg). Autd katéotn duvatd Kat Péaa anod TG dladikaoieg Slddoong Twv anoteAeaudtwy twv Xxediwv. Onwc npo-
kuntel ano TG EkBEaelg twv dikaloUxwy, aAAd Kat and Ta EpWTNHATOAGYLA KaL TG CUVEVIEUEELS, XpNolonolthBnke
éva eupU pAcua péowv Kat dpdoewy yia v enkolvwvia Kat T dtddoon twv anoteAeoudtwy Twv Xxediwv Kat
TWV EPNEPLAV Kal HEEOTATWY MOU anoKTBNKav PECw TNG KIVNTIKATNTAG. € MOAEG NEPIMTWOELG Ol CUMETEXO-
VTEG anotéheoav «napadsiypata entuxiag» yla toug ouvadéAPoug TouG Kal ol 5pactnplOTNTEC TwV OXOAE{wV Nou
ouppeteixav NpoBANBNKav wg «BEATIOTEG NPAKTIKES». [NapdAa autd, unopel Kavelg va napatnphaosl étt undpxouv
ouoLWHELG BLaPoPOMOINCELG aVAUEDSA OTA OXOAE(Q KAl TOUG CUMETEXOVTEG, AVAPOPLIKA LE TOV XPOVO MoU aPLEPW-
oav Kal Ny NpoondBeta nou katéBaAav yia va peylotonotoouy  dtddoon, T BlwoluétnTa Kat Tov aviikiumno Twyv
anoTEAECUATWY TwV XXediwv, T600 eVIOG TNG OXOMKAG Povddag, oo Kat €€w and authy, WaoTe va eNw@eANBel n
€UPUTEPN EKNALOEUTIKA KAl TOMIKA KOWATNTA.

‘Eva and ta anoteAéopata nou avagépBnkav nNeploodteEpo ouxvda and TOUG CUPHETEXOVIEG htav OTL Ta XxEBLa

KVNTIKOTNTAG cuvéBahav otnv au€npévn euataBntono{non TN OXOAKNG KOWVOTNTAG Kal TNG TOMIKAG Kovwviag
anévavtl oTig eUdAWTEC ouddeg, 6nwg ol opddeg Nou Bpiokovial avIHETWNES e KOWVWVIKO-0IKOVOUIKOUC KIVOU-
VOUG (n.X. QTWXLa) KAl Ol PELOVOTIKEG OddEeC h ol Npdopuye. BonBnaoav pe autdv tov 1péno va katanoAepunBouv
OL MPOKATAAAYELG KaL Ta GTEPEGTUNA Kal va UloBeTNBoUV NEPLOGATEPO HEKTIKEG KAL UNMOOTNPLIKTIKEG AVINAYELG yLd
QUTEG TIG opadeg Baalopéveg oe emotnpovikd dedopéva, KaBwg Kal otnv YevikOTEPN NMpoaywyn evog KAINATog
Katwvotopiag.

Ext6¢ and tov Betikd aviiktuno otnv npocwniknh toug BeAtlwaon kat tnv enayyeAuatikn avéntuén kaBwg kat ot
OXOAIKN Povdéda Kat TN TonKA KowdTNTA, Ol CUMKETEXOVTEG avéDBelEav Kal pia oglpd and NPOKANGCELG Kal MPo-
BAAuata nou duoxepaivouy TNV KIVNTIKOTNTA Kat TNy uAonoinon twv Exed{wv Kal unovoueUouy ToV avIiKTuno Kal
10 €UPOG TOUC,

Ot buokoAieg mou ava@Epouv ouxvoTtePQ, TG00 0L CUHMETEXOVTIEG 600 Kal ol SlEUBUVTEG TwV OxoAelwv — bikalou-
XWV, apopouV TIC YPAPEIOKPATIKES OleuBeTnaoelg Mou anattouvial yla v uAonoinon twv Ixediwv KIVNTIKOTNTAG
kat nept\apBdvouyv toug anapaitntoug SlaywviopoUs npodnhBetag (n.x. agponoplkwy elottnplwy) h ¢ Adeleg
Kal TNV avIKataotaon Twv oupuetexdviwy. Ouwg, anoteAel €KNANEN 6t dikatoUxot and dSlaPopETKEG MEPLOXES
avépepav dlaPpoponolnaELG OTIC YPAPEIOKPATIKES Bladlkacieg Kal oTNV anoTEAEOUATIKATNTA TNG AVIANOKPLONG
Twv AteuBuvaswy Exknaideuong, yeyovog mou KatadelkvUel 6Tl 6ev HOUAEUOUV OAEG OL EKMAOEUTIKEG APXEC AKO-
AouBvtag ta ibla npdtuna dladikaactwyv, Napd TG CUYKEKPLUEVES 0bnyieg NG EBvikng Movadag kat tng EBvikAg
ApxnAg.
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NepiAnyn ota EAANvIKA

To 6UoKauMTo Kal PopTWHEVO NPOYPAUKa anoudwy oe cuvbuaoud He TIC BUCKOAIEG OTnv avanAnpwaon Twv
EKNALBEUTIKWV MoU PETaKvouvtal ato nAaiolo tng BAT sival éva akdun epnddio nou avapépetal ouxvd, Wblaitepa
gg 6,1 a@opd TNV KIVNTIKATNTA ekNAdeUTIKWY KUpLwV (h naveAadikd e€etaldpevawy) paBnudtwy tou Aukeiou
KaBwg Kat tn ouppetoxn tou Edikol EknatbeutikoU MpoownikoU Kat Twyv ekNadeuTikwy nou epyadovial o€
BopEG €18IKNE aywyNg.

H otaBepdnta tou eknadeutikol NpoownikoU Kat TG dSleUBuvong plag oxoAkhG povadag eivat ouotdng yla
™ 61adoon, T BlwaolpdtnTa Kat TEAKA TNV en{TEUEN TwWV NPOCTOOKWHPEVWY ANOTEAECHATWY KAl TOU avTIKTUMOU Tou
xeblou Kivntkétntag. AviiBeta, ol ouxvég aMayEg npoownikoU (nou opeiletal kuplwg otnv Unapén peyaiou
NocooToU avanANPWIWY EKNABEUTIKWY O€ OPLOUEVES Hovadeg), dnploupyolv entnpéoBeteg SUaKoAIeC, WBLaite-
p0 OTIG PIKPEC (N.X. 0AlyoBEoLa) Kal TIG anoUaKPUOUEVEG OXOAIKES HOVADEC,

Y€ OPIOPEVEG MEPITTWOELG Ol GUANOYOL ToU BIOaKTIKOU MpoownikoU dev Sidkelvtal euvolkd, bev Aettoupyolv uno-
BonBnkd " akdun Kat adlagopolv avaPopika Pe Th cuppeToxn og Ix€dlo BAT. Autd npopavag SUCKOAEUEL
nv dlabikaoci{a and n @aon NG aitnong akopa, aAAd, OTIG NEPINTWICELG MOU TEAKA EMLTUYXAVETAL N £YKPLON TOU
Yxeblou, entBapuvel kKat duoxepaivel Tig MpoondBeleg d1ddoong Kat Blwaoudtntag Twv anoteAeoPdTwy, eViog Kal
€KTOG TOU OXOAgloU.

Ot ouppetExovieg avépepav niong NPoBAAPATA MOU AvEKUYAV HE TOUG OpYavIopoUG UNodoXNG. L& OPLOUEVES
NePUTTWOELG AaBav PJEPOG o€ MPOoYPAUHaTa eNWéPPWang XapnAAG NoldTtnTag, Ta onoia eixav opateg eMelpelg
kat aduvapieg, 1600 otov oxedlacud 600 Kal oTnNV Ppappoyn, eite o€ Npoypdupata enudpPwaong nou dev avia-
nokpvotav otg Npoodokieg Toug, ye Bdon ta 6oa unooxdtav o opyavwtng. Bewpolv étt autd ta npoBAnuata
oxetiovtal e avenapKeleg Kal eMelYelg nou eupavidel o pnxaviopog dlacpdAong NoldtnTag nou agloAoyei Toug
opyaviopoUg Unodoxng,

Me Bdon ta napandvw, pnopei va unootnpxBel pe BeBawdtnta éu 1a 2x€dla kivntikdtntag ing BAT eixav Betikd
QVTIKTUMO OTOUC OUMMETEXOVTEC — SIKALOUXOUG, OTIC OXOAIKEG Hovadeg (Kuplwg otoug pabntég aAAG Kal oToug
yoveig). YT¢ nepntdoelg Mou uhorolnBnkav cuotnatika ol Spactnpldtnteg diddoong, Ta Ixédla eixav Betkd
avTiKTUMo Kat otnv Tonkh eKNAdeUTIKA KolvoTtnTa.

H peAétn €delle 0T ta IXEO1a KvnTIKOTNTAG KNopoUv va eival atnv NpwIn ypauuh twv §pactnplothtwy eNuop-
PWONG Kal ouvexoUg eNayYEAUATIKAG avanTuEng Twv EKNALOEUTIKWY, va KAAUMTOUV TIG avAyKeG TOUG Kal va avia-
nokpivovtat otn 61dBeon Toug va Bpouv AUon ota eknadeutikd@ npoBAnuata nou aviuetwnidouv. Autd cupBaivel
Kuplwg 0tav €MAEYOUV VO CUPUETEXOUV O€ XXE0La Kal dpaoTnPLOTNTEG NMoU €XOUV CUVAPELD UE TNV KaBnuepvh
EKNABEUTIKA TOUG NMPAKTIKA Kal TG avAykeg nou npokuntouv. Ot anoteAeopatikeg Spactnpldtnteg Nou oXeTi-
dovtal e TNV KIVNTIKATNTA PnopoUv va anoteAéoouv Napadelyuata eNPOPPTIKWY NPWTOBOUAILY Kal KOAWY
npaktkwv nou a&idel va npooexBoulv Kat va aglonotnBolv and tig eknadeuTkeéG apxeg. Idaltepn onuacia npé-
netva 60Bel oTnv MapdTpUVON TWV PIKPWYV, ANOUAKPUOHEVWY, 0XoAe{wv TG enapxiag va artnBolv tn guppeToxn
TOUG, KaBWCE yla autd n Kvntkdtnta Ba anoteAécel akopa Peyalltepo kivntpo kat dtadikaaoia BeAtiwang, apou
T0 EKNALOEUTIKO MPOCWIMIKO TOUG EXEL MEPLOPIOPEVEC EUKALPIEC CUUMETOXNG OE EKMALOEUTIKES KAl EMUOPPWTIKES
dpaocTnpldtNTEC, 0€ OUYKPLON [E TOUG CUVASEAPOUG TOUG MOU UMNPETOUV O OXOAE(Q AOTIKWV KEVIPWV.

Y€ OAEC TIC NEPLUTTWIOELG, OMWG TOVIOTNKE anod TOUG CUMPETEXOVTEG, OLlalTepa TOUG NEPLOCOTEPO EUMELPOUC, N aVaA-
pen Kal n weélela twv pgabntwy Ba npénet va eival Peavng Kal oUCLaoTIKA 0To XXEBL0 KIVNTIKATNTAG Kal va
dlacpalietal anod ta apxikd otddla ing atnong,

0 pohog Twv BOKNTIKWY apxwv NG eknaideuong eival anopactotkdc, Wlaitepa oe 6t agopd v duBAuvon
TwVv UKoAY Kal Twv Pnodiwy otny KvNTIKOTNTA, TNV a&lonoinon Twv UAEPLIY WG «BEATIOTWV NPAKTIKWV»
oto nAaiolo tng evioxuong twv eupUtepwy eNHOPPWTKWY dpdcewv. Eival eniong kaiplog avapopika pe v
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SlapdpPon Bladlkaolwy avayvwpeLlong TwV EMTEVYMATWY Twv oUPPETEXdVIwY atn BAT kat tnv cuvakdiouBn
afloAdynaon Kat riotonoinon twv dpacTNPLOTATWY ENPOPPWONG OTIC 0Moileg CUPUETeXav aTo eEWTEPIKO.

0 avtiktunog nmou €xeL N enayyeAMatikh avantuén nou npayuatonoleftat katd v uAonoinon evog Xxediou Ki-
vnukdtntag ing BAT peylotonoteital étav ot opyaviopol unodoxng NapEXouv UPNANG Nolotntag, oUyXPOoveg
(state-of-the-art), opyavwpéveg, Sladikaoieg enpodpPWang Nou NPodyouv TV evepynTikh udBnon Kat KaAd npo-
ETOWUACUEVEG ENOKEYPELG OE EKNABEUTIKOUG 0pyavIopous. Ta napanavw KaBlatoUv EMTAKTKA TNV avaykn gyka-
Bidpuong evég EupwnaikoU nhatciou dlacpdAiong motdtnTag yia Toug Napdxoug NPOYPARHATWY KIVNTIKOTNTAG,

Ta oxoAeia pnopouv va enweeAnBouv ta péytota anod i dieBvonolnon kat Tov e€gupwnalopd, ano t diktdwaon
Kal Tn ouvepyaoia pe EEva oxoAeia kat eknadeutikoUs. H kivntikdtnta, unoothpl&av oxedov oudpwva oL CUUPE-
TEXOVIEC, QUEAVEL TNV Ikavonoinon anod 10 eKNABEUTIKO eNAyyeAUa, EVIOXUEL TNV eunpepia atn oXoAKN {wn, Kat
wBel TOUG CUPPETEXOVIEG Va €10AYOUV TNV KAoTop{a Kal TNV aAAayN O€ KATECTNUEVEG EKMALDEUTIKEG MPAKTIKEG.
H anotipnon kat avayvwplon twv §pactnplothtwy eNpéppwaong, kaBwg kat n unod 6poug niatonoinon Twv &pa-
OTNPLOTATWV EMAYYEAUATIKNG avanTtugng otig onoleg éAaBav UEPOG Ol CUPMETEXOVTEG OTNV KivnTkdTtNta, B€Bala
META and pla cuotnpatikh dladikacia Slao@aAAlong tng MowdTNTAg autwy Twv dpactnplothtwy, Ba cupBAaAieL otny
KIVNTPOSATNON TwV EKNAOEUTIKWOV VA OUPHETAOXOUV 0 Xx€0La KivnTikdtntag. Me Bdon doa dlanotBnkayv oto
nAaiolo authg ING HEAETNG, N CUPPETOXN GTNV KIVNTIKOTNTA Ba cUUBAAAEL 0TO Gvolyua TwV OXoAElwY OTov KOOHO
Kal Ba pépel véeg eunelpieg, ol onoleg Ba avavewaouv TNV oXoAKN {wh TwWV EKNABEUTIKWY Kal TwV HaBntwy.




EIXAIQriKO XHMEIQMA

210 nAaiolo tou lMpoypdupatog Erasmus+/ Baolkh Apdon 1 ta oxoAela €xouv Tn
duvatdnta va eNPOPPWOoUY T0 EKNABEUTIKO MPOCWMIKG TOUC 0T eEWTEPIKS
JEOa anod TN CUUMETOXN o€ agpv@pla h/kal napakoAouBnon tng Sidackahiag cuva-
HENPWV TOUG 0€ AAAEG XWPEG.

H pete€EAEN NG KIVNTIKOTNTAG EKMABEUTIKWY OE OXEON HE TNV MPonyoUpEevN yevid
npoypaupatwy cuvdéstal dueoa e t Bewpnon g 6XoAlkng Movadag wg «opya-
VIopoU nou paBaivel, kaBwg ta oxoAsia kaAoUvtal va avilueTwnioouv NAEov aTpa-
NYWKE TG avaykeg Toug. lMpdyuatt, péoa and tn dadikacia auth ot eknadeutikol
Kataypdpouv TG MPOKANCELG Mou avtipetwnidel To oXoAgio Toug, ol pabntég toug,
aM\G Kat ot (blol npocwnika Kat BETouv GUYKEKPLUEVOUG aTdxoug BeAtiwand.

Méoa and tnv napoUoa PeAETN aviiktunou avadelkvuetal n arnoudaia eukaipia nou
npoopEpetal peow tou Mpoypdupatog Erasmus+ ota eMnvIka oxoAgia dAwv Twv
BaBuidwy eknaibeuong va enw@eAnBoUv and tnv avtaAayn KaAWV NPAKTIKWY PE
ouvadeApoug and 1o e€wteptkd, va dddEouv Kal va didaxBouv Kal va CUPUETd-
oxouv oe e€eldikeupéva oepvépla avaloya e TG EKNAOEUTIKEG avAYKEG ToU [a-
BntikoU MAnBuopoU Toug.

‘Evag and toug BaokoUg otdxoug NG vEQG MPOYPAUPATkhg neptodou 2021-2027
elvat n oupnepiAnyn, dnAadh n dlacpdAon tng duvatdtntag npdaBaong oto Mp6-
YPauua, 1000 o€ atouikd eninedo, 600 Kat o€ eninedo opyaviopwy, dAwV ekelivwv
nou dlotadouv va AdBouv pépog h evdexopévwg nmotelouy Ot 1o Mpdypaupa dev
aneuBuvetal o€ autoUg.

H Eupwnalkh Entponn AapBavel pétpa npog auth tnv katelBuvan, 6nwg A x. -
vat n anAonoinan tou 0dnyou tou lNpoypdupatog kat n duvatdtnta Petakivnong
yla pikpotepa dlaothuata. H EME/IKY pe tn ouvepyaoia tou Ynoupyeiou Mawdeiag
Kat Bpnokeupdtwy, wg EBvikhg Apxng tou Mpoypdupatog, epyddetal yia  ouvexn
EVNUEPWON KAl UNMoaTNPLEN TwV EMNVIKWY oxoAelwv, 1blwg autwy nou Bpilokovtat
0€ YEWYPAPIKEG BUCMPOOITEG MEPLOXEG TNG XWPAG HAG.

H EBvikh Movada Ba nBeAe va euxaplothoel OAOUG €04G MOU €XETE NON CUUHETA-
oXxel kal yvwpilete and npoownikh gunelpia ot 1o MNpdypappa Erasmus+ pnopet
va oUpPBAAeL otn Behtiwon tng eknadeutikng dladikaaiag, va evioxuaoel Toug be-
OMOUG YETalU TwV EKMAIBEUTIKWV Kal KUpiwg va Tovioel Tnv e€woTpEéPeLla TNG OXO-
AKNG povadag. Agicet va enonpdvoupe Kat va avadeifoupe 1o Beko anotUnwua
nou agrivouv ol EMinveg eknalbeutikol o€ KABe ouvepyaaia Toug pe oxoAeia tou
e€wtepKOU.

KaBwcg n véa yevid tou lMpoypdupatog Bpioketal npo twv nuAwyv, n EME oag KaAel
va AETOUPYNOETE WG NPECBEUTEG, wate KABE xpdvo oAoéva Kal MeEPLOoOTEPA EAAN-
VIK@ ox0Agla va pnouv oTtnv olkoyévela Tou Erasmus.

H [poiotauévn tn¢ AietBuvong

Ap Ewpivn NtpoUtoa






CHAPTER I

1. INTRODUCTION

This study is part of the research Impact of the Erasmus+ Programme Key Action 1 (KA1] Mobility Projects for
School Education Staff conducted in Greece. In this report, the results for the period 2014-2017 are presented.

Erasmus+ is considered one of the main EU policy instruments towards improving the quality of education for
the period 2014-2020 (see Erasmus+ Programme Guide, 2016). The programme consists of three Key Actions
(KA, KAT — Learning mobility of individuals — being the focus of this research.

In Greece, 399 school staff applications for KAT mobility projects were submitted in 2014, 357 applications in
2015, 363 applications in 2016 and 397 applications in 2017, of which 105, 106, 96 and 125 applications were
awarded and funded respectively.

Unlike the previous EU programmes (SOCRATES and Lifelong Learning Programme), ERASMUS+KAT does
not support applications aiming at professional and personal development of teachers simply as individuals.
It considers teachers’ development as part of the whole-school approach, thus linking the individual personal
and professional development to the school's pedagogy and culture. It should be noted that —from a strategic
point of view, the justification of the need for professional development activities through mobility is a challenge
for Erasmus KAT applicants. In Greece, like in other countries participating in ERASMUS+, the results of the
first call for proposals (2014) showed a significant percentage of applications to be of rather low quality, due to
the absence of this strategic whole-school approach. Thus, in Erasmus+ KAT mobility a significant increase
in the grant amount is provided per school; a school can apply not only for separate teachers” mobility but also
for teams of teachers of the same school. This change renders impact studies for KA1 mobility even more im-
portant, as activities of KA1 projects could contribute to the implementation of national and European strategic
goals of education.

Erasmus+ KA1 Mobility projects provides funding to Mobility projects for staff in school education, for work-
based training or job shadowing. Mobility involves three types of activities undertaken abroad:

= teaching assignments which allow teachers and other school education staff to teach at a partner
school;

= structured courses and training events which support the professional development of teachers,
school leaders or other educational staff;

=  job shadowing activities which provide opportunities for teachers, school leaders or other school staff
to spend a period abroad in a partner school or another relevant course provider, active in the field of
school education.

Within the framework of whole-school approach, KA1 Mobility involves activities for teachers and organisations
aiming to produce the following outcomes:

A. For Teachers and School Leaders
)} improved competences, linked to their professional profiles (teaching, training, youth work, etc.);

)  broader understanding of practices, policies and systems in education, training or youth across coun-
tries;

}  increased capacity to trigger changes in terms of modernisation and international opening within their
educational organisations;
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)  greater understanding of interconnections between formal and non-formal education, vocational train-
ing and the labour market respectively;

)  better quality of their work and activities in favour of students, trainees, apprentices, pupils, adult learn-
ers, young people and volunteers;

greater understanding and responsiveness to social, linguistic and cultural diversity;
increased ability to address the needs of the disadvantaged:;
increased support for and promotion of mobility activities for learners;

increased opportunities for professional and career development;

w W w w

improved foreign language competences;

)  increased motivation and satisfaction in their daily work.

B. For School organisations involved:

)  increased capacity to operate at EU/international level: improved management skills and internation-
alization strategies; reinforced cooperation with partners from other countries; increased allocation of
financial resources (other than EU funds) to organise EU/international projects; increased quality in the
preparation, implementation, monitoring and follow up of EU/international projects;

}  innovative and improved way of operating towards their target groups, by providing for example: more
attractive programmes for students, trainees, apprentices, young people and volunteers in line with
their needs and expectations; improved qualifications of teaching and training staff; improved process-
es of recognition and validation of competences gained during learning periods abroad; more effective
activities for the benefit of local communities, improved youth work methods and practices to actively
involve young people and/or to address disadvantaged groups, etc.;

)  more modern, dynamic, committed and professional environment inside the organization; ready to
integrate good practices and new methods into daily activities; open to synergies with organisations
active in different social, educational and employment fields; planning strategically the professional de-
velopment of their staff in relation to individual needs and organisational objectives; if relevant, capable
of attracting excellent students and academic staff from all over the world.

In the long run, KA1 Mobility is expected to contribute to stimulating policy initiatives and reinforcing mobility
opportunities across EU.

Following the Erasmus+ Guide definition that Impact is the effect which the implemented activity and its
results have on people, practices, organisations and systems’, this report involves a holistic approach which
looks at KAT mobility not as a separate activity influencing teachers at the individual level; on the contrary, it
evaluates impact from the point of view of the school entity, colleagues, education and local community, at
national and EU level. Finally, since ‘systematic planning must follow before performing the actual research
steps in order to reach the goals of any research” (Ozhan et al., 2016), scientific research protocols have been
employed for the best possible accurate and valid impact results.

In view of the above, this impact analysis study aims at:

=  Providing a documented impact assessment and analysis of Erasmus+ KA1 Mability projects on Greek
school education [teachers, schools and other school stakeholders).
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= Reflecting on the benefits of Erasmus+ KA Mobility for Greek schools and teachers.

=  Presenting the problems and the factors affecting impact maximization and sustainability of KA1 Mo-
bility projects.

= |dentifying strengths and weaknesses, good practices and problematic features of KA1 Mability projects
in order to make suggestions for improvement of the Programme’s scope and impact in the future.

The Greek system of education and the teaching profession
A BRIEF NOTE

The main feature of the organisation and structure of Greek education is the strong central control, and the
limited autonomy of schools. OECD / PISA indices suggest that a small proportion of decisions are taken at the
school level and Greek schools have limited responsibilities regarding curriculum and instructional assess-
ment within school, i.e. establishing student-assessment policies; choosing textbooks; and determining which
courses are offered and the content of those courses (OECD, 2013). The Ministry of Education and Religious
Affairs is responsible for legislative and policy-making functions, including curricula, instruction and the pro-
fessional development of teachers.

Limited pedagogical autonomy of schools implies stricter margins for the introduction of pedagogical innova-
tion that is not fully compatible with circumscribed curricula and officially allocated course content and teach-
ing hours. Moreover, limited administrative autonomy results in a significant amount of work load to school
directors and teachers who want to get involved in non-standard educational activities, i.e. European Mobility
projects, which require additional administrative and financial management.

The country has a committed teaching force, but, currently, teachers’ career trajectories are relatively flat (Eu-
ropean Commission/EACEA/Eurydice, 2018) and teachers have few opportunities for long-term career growth.
Furthermore, partly due to the recent economic crisis, there are limited state-funded opportunities for profes-
sional development of teachers and school directors, although many teachers are reported to have attained
high levels of education (Post-Graduate and PhD level).

Another problem currently affecting the function of Greek schools, is the large number of substitute teachers.
Since the last tenure-track teacher appointments occurred a decade ago, the State employs a large number of
substitute / adjunct teachers with time-limited contracts (up to one school year), who are sometimes appointed
after the beginning of the school year, an issue that can be disruptive for schools (as their teaching staff varies
across school years), for students, but also for substitute teachers, who, most probably, will not be working at
the same school for the next school year and in certain cases they have to work in (up to five) different schools
in order to get a full-time contract.

The recent OECD review of Greek education cites the desire expressed by many teachers for more professional
development opportunities, which they see as an important incentive, and as necessary to support the imple-
mentation of innovation at the school level and implement on-going curricular reforms (OECD, 2018).

In this context, Erasmus+ mobility projects provide much needed opportunities and initiatives for professional
development and school improvement but also require strong commitment from the participating teachers,
school leaders and the school community, in order to address administrative and pedagogical restraints.
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1.1. Methodology, Data collection and analysis

It is important to note that impact is one of the criteria used for the evaluation of Erasmus+ KA1 applications.
Prospective participants have to clearly demonstrate and document that they have a relevant strategy. Taking
this fact into account, an impact analysis study has to take into consideration stocktaking reports and question-
naires but also rely on field research, through school visits and interviews with participants and non-participant
staff.

In order to accomplish these tasks, the Research team carried out an impact analysis using both qualitative and
guantitative methods. The Study is based on analysis of participant final reports interviews with participants and
project coordinators and a focus group with participants and other stakeholders.

Participant Reports

The participant report is an electronic survey emailed by the European Commission to each individual partic-
ipant after completion of their work placement. It is mandatory for participants to complete and submit this
report. Analysis is based on the participant reports submitted for the sample projects studied.

Participant reports contain a mix of yes/no, multiple choice, and open-ended questions. Multiple choice ques-
tions use a five-point Likert-type scale: either ‘Strongly agree, Rather agree, Neither agree nor disagree, Rather
disagree, Strongly disagree’; or Very poor, Poor, Fair, Good, Very good'.

While the participant reports are largely standardised, there is a slight variation in questions between years. It
is noted in the text where these changes affected the sample size.

Final Reports

The final report represents a comprehensive evaluation of the entire project completed by the sending school,
no more than two months after completion of the project. Analysis is based on the final reports from the sam-
ple schools from 2014 to 2017.

Final reports contain open-ended qualitative questions divided into key areas such as project implementation,
activities and learning outcomes. Submitting a complete final report is a mandatory condition of funding for all
participating organisations.

Interviews with Mobility Participants and Non-Participant Beneficiary
School staff

Individual interviews with participants in ERASMUS+ KA10101 activities, with school directors and non-mobile
school staff were conducted by the research team either in person or by telephone in late 2019. Special care
was given in the selection of interviewees to ensure a balance between new and experienced participants, and
urban and rural organisations.

Focus Group with Mobility Participants and Non-Participant Beneficiary
School Staff

A focus group discussion was organized in Athens, including a carefully selected sample of participants, in
order to elaborate and evaluate the findings from Reports and Individual Interviews.
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This Chapter discusses the research design underpinning the Impact Study. It presents in brief the philosophy
it draws upon, the research methods, the data collection tools and the data analysis methods used. It also dis-
cusses validity, reliability, and ethical issues. More specifically, the sections that follow refer to the methodology
and epistemology that guide this Study and presents in detail the sample selection process.

This Study is based on a mixed-method research approach that combines both quantitative and qualitative data.
Methodology “is concerned with how we come to know, but it is much more practical in nature and focuses on
the specific ways-the methods-that we can use to try to understand our world better” (Trochim, 2006). Episte-
mology on the other hand is "the philosophy of knowledge or of how we come to know" (Trochim, 2006). More
specifically, the research philosophy, also known as paradigm or model, describes “the overall framework
used to look at reality based on a philosophical stance” (Clarke, 2005:13). In other words, it is the theoretical
framework, which affects "the way knowledge is studied and interpreted” (Mackenzie and Knipe, 2006).

2.2.1. Research approach - the philosophical paradigm

The philosophical approach underpinning research for this report draws mainly on the interpretivist paradigm.
The interpretivist paradigm relies “on qualitative data collection methods and analysis or a combination of both
qualitative and guantitative methods (mixed approach)” (Mackenzie and Knipe, 2006). It has "the intention of
understanding the world of human experience” and "relies upon the participants’ views of the situation being
studied (Mackenzie and Knipe, 2006). It also “assumes the meaning of experiences and events are constructed
by individuals and therefore people construct the realities in which they participate” (Lauckner, 2012). In this
sense, the purpose of the report, which draws on this paradigm, is to look deeper into the way people build and
shape their idea of the world and the meaning they render it (Lauckner, 2012), in our case, the school groups
and their participation in the implementation of KA1 Erasmus+ projects.

Interpretivist research uses qualitative methods such as interviews, a focus group or document analysis (Mac-
kenzie and Knipe, 2006). However, as aforementioned, an interpretivist paradignn may rely on a combination
of both qualitative and quantitative methods (mixed method approach). This view is supported by Punch, (2005)
who claims that a single approach is not always adequate to give a profound picture and an in-depth analysis
of the research issues and suggests a combination of qualitative and quantitative research for a better un-
derstanding of the research issues. This combination can be done for a variety of reasons (Hughes, 2006): for
triangulation purposes; for the qualitative research facilitating quantitative and vice-versa, thus providing more
information; to provide a general picture; to facilitate the interpretation of relationships between variables and
so on. Therefore, this report has combined both qualitative and quantitative methods using a mixed method
approach as mentioned above to strengthen the results and make them more credible and comprehensive.

2.2.2. The model of the research —the mixed method

Mixed method research used in this Study is “the type of research in which a researcher or team of researchers
combines elements of qualitative and quantitative research approaches (e.g., use of qualitative and quantita-
tive viewpoints, data collection, analysis, inference techniques) for the broad purposes of breadth and depth of



understanding and corroboration” (De Lisle, 2011). Some of the strengths of this methodology are that it "can
answer a broader and more complete range of research questions because the researcher is not confined to a
single method or approach and can add insights and understanding that might be missed when only a single
method is used” (Johnson et al., 2004). Thus, this report has employed a mixed method approach to draw data
and reach conclusions because it allows a better and broader insight into the issues of discussion, using trian-
gulation with a variety of data collection tools (questionnaires, interviews, a focus group discussion, document
analysis). These are well established methods of data collection, demonstrating reliability, credibility, internal
validity and trustworthiness (Cohen and Manion, 2000). More specifically, quantitative methods are used as a
research tool, while looking for facts to be statistically measured, focusing on the collection of numerical data
(Easterby-Smith et al., 2006). Additionally, quantitative research methods are used when one’s intention is to
produce objective, measurable, statistically analyzed data (Johnson and Christensen, 2008:34).

On the other hand, when it comes to educational research, certain research questions cannot be addressed
quantitatively, and rely on qualitative analysis. This is because the qualitative method "seeks to understand
phenomena in context-specific settings in which the researcher does not attempt to manipulate the phenom-
enon of interest” (Patton, 2002:40). In particular, when one seeks profound research data collection, a qualitative
research method can a ddress the issue effectively, usually through one-to-one interviews, focus groups.
observations and so on (Sellers, 1998:1). Thus, a qualitative method aims at interpreting social interactions and
addresses the how and why of things, providing in-depth understanding of what is being investigated (Acaps,
2012). In general, such a method is inductive, subjective, and emphasizes focus groups, in-depth interviews, or
document analysis. It is descriptive, very analytical and unlike the quantitative study, it seeks attitudes, behavior
or the quality and not the quantity. Its data are represented with words or pictures, whereas quantitative data
are represented with numbers (O Leary. 2004). Additionally, qualitative research is used to draw a large amount
of data from a small number of participants, as opposed to a quantitative method.

The population this research draws upon is mainly the teachers and participants that took part in the Erasmus+
projectss — KA101 between the years 2014-2017. The Projects submitted and awarded by Greek schools from
201410 2017 are shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Projects submitted and awarded from 2014 to 2017

. . Applications Applications
Key Action/ Action Type Year submitted awarded

2014 399 105
KA101 - Learning Mobility of
Individuals 2015 357 105

2016 363 96
School education staff mobility

2017 397 125

The participants are approached through the questionnaires and final reports they filled in upon completion of
their participation. The total number of participants in the KA101 projects in the aforementioned time-period
was 352.
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“Sample” can be defined as “a small cluster chosen from a certain general population and is sufficient to repre-
sent it according to certain rules. The research that was based on the sample clusters and outcomes are gen-
eralized to the related population” (Karasar, 2005). As it is not possible to reach the whole population, sample
calculations were made and a sample was taken to represent it.

As it was indicated earlier, the sample of the research is the 352 participants who applied and were accepted
in KA101 Erasmus+ projects conducted between 2014 and 2017. In the study it was possible to reach the pop-
ulation itself by reaching the application forms and final reports that were filled by participants. Based on the
above, the sample size was calculated with the following equation for the generalization of the research results
to the population:

N-Z%ip -P-(1-P)
d*> - N—-1) + Z%2, - P+ (1-P)

n=

Figure 1: Equation for the generalization of the research results to the population

Za/2: The value that can be found from table z according to the indicated a/2 error level,
P. The frequency of occurrence observed in the main mass

d: Sample error

N: Population
n:

Sample

In this formula, the sample error has taken .05, the level of significance, type 1 error level has taken .1, the
frequency, p and q(1-p) values have taken. 2. According to this calculation, the number of the sample of the
60 participants should derive from the participants who applied and were accepted in the KA101 Activities of
2014-2017.

More specifically, in this study it was decided to look at and use the data taken from 60 participant schools.
The 60 schools that were selected according to the following criteria:
Geographical representation (by Region)
Type of school / level of education (i.e., Junior/Senior High School, Primary School, Vocational School)
Thematic / subject area

Year of mobility implementation

In addition, repetition of participation of the same school during the period was also taken into account.

To this end, the distributions between the randomly selected school cluster (60) and the rest of the schools that
were not selected for this research (292) were examined. In the table that follows the distribution of participants
per region is displayed (Table 2).
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Table 2: Checking the distributions per region of the randomly selected participant schools

in the research and those not selected

Country Region Description * Schools_Research=1 (FILTER) Cross tabulation
Schools_Research

Country Region Description Not Selected  Selected Total
. A . Count 7 1 8
Northern Aegean (Voreio Aigaio) o 2 1% 1 7% 23%
i Count 17 2 19
Western Greece (Dytiki Ellada) % 5 8% 33% 5 4%
. i . Count 4 0 4
Western Macedonia (Dytiki Makedonia) o 4% 0.0% 11%
Ieir Count 7 2 9
peiros % 2.4% 33% 2.6%
. Count 35 7 42
Thessalia % 12,0% 7% | 11.9%
lonian Islands Count J 1 J
% 1,7% 1,7% 1,7%
. i . Count 53 11 64
Central Macedonia (Kentriki Makedonia) M 18.2% 18.3% 18.2%
" Count 39 8 47
e uty % 13.4% 133% | 13.4%
. A . Count 8 2 10
Northern Aegean (Notio Aigaio) M 27% 33% 2 8%
. Count 9 3 12
Peloponese (Peloponnisos) M 31% 5.0% 3 4%
Sterea Ellada Count 8 2 10
% 2.7% 3.3% 2.8%
Eastern Macedonia, Thrace (Anatoliki Count 21 5 26
Makedonia, Thraki) % 7.2% 8.3% 7.4%
i Count 77 16 93
Attiki % 26.4% 267% | 26.4%
. Count 2 0 2
Greek Schools established abroad o 0.7% 0.0% 0.6%
Total Count 292 60 352
od % 100,0% 1000% | 100,0%

Table 3: Chi-Square Tests for the checking of the distribution of selected and non-selected schools per region

Chi-SquareTests

AsymptoticSignificance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 2,847 13 0,998
Likelihood Ratio 3,866 13 0,993
N of Valid Cases 352

a. 13 cells (46,4%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is ,34.

x2(13) =2847,p=0998

IMPACT STUDY of the Erasmus+ Programme / KA1 Mobility Projects for SCHOOL EDUCATION STAFF 2014-2017



Based on the above table (Table 3). it can be seen that the results are not statistically significant (level of sig-
nificance a = .05). This implies that the distributions between the two groups of schools do not display special
differences (we accept the null hypothesis).

Table 4: Checking the distribution of selected and non-selected schools per type of school

i St
-——
17 97

Count 80

% 27.4% 28,3% 27.6%
Count 72 18 90
% 24,7% 30,3% 25,6%
Count 83 15 98
% 28,4% 25,0% 27.8%
Count 31 8 39
% 10,6% 13,3% 11.1%
Count 17 2 19

5.8% 5.4%

100,0% 100,0% 100,0%

Table 5: Chi-Square Tests for the distribution of selected and non-selected schools per type of school.

AsymptoticSignificance
Value df [2'Sided]

a. 5 cells (35,7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is ,68.

x?(6)=3533,p=0740

Based on the above table (Table 5), it can be seen that the results are not statistically significant (level of signif-
icance a = .05) and this implies that the distributions between the two groups of schools do not display special
differences (acceptance of the null hypothesis).
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Table 6: Checking the distribution of the selected and non-selected schools per year of participation

Schools_Research

EIGE Not Selected Selected el
Count 82 13 95
AU % 28.1% 21.7% 27.0%
Count 90 17 107
Al % 30.8% 28,3% 30.4%
Count 76 16 92
2 % 26,0% 26,7% 261%
Count L4 14 58
Al % 15,1% 23,3% 16,5%
Total Count 292 60 352
otd % 100,0% 1000% | 100,0%

Table 7:Chi-SquareTests for the checking of distribution of selected and non-selected schools
per year of participation

Chi-SquareTests

AsymptoticSignificance
Value df (2-sided)
Pearson .
Chi-Square 2,932 3 0,402
Likelihood Ratio 2,791 3 0,425
N of Valid Cases 352

a. 0 cells (0,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 9,89.

x*(3)=2932,p=0998

From the above table (Table 7). it can be seen that the results are not statistically significant (level of significance
a=.05). This implies that the distributions between the two clusters of schools do not display special differences
(we accept the null hypothesis).

Table 8: Frequencies of the selected schools per topic of mobility

Topic Description Frequency | Percent
1 0,3

TOPIC-9 Social dialogue 1 | 03 |

TOPIC-10 Enh‘.ar.wce .sou'al inclusion, equal opportunities and
participation in sports

TOPIC-22 Entrep.reneurlal learning — entrepreneurship
education

TOPIC-32 Labour market issues incl. career guidance / youth
unemployment

TOPIC-18 EU physical activity guidelines

TOPIC-24 Inclusion — equity

TOPIC-52 Migrants’ issues

TOPIC-59 Overcoming skills mismatches (basic/transversal)
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Topic Description Frequency | Percent

TOPIC-38 Natural sciences 2 0,6
TOPIC-41 Research and innovation
TOPIC-46 Youth (Participation, Youth Work, Youth Policy) [ 2 | 06 |
TOPIC-16 Health and wellbeing
TOPIC-21 Key_ Corr_1petences (incl. mathematics and literacy) -
basic skills
TOPIC-37 Transport and mobility
TOPIC-33 Romas and/or other minorities
TOPIC-13 Environment and climate change
TOPIC-27 Open and distance learning
TOPIC-39 Quality Assurance
TOPIC-6 Access for disadvantaged
TOPIC-2 EU Citizenship, EU awareness and Democracy
TOPIC-5 Disabilities — special needs
TOPIC-35 Teaching and learning of foreign languages
TOPIC-4 Creativity and culture
TOPIC-20 International cooperation, international relations,

development cooperation
Intercultural/intergenerational education and

TOPIC-19 : ;
(lifelong)learning

TOPIC-7 Early S_chool Leaving / combating failure in
education

TOPIC-28 Quality Improvement Institutions and/or methods

(incl. school development)
TOPIC-3 ICT - new technologies - digital competences

TOPIC-25 Pedagogy and didactics “

TOPIC-23 New innovative cur_n_cula/educatlonal methods/
development of training courses

| Total | Total | 32 | 1000

Based on the above table (Table 8), it can be seen that the schools that took part in KA101 projects abroad
worked on a variety of topics. These relate to social issues such as inclusion or migrants, Roma or other
minorities, disabilities and special needs, or instructive issues such as new technologies and digital literacy,
innovative teaching practices, pedagogical issues, as well as issues such as entrepreneurial learning, key
competencies, open and distance learning and more. However, it seems that the majority of the participation
topics range between digital skills (14,2%) and teaching strategies (14.8%), innovative curricula development ide-
as (16,8%) or pedagogical matters such as school dropouts or learning difficulties, and managerial issues such
as institutional improvement and/or educational stakeholder-student relationships enhancement.

14,8

As mentioned above, the research for this Study employed both quantitative and qualitative data collection tools
(mixed method). Questionnaires, face to face interviews, a focus group discussion, document analysis (i.e. eval-
uation reports) were the data collection tools.
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2.5.1. Participant Questionnaires

Questionnaires are more appropriate when one wants to draw data from a large number of items (Lichtman,
2006:7-8) "so as to gather objective information” (Acaps, 2012:5). In this research, the pre-designed question-
naires elicited the participants’ feedback upon mobility completion. Participant reports contain a mix of yes/no,
multiple choice, and open-ended guestions. Multiple choice questions use a five-point Likert-type scale: either
‘Strongly agree, Rather agree, Neither agree nor disagree, Rather disagree, Strongly disagree'’; or 'Very poor,
Poor, Fair, Good, Very good'. While the participant reports are largely standardised, there is a slight variation in
guestions between years. It is noted in the text where these changes affected the sample size. Questionnaires,
following the teachers’ interviews, are also analysed in this report.

2.5.2. Final Evaluation Reports

The final report is a comprehensive evaluation of the entire project completed by the sending school, no more
than two months after completion of the project. Final reports contain open-ended qualitative questions divided
into key areas such as project implementation, activities and learning outcomes. Submitting a complete final
report is a mandatory condition of funding for all sending organisations. The research uses the participants' final
evaluation reports to document the perceived impact of the participants’ activities during the years 2014-2017.

2.5.3. Mobility Participants and Non-Participant Beneficiary School staff

Interviews are a way to collect the interviewees’ perceptions and take place between people who are essentially
strangers to each other, thus, ensuring objectivity (Cohen and Manion, 2000:307-308). They can be structured or
semi-structured (else in-depth) (Bernard, 2006:210) and issues such as privacy, anonymity, informed consent,
appropriate behavior, data interpretation and confidentiality ought to be taken into consideration throughout
them (Lichtman and Tech, 2013). The interviewer records and takes notes from a rather small sample of par-
ticipants (Johnson and Christensen, 2008; Lichtman, 2006), making use of all the elements encountered in the
interviews (respondents’ comments, observations, facial expressions, even seating posture or talking mode).

In-depth semi-structured interviews were used, guided by a schedule containing a set of general questions
pre-defined by the researchers, which were not necessarily addressed in specific order (Paraskevopoulou-Kol-
lia, 2008). The interviews were conducted in order to receive as profound answers as possible which would
expand useful knowledge on the subjects of investigation (i.e. perceived personal/ professional impact of the
Erasmus+ projects, mobility problems). The schedule’s items were first piloted for their content and construct
validity with 2 randomly selected participants. When feedback was received the actual interviews followed.

2.5.4. Focus group discussion

A focus group is a “discussion designed to obtain perception on a defined area of interest in a permissive,
non-threatening environment” (Krueger and Casey, 2009:2). Focus groups can be structured, unstructured or
semi-structured and offer researchers “the opportunity to interview several respondents systematically and
simultaneously” (Boateng, 2012).

In this research the focus group discussion was semi-structured; it was organized in Athens, including a care-
fully selected sample of participants, with the aim to elaborate and validate all relevant findings from Reports
and Individual Interviews. Nevertheless, focus groups present some limitations. These may relate to the fact
that they tend to become influenced by one or two dominant people in the session, thus, making the output
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biased and they are an artificial environment which can influence the responses that are generated (Fern, 2001).
Thus, for this report, we made sure that the scope of the research was crystal clear so that no conflicts might
appear. Moreover, the focus group discussion was hosted in a rather friendly atmosphere, where everybody
was free to express her/himself.

2.6.1. Quantitative analysis

For the analysis of the questionnaires and the quantitative analysis of the evaluation reports’ answers, statistical
analysis was undertaken using the SPSS statistical package. A statistical analysis involves “collecting and scru-
tinizing every data sample in a set of items from which samples can be drawn. A sample is a representative
selection drawn from a total population” (Rouse, 2014). Statistical methods are needed to ensure that the data
are interpreted correctly. The concepts of “population” and "sample” are important in statistics. The population
is a "theoretical concept, an idealized representation of the set of all possible values of some measured quan-
tity...” and "a sample is what we actually see and can measure” (Wigley, 2005).

2.6.2. Qualitative analysis

Additionally, the content analysis method was used for the interviews, and the focus group discussion con-
ducted with the teachers, using the NVIVO 8 qualitative research analysis tool. Content analysis is qualitative
analysis of texts, interviews, images, films, etc., but also an analysis method of social interactions (Krippendorff,
1980). According to losifides, (2003:63), it is a systematic technique of textual words conversion into smaller
categories of content taking specific steps:

Theoretical elaboration and clarification of the research purpose and research questions.
Appropriate determination of the qualitative material sources.

Determination of the recording unit and analysis, i.e., parts of text or entire texts presenting research
interest.

Systematization of conceptual categories, under which the qualitative data are classified and on which
the content analysis is essentially based.

Codification of material within each category and between different categories.

During content analysis, when data are gathered, they are categorized into smaller units/words with research
interest, they are described and are interpreted having been analyzed thematically and based on their content,
highlighting the most essential points (Eisner, 1991).

2.6.3. Research process

For the purposes of this report a number of steps were taken. The first step was to receive the material given
by the National Agency (IKY), and to study it carefully in order to familiarize ourselves with its content and decide
the design of this research aiming at our final report on the impact Erasmus+ projects had on the educational
community. As it would be difficult to include in this research all participants, it was decided to use a certain
sample that would be representative for our purposes. Our next step included our decision on the research



36

methods and tools. For triangulation purposes, a mixed method approach was used with questionnaires, a
focus group discussion, personal interviews and document analysis being the research tools.

The research continued with the careful studying of the evaluation reports received by our National Agency,
their decoding and recording of the findings. It was also decided to form a focus group and conduct personal
interviews for a better and in-depth understanding of the research issues that this report aimed at. Thus, after
the National Agency had been informed on our random decision of the participants, consent was given by its
members and the school communities and meetings were organized with the teachers. Additionally, and after
consent had been given by randomly selected participants, personal interviews were conducted with them.
When all data were taken and their content was analyzed we proceeded with the interpretation of the results
so as to provide possible answers for this research the aim of which was to evaluate the impact of Erasmus+
projects between 2014-2017 for the purposes of this report. The table that follows displays the research process
and stages (Table 9).

Table 9: Research process and stages

Research stages and process

Collection of Erasmus+ documents — familiarization with its content

Careful studying and decision of documents analysis selection
Decision of other data sources selection and sample selection
Decision of research methods and data collection tools
Quantitative analysis
Analysis of certain areas of the participant schools’ final evaluation reports
6. Analysis of the participant schools’ evaluation questionnaires
Qualitative analysis
7. Analysis of certain areas of the participant schools’ final evaluation reports
8. Analysis of the personal interviews content
9. Analysis of the focus group discussion
10. Interpretation and discussion of the results
11. Conclusions and future suggestions

E S

o

Validity is an important issue for the effectiveness of any research. Validity is "the degree to which a test or
measuring instrument actually measures what it purports to measure” (Oluwatayo, 2012:391). In order to en-
hance the validity of the research instruments designed (e.g. questionnaire and semi-structured interview
guestions) several factors and specific steps had to be kept in mind, such as what to include, what information
to collect or how to conduct the study. Thus, in order to receive data that would fulfill the aims of this report the
following issues were considered: Objectivity, ensuring that the right questions are asked, avoiding ambiguity,
appropriate wording and reading level of questionnaire items, comprehensive question items for all question-
naires and interviews/focus group discussion, the extent to which the questionnaire measures what it intends
to measure, the extent to which the interview questions address the aim of the research for this report, the
extent to which it can be ensured that the data can be generalized to other populations, validity and reliability.
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Reliability refers to "the extent to which other researchers would arrive at similar results if they studied the
same case using exactly the same procedures as the first researcher” (Gall, 1996:572). To ensure the research
reliability care was taken to follow all the design steps and be very analytical to enable possible repetition. In
general, it was ensured that established scientific protocols (appropriate sample size, relevant to the research,
up-to-date and primary source data for analysis, statistical analysis method etc.) that led to the statistical data
for this research were followed.

Ethical issues such as privacy, anonymity, informed consent, appropriate behavior, and confidentiality are very
important when conducting research (Lichtman, 2006). One must be really careful with people’s rights and
avoid the possibility of being unethical or putting them in an embarrassing or difficult situation. Additionally, it
is significant to ensure the appropriateness of issues like ethical guidelines, access, consent, confidentiality,
sensitivity or power relation. Based on the above points the study ensured the following:

All the respondents were reassured about their anonymity and were told that they could have a copy of the
results of the report, if they asked for it. All participants were informed of the expected duration of the question-
naire filling (not more than ten minutes), in order for the teachers/principals to be able to allocate the necessary
time to its response without this task impeding their work schedule and the participants not to get bored. Addi-
tionally, it was ensured that the interviews with the teachers and the focus group discussion would take place
where and when it would be most convenient to them so as to make them feel as comfortable as possible. We
did not wish to set any time limitations at neither of the two (interviews/focus group discussion) though there
was an effort not to extend the conversations a lot. We intended to make all participants feel at ease and relaxed
so as to allow them to provide us with as analytical answers as possible for the purposes of the report.

Based on the ethical guidelines followed, we made sure that all respondents understood the purpose of our
presence, and gave their informed consent to participate in the research. All participants were also given our
personal contact details in case they needed further clarifications. All respondents participated in the research
voluntarily and on their own free will.

The voluntary participation and the absence of any previous relationship ensured objectivity. Additionally,
throughout the whole interviews process there was an effort to be as objective as possible focusing on the
report issues, making it very clear to the teachers that they could withdraw any time they felt uncomfortable.
Another aspect into consideration was the possible halo effect when conducting focus group discussions and
interviews, which might affect the answers given during conversations. According to Nisbett and Wilson (1977)
the halo effect is a type of “cognitive bias in which our impression of somebody affects the way we feel about
this person; it is a situation that we do not become aware of as it happens unconsciously”. However, in terms
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of this, there seemed to be no concern for a number of reasons: one, there was no previous contact or relation-
ship with the participants and no time to develop a certain intimacy which might affect their answers by telling
something we “liked"; two, the participants had already been explained that their contribution to the discussions
was absolutely anonymous and that it would serve only the purposes of the study.

Finally, it is worth mentioning at this point that one of the important aspects of ethics is whether any study
like this is ultimately useful and who benefits in the end. We firmly believe that this study that addressed the
teachers’ views on the impact of the European KAT mobility projects displays two characteristics: one, it is part
of the National Agency obligation to provide analytical and detailed data in relation to KA101 Erasmus+ Mobility
Action in Greece and two, it is strongly linked to useful knowledge for their further successful dessimination
and implementation in the future.



CHAPTER Il

3.1. Introduction

This chapter discusses the impact of the research participant schools’ activities within Erasmus+ Mobility
around Europe based on the analysis, mainly quantitative but also qualitative, of the participants’ questionnaires
and final reports, both submitted after the mobility. These research instruments were analysed together, in or-
der to provide a more comprehensive picture of participants’ perceptions on different aspects of impact of their
Mobility projects. First, it presents the thematic areas of Mobility projects of the sample schools, and provides a
brief overall evaluation of the Mobility impact. Then it discusses in detail the different aspects of impact, classi-
fied under five sets of impact aspects:

Impact on Teacher Professional Development
Impact on Personal development according to the EU framework on Key Competences
Impact on School Culture and Curriculum

Dissemination and sharing of experience within School and between Schools and the Local Commu-
nity

Impact on the School's potential for Internationalisation / Europeanisation

3.2. Overall Evaluation of Erasmus KA1 Mobility

The target schools participated in their Mobility with a variety of topics. Figures 2 and 3 depict an overall picture
of the thematic areas chosen by the participant teachers as well as their perceptions on how the Mobility has
affected them as individuals.
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Enhance social inclusion, equal opportunities & participation in sports
International cooperation, international relations, development cooperation
Quality Improvement institutions and/or methods (incl. school development)
New innovative curricula/educational methods/development of training courses

Figure 2: Thematic areas of the participant schools’ mobility

It can be seen that the thematic areas lie within a variety of topics. In particular, the schools participated in
mobility with topics of interest such as inclusion or equity, entrepreneurial education, basic skills such as math
and/or literacy, Roma and other minorities, open and distance learning, or European citizenship awareness.
However, it seems that the majority of the participant schools were interested mainly in issues such as disa-
bilities and special needs, (2.8%), teaching and learning of foreign languages (3.7%), creativity and culture (4,3%),
international cooperation, international relations, development cooperation (5.4%). intercultural education and
(lifelong) learning (5.7%)., School dropouts/addressing school failure (6.8%). institutional quality improvement
(8.2%). ICT and new technologies in education/digital literacy (14,2%), pedagogical and instructive issues (14,8%)
and finally new and innovative curricula, educational methods and development of training courses (16,8%).

The special interest on teaching methods might imply a number of things: one, teachers feel the need to update
their knowledge on teaching techniques after many years of teaching:; two, they wish to cope with today’s digital
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technology generation, which too often is much more digitally skilled than what teachers themselves might be.
To this end, teachers need to expand their knowledge on contemporary teaching methods so that, on one hand,
they can address the needs of their students, and on the other, to offer variety, motivation and enhance student
participation based on well-designed lessons or educational scenarios. What is more, it is widely accepted by
the educational community, that teaching practices should cater for all learning styles. Thus, by employing a
variety of teaching techniques in the classroom, teachers focus on the different learning styles (optical/acoustic/
kinesthetic and so on) of their students.

Teachers' interest in new methodology and innovative techniques is also linked to the teachers’ positive per-
ceptions that their teaching techniques have been improved through KA1 mobility (70%).

Teachers' perceptions about Best practices acquisition (46,7%) and Cognitive expertise (61,7%) are also positive.
According to teachers, Intercultural, digital and linguistic skills (43%. 40% and 38,6%) have been improved to a
sufficient extent. In addition, more than half (56,7%) believe that KA1 mobility has improved their professional-
ism. Improving cooperation within schools has also been rated high in teachers’ perceptions (46,7%).

General impact of KA1 projects
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Improving learning results
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Improving digital skills
Improving relationships
Cognitive development-expertise
Improving pedagogical & classroom...
Approaching learners with learning &...
Improving school conflicts & coping with...
Intercultural approach skills
Linguistic skills
Coaching skills
Creativity enhancement
Cyberbulluing harassment management
School dropouts managemnet
Professional adequacy & self-confidence
Creative a positive atmosphere
Raising society awareness of vulnerable...
Managing emotions
Solving problems-decision making
Motivating teachers” associations towards...
Upgrading school environment
Coping with stereotypes & prejudiced...
The european perspective of education

Figure 3: General Impact of KA101 projects
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3.2.1. Relation between the original Aims and Objectives to Outcomes and
Results: Impact based on the analysis of the final evaluation reports and
questionnaires

The extent to which the goals of the activities were achieved

Participants’ reports were very positive towards achieved activity goals and schools were satisfied to a big ex-
tent (Figure3):

Extent to which the goals of the activities were achieved

Not answered
Highest extent
Very high extent
High extent
Minimum extent

Not at all

| |
l
0 5 10 15 20

Figure 4: Extent to which the goals of the schools’ activities were achieved

The highest percentage of participants (28 out of 60 schools involved in Mobility) state that the objectives were
achieved to the maximum, whereas 21 of them report that their goals were achieved to a very high extent;
both figures are very encouraging in terms of the successful implementation of Mobility projects. The results
highlight the general satisfaction in relation to the pre-defined (pre-mobility) goals. The high degree of goal
achievement can become a strong incentive for teachers to continue participating and disseminate outcome of
the KA1 projects to their educational communities.

Ways towards goals achievement

Participant teachers’ responses vary, indicating the importance of interaction and the need for a multicultural
approach to achieving the objectives. To a large extent, schools refer to training, lessons, experiential activities
and techniques, on-the-spot tutorials, demonstrations of tools - mainly digital - structured seminar courses,
workshops, interactive activities, study material, short-term organizations and many other training programs
on how to successfully achieve the goals set.

Certain schools considered training program forms and the types of included activities as important factors
towards Mobility success. Such types of activities include, for example, the use of a flipped classroom, the
implementation of a large number of digital tools with frequent reference to Edmodo/Skype, or activities that in-
corporated teaching skills against school dropouts, education and training skills to fight prejudice, stereotypes,
conflicts, diversity or immigration. Reference is also made to activities that exploit teamwork methods, the use
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of New Technologies for addressing students with learning difficulties or students with disabilities, STEM the-
matic activities, language improvement programs or promotion of multicultural awareness.

Quite important are also the organization of moability, the effective cooperation with the host institutions as
well as the educational topics and methodologies involved. The trainers’ expertise, the professionalism of all
Erasmus+ stakeholders, the exchange of experiences and practices, the clarity of the learning content of the
educational activities, and the application of the new knowledge to practice are also emphasized as being very
important issues for the success of the mobility. Finally, five (5) schools did not mention how their goals were
achieved; this might be probably due to lack of understanding of the particular evaluation questionnaire items.

Objectives that were not achieved

When asked about the goals that were not achieved, twelve schools replied positively, explaining that this was
S0 because some of the programmed activities were not implemented by host organisations. Thus, some of
the objectives that were not met, included the acquisition of certain methodological tools, visits to schools of
some countries, use of certain digital tools, the development of specific communication skills, team building
or crisis management. It is worth mentioning a particular school's disappointment when they had discovered
it was not possible to visit a school in Rome, (to meet students and teachers), because their presence in the
classroom during the school's timetable was not approved by the particular school of the host country.

However, according to certain participants, some goals were not achieved mainly due to objective difficulties
and not so much to indifference or ineffective organization on behalf of the host countries. Such difficulties were
differences in the curricula, school textbooks and the perception regarding the use of |.C.T. in the educational
process. Other schools also reported that there were neither visits to local schools, nor on-site observation
of teaching, due to the fact that host schools were closed in summertime which happened to be their visit
period. They acknowledged, however, that there was an effort by the host institution to sufficiently meet this
need through presentations and discussions about the educational system. Other schools reported that due
to the delayed approval of the mobility by the Hellenic National Agency, it was not possible to attend some
pre-planned events in the host country; however, these were replaced by other events. In addition, a school
reported that the mobility took place almost a year later than scheduled, due to capital controls and the delayed
announcement of their selection.

Goals’ achievement exceeded participants’ expectations

At least 23 schools were enthusiastic about the achievement of their goals, while three of these schools ac-
knowledged that the goals’ achievement had exceeded their initial expectations. Some goals had to do with the
use of digital tools, (i.e. LMS), the application of techniques (i.e. Flipped Classroom), the educational use of video
games, the use of various electronic platforms, or the use of multimedia in curricula.

Reference is also made to the use of digital tools in teaching for the creation of ICT-based lesson plans, or even
to the use of technology in relation to the reduction of school costs. Significant reference is also made to the use
of digital technology for socially sensitive issues, such as teaching refugees, immigrants or people with severe
learning disabilities; some teachers also mention the use of ICT in dealing with student abusive behaviors. Also,
other teachers reported that ICT can contribute to the integration of good teaching practices from abroad in their
Greek schools.

Additional goals which exceeded participant teachers’ expectations relate to innovative technigues and ex-
change of good practices in lesson planning, which respond to students’ needs; this resulted in a significant
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increase of students’” motivation and the improvement of the students’ linguistic and communicative skills,
mainly in English, which subsequently led to the development of their self-esteem, social and emotional skills.
Mobility also motivated the participants to improve academic knowledge in their teaching subject (i.e. Geogra-
phy, Citizenship, Language, History, etc). Based on the teachers’ comments, the latter increased their satisfac-
tion and motivation towards their profession. Other areas of interest were also the use of ICT in CLIL (Content
Language Integrated Learning), or intercultural teaching approaches in curricular subjects.

Goals related to the European dimension of education, such as the "European History and Culture” were also
mentioned in relation to exchanging views, understanding and collaboration in social networks focused on how
to integrate European issues in educational contexts. In general, the positive experience gained in mobility led
to a desire for additional future mobility, thus providing a European dimension to the school as a whole.

Objectives related to professional skills and link to the labor market for students also exceeded expectations.
With vocational training being a dominant need, participant teachers enhanced knowledge about the techno-
logical profile of the workplace, students’ options, and the various types of vocational training. Through mostly
“job shadowing” mobility, the participants had the opportunity to get familiarized with scientific and technological
career choices for students and options in the labor market, and were able to network with similar vocational
types abroad. The participants also had the opportunity to learn about how to promote the social integration
of vocational trainees and connection to labor market, especially in what concerns minority groups/refugees,
students with learning disabilities or other vulnerable groups. Finally, goals related to inclusion and social is-
sues related to school dropouts and special needs students exceeded participant teachers” expectations. The
participants were exposed in real-life case studies and were provided with tips on how to deal with prejudice
in school settings.

Partners’ contribution to the KA1 Mobility of Greek teachers

Different aspects of contribution by partner organisations are mentioned, according to teachers’ responses. In
the majority of cases, the participants’ views converge towards the positive and meaningful experiences, partly
reflecting the mobility success. According to the teachers’ comments, the partnerships were based on mutual
cooperation, respect, constructive communication and exchange of good practices. Specifically, the partners
contributed to the Greek participants’ knowledge and offered them specialized programs (i.e. digital learning).
thereby helping them enhance their digital literacy. This was achieved with the use of contemporary Web 2.0
tools and platforms (i.e. Moodle), the use of multimedia, the use of e-learning to enhance the traditional class-
room, or the development of personal/educational websites with free software tools.

The partner organizations conducted sample lessons on a variety of topics, organized interactive meetings, and
offered their expertise where needed. They focused on student-centered and group-based teaching and ICT
based learning techniques. They also gave insights for innovation, such as the exploitation of theatre and the
use of questions in theatrical roles.

The majority of activities were structured seminars, workshops, role plays, sample lessons, discussion groups,
practical examples, decision making activities. VET teachers reported that partner organisations provided them
with the opportunity to expand their professional contacts and assisted them to develop cognitive, social, cul-
tural and cooperative skills. Additional pedagogical and teaching skills were offered, related to classroom man-
agement, student-centred activities, collaborative lesson plans and team —building activities aiming at tolerance
and respect of diversity in class.

Several projects increased participants’ professional empowerment skills by providing organizational and ad-
ministrative skills, especially regarding KA1 and KA2 mobility applications. Participants emphasized the impor-
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tance of language skills and the improvement of English for general and specific purposes. Their collaboration
skills were also enhanced with the use of a variety of tools, methods and techniques, such as Edward de Bono's
Six Thinking Hats, PMI (plus, minus, interesting), CAF (consider all factors), C&S (consequences & sequel), AGO
(goals, goals, objectives), or FIP (first important goals).

Tools used to assess the goals’ achievement

Few schools followed a scientific-research plan to assess the impact of the activities, and more important
of the methodology (pedagogical or administrative). Thus, quantitative evaluation tools, such as number of
feedback meetings during the implementation, European projects submitted to Primary/Secondary Education
Directorates, or participation of teachers in EU projects, were used to measure the achievement of the objec-
tives in relation to the mobility. Indicators of quality assessment mainly involved dissemination of experiences,
feedback from students and teachers, the quality of collaboration among colleagues, and the change of attitude
towards learning.

Indicators of the positive impact of mobility were considered the application of the new knowledge in class,
schools’ interest to collaborate with local communities, improvement of school administration and facilitation
of bureaucracy.

The evaluation tools, according to the teachers were the following: comparing original objectives with those
developed at the end of mobility, individual participant portfolios, pre-and post-training teacher questionnaires
and online questionnaires, self-evaluation of teachers through reports upon their return, semi-structured in-
terviews, evaluation of activities by students and parents, dissemination of results and good practices, diaries
with open-ended questions, role-playing games, question games, and board games on various topics.

Tools used to assess results

In general, schools evaluated the mobility outcomes at two levels: a. evaluation of the activities performed by the
participant teachers, b. evaluation of the project as a whole (organization and results). Peer discussions, mini
workshops and focus group discussions were the regular means for assessing activities; evaluation meetings
were also held at the end of the mobility involving all stakeholders. Sometimes keeping calendars of activities,
online questionnaires and self-assessment tools were also applied to keep track of activities and impact.

Evaluation of the mobility project as a whole was accomplished mainly through questionnaires provided after
the mobility completion regarding the degree of satisfaction, benefits, difficulties and future suggestions.

3.3. Analysis of Results per field:
Impact based on questionnaires and evaluation reports

Specific questionnaires and evaluation reports were delivered by the Hellenic National Agency to the participant
teachers, whose responses are presented per questionnaire item (Figures 8-63). The Analysis has gathered
guestionnaire items under five fields: Teacher Professional Development, Teacher Personal Development,
School Culture and Curriculum, Sharing Experiences and Dissemination, and School's potential for Interna-
tionalisation.
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3.3.1. Impact of Erasmus+KAT mobility on Teacher Professional Development

In this section, the participant teachers’ perceptions about personal changes in professional competencies
(new knowledge, practical skills, employment opportunities and motivation for developing professional skills),
due to Erasmus+ KA1 mobility are presented.

Knowledge of good practices

The majority strongly agrees (75%) or rather agrees (21,07%) that participant teachers have become familiar
with good practices and innovative teaching techniques from colleagues abroad.

| have learned from good practices abroacd

Strongl
agr(:;ez 75,00%

Rather
agree

Neither
agree nor
isagree

Rather
disagree

0 100 200 300
FREQUENCY

Figure 5: Knowledge of good practices

This implies that teachers have not only learned new approaches; compared to Figure 2 "“Thematic areas”, it is
certain that teachers have selected mobility actions that are relevant to pedagogy and didactics, so that to update
and/or improve their teaching. Considering also that nowadays a variety of tools are available in the market,
teachers need to be properly informed about the new trends and adapt their teaching performance accordingly
for the best possible learning results.

New teaching methods

The majority strongly agreed (67.98%) or rather agreed (25.28%) that they had the opportunity to experiment and
develop new learning practices and techniques.
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Figure é: New teaching methods

The results show that mobility is an effective means to foster practical implementation at school level. Having
a sound theoretical knowledge is not sufficient if not implemented in practice. A variation of teaching methods
and tools allow teachers to differentiate their instruction when and where needed, to assist learners and moti-
vate learners. Thus, learning new practices through mobility and applying them in real and authentic settings
is the most effective combination.!

Practical skills for current job and professional development

A percentage of 59,27% of the teachers replied that they strongly agreed with the link between practical skills
and their professional development, whereas 33,71% rather agree with this fact.
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Figure 7: Practical skills for current job and professional development

1. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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It can be argued that KA1 mobility covers a gap in the Greek school reality: the practical versus the theoretical
aspect of their job. Greek teachers usually complain about the lack of practical training (in classes, with stu-
dents) as well as the insufficiency of updated formal training which will upgrade their skills and themselves as
professionals. It seems that KA1 mobility has provided this opportunity to the participant teachers. Thus, they
feel practical skills are closely linked to their professional development.

Professional subject area knowledge improvement

A percentage of 52,03% of the teachers replied that they strongly agree in professional subject area knowledge
and a 30,63% rather agreed.

| have improved my knowlecge of the subject taugh/of
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Figure 8: Professional subject area knowledge improvement

The findings are quite interesting as they imply that teachers through the mobility were able to update their
knowledge and improve their cognitive development. It is important that teachers’ knowledge complies with all
the latest developments in the subject area/s teachers work on and to be constantly updated: mobility provides
a unique opportunity for that and seems to be highly appreciated by teachers.

The extent to which knowledge of subject taught has improved

Responses vary between strongly agree (47,06%) and rather agree (35,29%). It can be inferred that teachers have
felt positively in relation to enhancement of knowledge of the subject area they are involved in.
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Figure 9: The extent to which knowledge of subject taught has improved

This also implies that their professionalism has also gained, given that new practices and techniques can be
applied in class systematically.

Job satisfaction increase

The majority of teachers have replied positively with 58,30% strongly agreeing and 33.58% rather agreeing.
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Figure 10: Job satisfaction increase

The above results highlight the strong connection between mobility and job satisfaction. Mobility has actually in-
creased their desire for this profession and that is valid for a number of reasons ranging from doing alternative
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teaching in new environments to watching colleagues apply new technigues to implementing good practices at
school which s/he has already experienced through mobility. In any case, being satisfied with your job increas-
es self-motivation, and triggers students’ desire to learn.

Reconsidering attitude towards teaching

Equally positive are the responses in what concerns teachers’ refreshing attitude towards teaching. Thus,
52.40% strongly agree and a 35,79% rather agreed on this.

I have refreshed my attitude towards teaching
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Figure 11: Reconsidering attitude towards teaching

More than half of them strongly believe that mobility has revived their desire for this profession; this is quite
important as the particular profession is exhausting through the years. An equal important 35,79% rather agree
that new paths of teaching refresh teacher themselves as professionals.

The extent to which teachers have become more motivated to continue
developing professional skills

Teachers strongly agreed (58.82%) or rather agreed (34,12%) that their intention to further develop their profes-
sional skills has been enhanced.

IMPACT STUDY of the Erasmus+ Programme / KA1 Mobility Projects for SCHOOL EDUCATION STAFF 2014-2017



Become more motivated to carry on developing
my professional skills

Strongly
agree

Rather
agree
Neither
agree nor
isagree

Rather
disagree

Strongly
disagree

0 10 20 30 40 50
FREQUENCY

Figure 12: The extent to which teachers have become more motivated to continue developing professional skills

Responses imply that mobility contributed to a sufficient extent in triggering teachers” motivation and interest
in upgrading their professional skills. The importance of lifelong learning can also be implied as a means for
constant self-improvement.

Upgrading knowledge of school education system in other countries

Responses in this case are rather positive -strongly agree (65,31%) and rather agree (29.89%).
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Figure 13: Upgrading knowledge of school education system in other countries




<1

IAPYMA KPATIKQN YNMOTPO®IQN / STATE SCHOLARSHIPS FOUNDATION

It can be argued that knowledge about other educational systems can help teachers improve their own prac-
tices. What is more, exchange of knowledge on the educational systems is a rather spontaneous part of the
mobility itself, where teachers gather around, reflecting and sharing feedback on common ground.

Employment and career opportunities enhancement

Teachers’ responses range from strongly agreeing (29.89%) to rather agreeing (40,59%) and neither agreeing
nor disagreeing (23,62%).
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Figure 14: Employment and career opportunities enhancement

An almost 30% is strongly positive regarding the link between mobility and career opportunities. This may imply
that participant teachers, either had new professional contacts, or have taken further professional decisions.
Another significant 40,59% rather agrees and possibly believes that mobility has provided them with links to
new actors, fields and establishments, useful for the future. A significant 23,62% is rather neutral, in the sense
that they have not seen a direct impact in what concerns their own employment and career opportunities.

3.3.2. Impact of Erasmus+ KA1 mobility on Personal development according
to the EU framework on Key Competences

This section reflects the participant teachers’ perceptions on the level of impact on their personal competences.
It follows the questionnaire items which correspond to the key and transversal competences according to the
European Reference Framework, as well as the recent "Key competences for lifelong learning” which are de-
veloped through formal, non-formal and informal learning (European Commission, 2019).

Communication in mother tongue

The highest percentage of the participant teachers argued that they strongly disagree or rather disagree (33,6%,
and 17%) with the use of the mother tongue for communication in mobility whereas a considerable percentage
of teachers (24%) neither agree nor disagree.
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Figure 15: Communication in the mother tongue

The disagreement of participants for communication in mother tongue is an issue that has to be investigat-
ed further with the use of qualitative data. It could either indicate the perceived necessity of a “lingua franca”
among the most-spoken languages in Europe (i.e. use of English for communication purposes). Or, it could be
interpreted as a challenge from their part, which they have to accept and (attempt to) learn a foreign language
in order to effectively communicate, participate and benefit from mobility, as Greek is not widely-spoken. Their
answers could be indicative of the fact that even if participants do not feel confident about their linguistic skills,
they are willing to develop them in order to participate in Erasmus KAT mobility. Rather than undeniably accept-
ing the use of foreign language as an obstacle they most probably see mobility is an opportunity for learning
and practice.

Foreign language improvement

The participant teachers’ responses ranged between strongly agree (56,09%) and rather agree (30,63%).
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Figure 16: Foreign language improvement
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Through mobility, teachers are offered with excellent opportunities not only to become aware of other lan-
guages/cultures but also to practice languages either for communicative purposes or for scientific reasons.
Enhancing self-confidence in speaking a foreign language is also a direct implication which in turn promotes
the appreciation of multilingualism.

Digital competencies

Based on responses teachers seem to have enjoyed the use of ICT in mobility and confirmed that they have
improved their digital skills - strongly agree (46.49%) and rather agree 31%).
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Figure 17: Digital competencies

Improving digital competences, even becoming familiar with ICT potential is equally significant for teachers and
students, as citizens of the world. Nevertheless, ICT is part of the learning process, and facilitates teaching as
supportive aid in today’'s classrooms. To this end, being digitally skilled is a qualification to be further reinforced.

Math, science and IT competencies

Various responses are provided in this question: a percentage of 12,94% strongly agrees, 28,24% rather agrees,
whereas 20% of the teachers neither agree nor disagree, another 20% rather disagrees and 18,82% strongly
disagrees.
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Figure 18: The extent to which math, science and IT competencies have been enhanced

The variation of answers implies a number of issues worth of further investigation. In relation to the group of
dissatisfied teachers, the topic/s might not be relevant to the STEM sciences; teachers may have not had the
opportunity to truly gain from relevant activities; partners may have not offered much information, practice and
knowledge on the target disciplines; activities may have not been explicitly organized to offer the necessary in-
put; activities implemented within and about these disciplines may have been inadequate. In any case, there is
an equal percentage of satisfaction by teachers who felt that their skills have been improved in the above areas.

Practical skills

A percentage of 54,78% strongly agreed that they gained practical skills (organization, planning and manage-
ment), whereas an equally important percentage of teachers (35.4%) replied that they rather agree with that.
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Figure 19: Practical skills
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This implies that mobility has greatly contributed to reinforcing their skills in practical issues that had to do with
organizing activities and handling project processes, thus becoming more experienced.

Analytical skills

A big percentage of teachers strongly agree (36,4%) or rather agree (47,2%) that their analytical skills have been
enhanced.
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Figure 20: Analytical skills

This is quite encouraging, for both teachers and students. On one hand, mobility helped participant teachers to
deal with various issues, to evaluate them and decide on what to do. On the other, these kind of skills were also

transferred to their students especially in higher levels (senior high schools), where students are taught how to
investigate, analyze and then synthesize their learning. ?

Entrepreneurial skills

Participant teachers have found the experience very positive. The majority replied that they either strongly
agree (22,19%) or rather agree (42,70%) that their sense of initiative and entrepreneurship has been enhanced.

2. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 21: Sense of initiative and entrepreneurship

According to the participants” answers, their sense of initiative and entrepreneurship have been enhanced for
the majority of the teachers, working in all types of schools. It can be argued that, for the majority of the teach-
ers, their mobility contributed to the development of their entrepreneurship competence, i.e. their ability to turn
ideas into action and develop a sense of creativity, innovation and risk taking. Arguably, participation in mobility
also enhances participants’ ability to plan and manage projects in order to achieve planned objectives. This is
particularly important for Greek teachers, as these skills are not often targeted in standard training activities.

Learning how to learn

The majority of the participants strongly agree (63,20%) or rather agree (27,53%) that the activities implemented
within the mobility helped them to learn how to learn.
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Figure 22: Learning how to learn skills
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It is an interesting result for both teachers and students, since learning "how to learn” is a fundamental life skill
responding to the different learning styles and abilities. According to Vygotsky's zone of proximal development
(Vygotsky, 1978}, it is important to help students gradually build on their capabilities. Training them to realize
how to proceed with their own learning is significant for independence and autonomy. Teachers had a valuable
opportunity through the mobility to decide how to best take advantage of the mobility opportunity, how to do and
how to deal with their own learning and actions during the mobility process.?

Interpersonal and social competences

The great majority of teachers either strongly agree (72.32%) or rather agree (21,40%) that interpersonal and
social competences have been enhanced.
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Figure 23: Interpersonal and social competences

As resulted from the answers, the teachers feel that mability is by itself an opportunity of interaction and ex-
change of views. It "‘pushes” persons to open up and deal with situations in collaboration with others. In turn,
the school opens up to society because of the teachers’ social skills' enhancement.

Emotional skills

A very high percentage of the participant teachers strongly agree (62,73%) of rather agree (28.41%) that KA1
mobility has helped them enhance their emotional skills.

3. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.

4. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 24: Emotional skills

Emotional or socio-emotional skills are important in life and are learnable. Mobility is a space for emotional
skills" enhancement: to increase one's self-confidence, to be open to experience, to be positive, to try new things
and to get things done as required and in time. These skills are even more important for today's teachers who
deal with bullying, mixed ability classes, multicultural classes, aggressive behavior etc.

Cultural awareness and expression

The great majority (71,91%) strongly agrees or rather agrees (23%) that that the attitude has been improved due
to KA1 mobility.
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Figure 25: Cultural awareness and expression
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From the answers provided, mobility has greatly affected teachers in being more culturally tolerant and more
open to others. Mobility is a multicultural activity by itself where people with different backgrounds gather to-
gether under the same aim and commmon needs. It can be argued that KAT mobility is in a way compatible to the
contemporary multicultural school classes. Respecting cultural expression is beneficial for students as well;
nevertheless, many KA1 thematic areas deal with respect of culture.

Social, linguistic and/or cultural competences

Responses are encouraging ranging between strongly agree (68.63%) to rather agree (26,94%).
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Figure 26: Social, linguistic and/or cultural competences

Through mobility interaction, teachers’ responses confirm that their social, linguistic and cultural competences
are inevitably reinforced in a rather “natural” way. These are competences quite necessary in today’'s multicul-
tural schools; s/he applies in mobility the same competences that s/he needs to have at work.

Increasing awareness of European funding methods for school education
projects

A 53.87% of the teachers strongly agreed, and another 32,10% rather agreed on this.
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Figure 27: Increasing awareness of European funding methods for school education projects

Mobility is, according to teachers, an efficient way to learn how to deal with European projects and participant
teachers highly appreciated this opportunity. Discussing relevant issues provides teachers with self-confidence
on how to proceed with applications, where to find partners-even the host mobility partners —and the common
thematic areas they can elaborate on. Getting familiar with EU project processes increases teachers’ interest
in participating. °

Social and civil skills

Responses were positive to a very high extent (75.29% &12,94%). Teachers have felt that mobility highly re-
sponded to the improvement of social and civic competences, basic skills as citizens.
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Figure 28: Social and civil skills

5. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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As social and civic skills include personal coommunication skills, knowledge of political systems, and the ability
to critically think about life from different points of view, mobility is effectively working towards this direction.

Team skills

The majority of teachers replied very positively: 69.41% strongly agreeing and 25,88% rather agreeing. They felt
that cooperation through working in teams has been improved greatly. This is an important conclusion for the
Greek reality which has traditionally applied an individual-driven model of working.
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Figure 29: Team skills

Through learning to work in groups teachers can become a useful example for the students as well, given that
young people are only convinced when they see things in practice; teachers, then, become role models. To this
end, teamwork is beneficial for sharing ideas and solutions and may offer better opportunities to handle situa-
tions rather than these being held individually.

3.3.3. Impact of Erasmus+KA1 mobility on School Culture and Curriculum

In this section, results come from evaluation reports as well as questionnaires. The analysis of participant
teachers’ perceptions about the impact of Erasmus+ KA1 on school indicated that positive changes have taken
place as far as learning outcomes are concerned; the situation is not similar in the case of institutional capacity
building, an issue that needs additional attention.

Learning outcomes

Learning outcomes relate to teaching, methodological, pedagogical and organizational issues. It is worth notic-
ing that alternative teaching practices are of the highest interest for teachers. Cooperation skills, organizational
and managerial skills, and linguistic skills are also, according to teachers, the skills that were practiced more
through KA1 mobility.

6. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 30: Learning outcomes

Specifically, and based on the above figure, the learning outcomes are concerned with teaching topics and the
application of alternative teaching methods, the understanding of specialized skills such as the use of theater
language in education for example, student assessment best practices, teaching techniques for students with
learning difficulties or other learning disabilities.

Alongside these skills, participants also benefited from the teaching of ICT, enriching their digital skills, familiar-
izing themselves with many digital tools, platforms and digital creative activities. Based on the aforementioned
figure (Figure 30Q), participants also acquired cultural/intercultural skills and became more active and able to
perceive the importance of their role as teachers. They also acquired professional skills and were involved in
promoting the European dimension of their school and education in general, through their knowledge for other
countries’ educational systems or acquiring European citizenship skills (e.g. knowledge of the European Digital
Portfolio).

Participants also enhanced their cognitive and metacognitive skills, educational material evaluation skills, initi-
ative or responsibility skills, as well as skills for continuous improvement. Significant benefits were also given
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to the vocational orientation of students (mainly for vocational schools), improving their level of many technical
skills and increasing their incentives to attend classes and participate with interest in school educational activi-
ties. Through their participation in mobility projects, participating teachers and school organizations were given
the opportunity to become familiar with creative thinking and creativity in education in general, as well as to
acquire the necessary tools for their language enhancement in European partner languages.

At the same time, they developed collaborative, communicative, social and emotional skills as well as self-es-
teem, essential elements to empowering themselves in order to effectively manage their multi-tasked and
demanding roles. The participants in the mobility projects also had the opportunity to acquire diversity man-
agement skills, school drop-outs prevention skills, delinquent and/or aggressive behavior management skills,
conflict management skills, team management in general and social inclusion skills, respect and tolerance
skills or more specialized skills such as identifying people’s behavior and needs in youth detention settings.

They also gained benefits related to organizational or administrative issues as well as pedagogical issues such
as stress management skills, classroom management, enhancing students’ pedagogical and teaching issues,
or creating an environment of trust in school-student-school relationships.

The extent to which organization and management at own institution have
been improved

Teachers strongly agreed (43,63%), rather agreed (31,76%) or neither agreed nor disagreed (22,35%) that the
home institutions have improved their organizational and managerial skills.
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Figure 31: The extent to which organization and management at own institution have been improved

This implies that the institutions were involved in a number of organization processes, vital for mobility and
relevant activities. It may also imply that institutions have gained expertise on how to best organize their insti-
tutional practices or adapt bureaucratic practices so that to facilitate KA1 mobility procedures.”

7. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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The extent to which there is willingness to start or join new European/
international projects

A high percentage (71,76%) strongly agreed and another 23,53% rather agreed that their institution has started
or intends to join new European/international projects (Figure 32).
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Figure 32: The extent to which there is willingness to start or join new European/international projects

According to the results it can be supported that institutions have started appreciating not only the value of
mobility but also the significance of EU projects in the educational school practice. As projects include both
pedagogy and administration, they can operate as a reference model for any kind of changes and modification
in issues of pedagogy, practice, administration or social collaboration.

Attitude of own sending institution towards sending more personnel on such
projects

The majority of teachers (81,18%) strongly agreed that mobility has greatly influenced the schools’ attitude to-
wards mobility schemes in education and the necessity for European cooperation among institutions through
mobility and other schemes.
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Reinforcing a positive attitude of my sending institution towarcds sending
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Figure 33: The extent to which there is reinforcement of positive attitude of own sending institution
towards sending more personnel on such projects

Mobility may be considered as an alarm sign that there are common needs and common goals among per-
sons with the same professions and /or specialties. Personal contacts through mobility can promote this feel-
ing of commonness. Given that the European community fosters exchanges for professional, personal, aca-
demic or other purposes, all types of KA1 mobility are beneficial for schools; the latter is spread among school
communities ®

The extent to which the project has led to the introduction of changes
at own institution

A percentage of 39,11% participant teachers neither agree nor disagree; another 14,39% strongly agree and a
29.15% rather agree.
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Figure 34: The extent to which the project has led to the introduction of changes at own institution

8. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Thus, it can be argued that the teachers are not very satisfied with the degree of new concepts’ implementation
at schools and/or their impact on changes and modifications in the curriculum. This may be due to a number of
reasons; institutions may not be ready for changes; adequate time is needed for personnel to familiarize them-
selves with new practices; the school stakeholders do not feel confident to apply changes; limited freedom in
shaping subjects according to changes; curricula framework rather stiff.’

3.3.4. Sharing Experiences and Dissemination within School and wider
education and local community

The results of this section indicate that most of the teachers share their experiences of the mobility within the
school community. A percentage of 53,09% participants strongly agreed and a 36,24% rather agreed. Teachers
feel that schools provide many opportunities to share knowledge among students in practice in class and a
satisfactory percentage has implemented new knowledge. At the same time, implementation of new knowl-
edge can be considered fragmentary, since all changes in the curriculum need to introduced officially by the
government.
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Figure 35: Sharing own knowledge with students and/or other people

The responses imply a number of assumptions. Firstly, teachers most probably realized the importance of
transferring the new knowledge to students. What is more, it was evident that the majority of the teachers
wished to communicate the outcomes to other people (students/colleagues/principals/authorities/communi-
ty). The willingness to share knowledge is very encouraging as it reveals the need of teachers and schools to
open up in the society but also to share practices with colleagues with the utmost goal to improve themselves
but also help students improve.

9. The deviation of + 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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The extent to which there are opportunities to share knowledge acquired
through mobility

Responses were positive to a very high extent as 89.41% strongly agreed that this was achieved through mo-
bility.
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Figure 36: The extent to which there are opportunities to share knowledge acquired through mobility

The result is very encouraging when talking about outcomes’ dissemination at school and community level and
sharing expertise among relevant actors, which would be more difficult to achieve, without mobility of other
forms of EU collaboration. Nevertheless, transferring knowledge is reciprocal, in the sense that Greek teachers
can equally contribute to and benefit from mobility.

Mobility has led to the use of new teaching methods at own institution

Quite significant are the results in this field: a percentage of 36,90% strongly agreed, 37.27% rather agreed and
19,56% neither agreed nor disagreed.
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Figure 37: Mobility has led to the use of new teaching methods at own institution

A number of reasons may lie behind these responses: The Greek system may not be yet open enough to
changes and pilot implementations; schools timetable is very tight and it is rather hard to make modifications;
new practices need modifications to the Greek context and teachers are not prepared for this. In any case, it is
quite encouraging that an almost 37% has implemented the practices taught -through mobility- at their own
school institutions and another 30% has tried new concepts at school. The present results should be investigat-
ed in what concerns implementation of new teaching practices.

Mobility has led to the introduction of new teaching subject/s

Responses for this item are closely linked to the previous item. They vary between strongly agree (24,72%),
rather agree (31,73%) and neither agree nor disagree (26,20%).
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Figure 38: Mobility has led to the introduction of new teaching subject/s
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Subjects can only be introduced officially by the government. Thus, responses refer to the introduction of the-
matic areas or various topics within each discipline. Might this be the case, it can be said that teachers may
refer to cross-curricular approaches which are always welcomed as an effective means to a holistic approach
to knowledge. Mobility has succeeded in offering new perspective to education and practice in class, and a new
mentality.

Dissemination inside and outside school settings

The results of the survey data indicate that most of the teachers share their KA1 mobility experiences at the
wider education and community level. The most popular forms of sharing experiences are implemented
through Teachers’ Associations (also involving Schools Advisors and Regional Directorates) and Networking
among Greek and foreign schools after the mobility completion. Both reveal the teachers’ need to spread mo-
bility results equally at local, national and European level.
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Figure 39: Dissemination target groups and dissemination ways

The wide range of dissemination ways implies that participant teachers are willing to communicate outcomes
to a large audience, encouraging the opening of school to local and European society. Creating digital material
and promoting it through relevant webpages is a popular way of coommunicating results and social/regular
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media was among their high preferences. Communication of their experiences shows teachers’ satisfaction;
they also serve as the best ambassadors for the Erasmus+ promotion.

3.3.5. Impact of Erasmus+KAT in the School’s potential for Internationalization

One of the most important aspects of mobility pertains to the internationalization / Europeanisation of schools.
This is a very important feature of the Programme.

Cooperation with partner institutions/organization reinforcement

Responses vary between strongly agree (35,79%) and mainly rather agree (42.80%). A considerable percentage
(17.34%) replies "neither agree nor disagree”.
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Figure 40: Cooperation with partner institutions/organization reinforcement

These results are quite interesting. First, the 17,34% percentage may imply that the participant teachers are not
given the opportunity to further cooperate with partner institutions or face a variety of administrative obstacles
to do so. It may also imply that they found it difficult to further keep the links due to lack of language knowledge.
The rather agree (42.80%) percentage is also illustrative; it may imply the desire to do so or the teachers’ partial
success in keeping further collaboration with partner institutions. In any case, the sum of the two percentages
reveals the need for additional cooperation among schools and partner organizations. °

Cooperation at European and international level

A major impact revealed is participant teachers’ willingness to cooperate on European and/or international
level with additional communities and stakeholders.

10. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 41: Teachers’ willingness to cooperate on international and/or European level

The majority of participant teachers (48,33%) stated that this was succeeded to a very high extent, while equally
important, was the number of teachers (33,33%) who responded that this was achieved at the highest level.
Finally, 18,33% responded that they managed to cooperate with the partner organizations to a high extent. It is

noteworthy that there was no response in relation to not being accomplished or being accomplished to some
extent.”

Professional network creation and new contacts

The responses of the participant teachers range between strongly agreeing (50.84%) to rather agreeing (35.39%).
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Figure 42: Professional network creation and new contacts enhancement

11. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Almost half of the participant teachers think they have been part of a wider professional network of colleagues
sharing the same vision. Another 35,39% rather agree but perhaps they had not established the kind of collabo-
ration they want to. In any case, mobility action is a small cluster of networking which can be further expanded.'?

Cooperation with labor market

Responses are as followed: neither agreed nor disagreed (41,85%); a considerable percentage (21,35%) rather
disagreed and another 17,13% strongly disagreed.
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Figure 43: Cooperation with labor market

The above results ring a bell as they reflect the general dissatisfaction of teachers in relation to future coop-
eration with the labour market. Irrespectively of the specialty of participant teachers, it is rather disappointing
for them to be excluded from such opportunities, either for themselves or their students; for VET teachers, it is
even more important. In any case, the results highlight the necessity for mability to provide links between jobs
and the labour market is a thought for reflection and proper consideration. 1®

Building cooperation skills with players in civil society

The majority of responses vary between rather agree (28,65%) and neither agree nor disagree (32.87%), rather
disagree (11,52%) and strongly disagree (8,15%). Only a 18,82% strongly agree on this.

12. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.

13. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 44: Building cooperation skills with civil society

The results certainly mean that there is much space for improvement in the area of collaboration with local
societies, education and other stakeholders. The teacher responses imply that mobility opportunities have not
sufficiently provided teachers with links to civil society and other stakeholders. Since civil society plays a key
role in promoting dialogue about decisions that affect people, opportunities to strengthen cooperation with
schools enhance effectiveness and impact at school ™

The extent to which the project has led to new/increased cooperation
with the partner institution

A percentage of 29,52% of the teachers strongly agree, 31% rather agree and 30,26% neither agree nor disagree
on this.

14. The deviation of £ 0.01% in the total sum of the percentage values of the above figure is due to rounding of values to the first
or the second decimal digit.
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Figure 45: The extent to which the project has led to new/increased cooperation with the partner institutions

Based on the results, mobility has only partly (and rather limited) succeeded in providing teachers with opportu-
nities to maintain contacts. This is probably either because partners did not find a common ground to enhance
communication or the time allocated to mobility was not enough to sustain relations. These results need to be
investigated in order for future mobility schemes to be organized with a view to enhance cooperation potential
after the mobility completion.

The extent to which the project has led to the internationalisation
of own institution

Positive are the results related to internationalisation: strongly agree (31.37%). rather agree (36,16%) and neither
agree nor disagree (23,62%).
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Figure 46: The extent to which the project has led to internationalisation of own institution

Most school institutions feel the need to become part of a wider community. It is actually the Erasmus+ teach-
ers who inevitably promote this concept at school. Mobility can contribute towards this direction.
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The 4" Chapter of the Study contains the results and analysis of the qualitative instruments used in the re-
search, i.e. the qualitative analysis of the individual semi-structured interviews and the report of the focus group
discussions.

This section presents the analysis of the semi-structured interviews conducted with educators who had been
actively involved in the preparation of the proposal and subsequently had participated in the KA-1 project. In
total, 20 1-1 interviews were conducted including 10 interviews with secondary teachers, 6 with primary teach-
ers and 4 with pre-school teachers. The research team visited the participants’ schools and conducted the
interviews having first assured the participants about the confidentiality of their responses. The interviews were
guided by a semi-structured schedule eliciting the respondents’ experiences accumulated through their partic-
ipation in the project. The thematic analysis performed on the database involved the coding and the subsequent
classification of the data in broad thematic categories or key themes. The following four key themes emerged
from the analysis relating to the impact of the KAT mobility project on: (a) the participants” personal develop-
ment (b) the participants’ professional development and school practices () the participants” school units as
organisations (d) other local schools and wider community. A further thematic category that emerged from the
analysis concerns the difficulties experienced throughout the project, the ways obstacles were overcome and
the respondents’ suggestions for improving the Programme. The emergent findings are presented next under
each key theme. Indicative quotes are used, wherever necessary, to substantiate the conclusions reached and
render the presentation of the results more vivid.

4.2.1. Impact of KAT mobility project on the participants’ personal development

This key theme is concerned with different aspects of personal development that had been achieved through
the mobility projects. Strikingly, the respondents were unanimous in their positive appraisal of the KA-1 pro-
jects stressing various valuable experiences they had gained through their participation. Specifically, all re-
spondents felt that taking part in a KA-1 project had offered them the opportunity to familiarize themselves with
different educational systems, meet and exchange ideas with colleagues from other countries and, generally,
broaden their horizons. As some teachers noted:

"It was a great experience... | have become a different person...it has given me the motivation to find out
how schools operate in other countries and to familiarize myself with different cultures, different ways of
working. | can confidently say that the project has changed my attitude, the way | see myself as a profes-
sional...” (Primary teacher)

‘It s a unique experience. | think whoever participates in a KA-1 project gains valuable experiences and
wants to take part again. We usually go to seminars and other in-service training events but visiting
schools (n other countries is way more beneficial; going into a school and talking to your colleagues,
finding out how the school operates, and observing lessons are very valuable activities. .. | would strongly
recommend to my colleagues to participate in such a project because they will get practical knowledge
that stays with them forever”. (Primary teacher)



Many teachers reported that they had been impressed with the organisational structures of the schools they
visited:

‘It was a fantastic experience! It was very interesting to see with our own eyes how schools operate in
other countries, the wonderful facilities that exist and the ways different departments are organized and
operate within secondary schools”. (Secondary teacher)

"I feel that it was a life-changing experience for me... it was very interesting to observe the role the prin-
clpal plays and his/her relations with the other staff in the schools we visited. | was very impressed with
some of the organizational structures of the schools | visited and the ways teachers engaged with their
students”. (Secondary school principal)

Commonly reported innovative practices include the implementation of cooperative learning strategies based
on constructivist principles as well as the increased use of Information and Communication Technologies (ICT).
Indicatively:

‘It was interesting to see different ways of delivering the curriculum. For example, | had the chance to
see students working in small groups on collaborative learning tasks and, more importantly, they were
encouraged to discover new knowledge rather than being passive recipients of information transmitted to
them through the traditional approach. .. that was very interesting...”. (Primary teacher)

‘I was happlly surprised to see that students are allowed to use their mobiles as tools for identifying
{nformation during their lessons. | was also impressed with the ways ICT resources were utilized in the
school I visited and | was left with the impression that the students participate more actively in the learning
process”. (Secondary teacher)

“The schools' IT facilities were remarkable. The teaching staff made good use of interactive whiteboards
and they had well-equipped IT labs. .. the teaching staff used tablets to take the register at the beginning of
every lesson and sometimes they assessed the students” academic performance through electronic test-
ing. Although we do not have the same facilities in Greek schools, | got many ideas on how to incorporate
ICT technologtes into my teaching” (Secondary teacher)

Interestingly, some teachers reported that they had witnessed examples of active partnerships with external to
the school organisations which do not exist in Greece. Specifically, these teachers stressed the innovative links
that some schools in other countries had established with non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and felt that
such initiatives could also be pursued in their home schools if the appropriate opportunities arose. For example:

‘Participating in the KA-1 project was an important experience for me because | had the chance to devel-
op as a professional through the training that was offered to me. The project | participated in focused on
dealing with bilingual matters... | was astonished to see how much work (s carried out by NGOs who act
as mediators between the schools | visited and the families of students coming from a different linguistic
background. In Greece we do not currently have any NGOs working in partnership with schools. .. only the
local authorities (i.e. local councils] and the church undertake some initiatives and | felt that so much more
could be done... | certainly got many ideas on that...” ([Primary teacher)

‘Our school has on its register many Roma students... So we participated in two KA-1 projects that were
very relevant to our everyday practice. Specifically, we visited schools in Spain and the year after schools
in Germany in areas where Roma minorities are based. We were impressed with the links these schools
had with external organisations such as NGOs and the creative ways the schools collaborated with Roma
families. We certainly got many ideas about engaging with parents and reducing the drop-out rates of our
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Roma students. We always had good links with the families but the project was successful in providing us
with further practical strategies, good practices etc. | would strongly recommend to my colleagues to take
part in such projects in order to broaden their horizons”. (Primary Teacher)

Finally, all our participants felt that besides accumulating valuable experiences through their visits in other
countries, they had established good links with colleagues from the schools they visited which remain strong
to date. Interestingly. it was often reported that regular contact is maintained which indicates that the networks
created through KA-1 projects are long-lasting:

"We have made some friends for life! We communicate regularly through Facebook and exchange ideas. ..

and this is in my view one of the most important benefits from taking part in an KA-1+ project...” (Second-
ary teacher)

"We regularly use e-Twinning in order to communicate with the schools we visited and exchange ideas. ..
it is great that we have visited these schools and met our colleagues in person and it makes communica-

tion through the e-Twinning platform much easier...” (Primary teacher)

"We maintain regular contact with the schools we visited and we organize from time to time some skype
meetings in which we exchange ideas about the things we do in our classes, we broadcast the activities
we carry out etc. It is great to have support from these colleagues from other countries and we take on
board their suggestions for improving our practices. | feel that these links are very strong and will continue
to be strong for the years to come...” (Pre-school teacher])

4.2.2. Perceived impact of the project on the participants’ professional
development

This key theme is concerned with the impact the KA1 project had on the teachers’ professional development
and, in particular, the ways their professional practices had been affected. For example, the adoption of innova-
tive teaching strategies was mentioned by many respondents:

"I saw the implementation of innovative teaching methods and as a result of that my teaching has now
become more interactive. | have learned how to involve the students in the learning process, | can now
succeed in rendering them active learners as opposed to passive recipients of knowledge... and this is
highly due to the ideas that | got from my observations of what my colleagues do in other countries...
(Secondary teacher)

"The project offered me the opportunity to gain first-hand experience of different instructional arrange-
ments. They do a lot of group work abroad, certainly more than what we do in our country... and | have
picked up some of these ideas... For example, | set up more collaborative tasks within my class, I give
projects to groups of my students, | encourage them to search for information on the web and use this
information in their project, | am applying various forms of assessment which | saw my colleagues using
abroad... generally | have developed as a professional...” (Secondary teacher]

Moreover, the vast majority of interviewees mentioned that they had developed their digital skills and that they had
learned how to incorporate Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) into their teaching. Indicatively:

"Participating in a KA-1 project certainly gave me the opportunity to learn a lot about computers and their
applications. For example, | learned the Edmodo software which | would not have learned had | not taken
part in the KA-1 project’ (Secondary teacher in a music school)
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"My digital skills have certainly improved. Since | came back, | have been using all the ICT tools | became
familiar with on my visit' (Primary teacher)

“The experiences | accumulated through my involvement in KA-1 projects led me to undertake training in
the area of ICT. While on KA-T visits | became familiar with the educational uses of mobile technology. |
learned to use various applications and generally | became very interested in undertaking further training
on ICT... today I am an officially recognized trainer in the area of ICT in Education”. (Secondary teacher)

Furthermore, a substantial number of interviewees reported that the KA-1 project had helped them to develop
their language as well as problem solving skKills:

‘[ improved my language skills and | became more competent in expressing myself in English, more
competent in collaborating with colleagues from other countries, | became more extrovert in general...”
(Secondary teacher]

" developed my writing skills and in particular writing applications for projects such as KAI... | became
more competent in writing the report at the end of the project’. (Secondary teacher)

"Generally speaking, | feel that | have gained a lot from my participation in the project. | learned new ways
of dealing with various situations, dealing with obstacles efc. | learned how to collaborate with my col-
leagues and with colleagues from different education systems and cultures” (Primary teacher)

“Times have changed and so we have to change and adapt. The KAT project requires working with col-
leagues, it gives you the motivation to improve your English, it helps you to develop your communication
skills, how to communicate more efficiently with students, with parents, with administrators etc.” (Voca-
tional teacher — technical school)

Overall, the evidence suggests that the KA1 projects contribute to the teachers’ professional development in
many ways, some of which are totally unexpected. The following quote from a primary school teacher who had
participated in two KA1 projects reflects very eloguently these unexpected benefits:

“Well you go to a KAT project to learn one thing and you end up learning so many other things! | learned how to
deliver challenging lessons, that is, how to present new material to my students through games and fun activi-
ties, ... | was exposed to different ways of organising a primary school class ... different ways of motivating your
students and dealing with behavioural issues... | have developed critical thinking and problem solving skills. ..
I never thought | would gain so much from these mobility projects and you only realise how valuable they are
when you actually participate” (Primary teacher)

4.2.3. Perceived impact of the project on the participants’ school unit

This key theme is concerned with the impact the KA1 project might have on the school unit as a whole and in
particularly on all stakeholders including the headteacher, the teaching staff, the students and the parents. In
this respect, this theme is not only concerned with those who participated in the project but also with the pro-
ject’s indirect impact on the school stakeholders who had not participated. For example, several respondents
mentioned that the project had resulted in the transformation of their school into a more open and outward
looking organization:

"Our school became more open and everybody became more sensitive towards diversity... we took part
in a project which focused on phenomena such as combating racism and discrimination as well as on
responding to diversity. When we came back and informed our colleagues about the outcomes of our visit,
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they all expressed a great interest in the project. Some colleagues were initially skeptical and expressed
‘a kind of fear for the new practices we brought from our visit, however, they quickly dismissed their skep-
ticism and became very willing to adopt the innovative practices that we were disseminating. The project
was therefore an inspiration for our school, everybody became more sensitive and proactive”. (Secondary
teacher from a technical school)

“The attitudes and values of our school staff have changed as a result of the school's participation in KA-1
projects. A small change was accomplished after the implementation of our first KA-1 project but my
colleagues became interested in getting involved and other KA-1 projects soon followed. | would say that
we have learned how to work together, how to collaborate within the school to prepare applications for
KA-1 projects... we have better relations now and we are more open to collaborate with each other and
to collaborate with colleagues from other countries, so yes, | would definitely say that there was an impact
on the school organization”. (Secondary teacher)

“Until recently, only young colleagues were keen on continuing their professional development. | regret to
say that older colleagues have traditionally been more reluctant to participate. However, since we have
started implementing KA-1 projects, the school's culture has changed... all colleagues now show interest
in getting involved and this is certainly due to the KA-1 projects” (Primary teacher)

Interestingly, a substantial number of respondents provided examples of innovative teaching practices and
mentioned various organisational changes in their schools:

“The KA-T project was very useful and has assisted all teachers in the school in their efforts to improve
their teaching. For example, we got to know various platforms and ICT tools and we have put to practice
everything we learned through the project, how to organise our lessons, how to improve our assessment
practices, and how to engage our students in the learning process” (Secondary teacher)

‘We got many ideas about improving our school, making better use of our labs, we even used some mon-
ey left from the project to update our IT equipment. We also got some ideas about making better use of our
building infrastructure” (Secondary teacher)

"We have materials in the school which were developed through our participation in the KA-1 project and
we make good use of those materials, we enriched our lessons. Even those colleagues who did not par-
ticipate in the project, they benefited from it. We made sure that we informed them about our experiences
through carefully planned dissemination activities so even those who did not come benefited substantially’
(Primary teacher])

“The focus of the project was on "Drama in Education, Informal Education and Intercultural Education”. We
decided to participate because we have many children from different cultural backgrounds. Luckily one of
our teachers has a special interest in drama so she took the lead in organising the project. When we came
back all colleagues were keen on learning about the project and applying drama activities. .. they showed
great interest and we feel that the project was instrumental in altering some of the things we do with our
children. So, yes, the project definitely had an impact on the school’ (Principal of a kindergarten school)

Furthermore, the KA-1 projects were perceived by many teachers as beneficial for the students, stressing
some of the indirect impacts on them:

"I think our students have also benefited from the KA-1 project... since our teaching staff adopted inno-
vative teaching strategies, there was an indirect impact on our students. ... The students became more
motivated and more willing to engage in the learning process, they started developing links with students
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from the schools we visited and generally | can confidently say that they also gained from the KA-1 project’
(Secondary teacher]

“Our school became more sensitive to bilingual students. .. so these students definitely benefited from the
project. Moreover, immediately after we came back from the visit we initiated a partnership with the local
council and we founded a voluntary service providing learning support to bilingual students for free. So yes,
I would say that taking part in a KA-1 project has certainly led to valuable developments for our bilingual
students’. (Secondary teacher from a Vocational secondary school)

Finally, a substantial number of respondents mentioned the impact the project had on the parents:

"Our communication with the parents has also improved... We learned new ways of communicating and
collaborating with the parents through our participation in the KA-1 project. When we came back we put
many (deas to practice and these were well-received by parents... we found out that they were very pos-
{tive and supportive.”

"The parents’ reaction to the project was very positive. The parents were very pleased to find out that the
school will take part in a KA-1 project and they were very willing to allow their children to take part in fu-
ture KA-2 projects. | think they also responded very well to the innovative practices we implemented in the
school when we came back from our visit'.

4.2.4. Perceived impact of the project on other local schools and wider
community

This key theme is concerned with the impact the KAT project might have on other schools and the local com-
munity. As such, it is concerned with the dissemination activities that took place after the respondents’ return
from their visits and their perceptions about the impact these dissemination activities.

“The dissemination was carried out in the western part of the city. We informed the Coordinator from the
Local Education Authority and with her assistance we organized seminars for teachers from other schools
of the area. These seminars were well-attended and our colleagues were very interested in listening to
the experiences of those teachers who took part in the KA1 project. Overall, | feel that other schools were
influenced and benefited from the project’ (Pre-school teacher)

"My school is based in a small village in a rural area. The project's impact was immediately visible in the
local community. | gave a presentation to my colleagues first and then | gave various presentations to
colleagues from other schools and to the local city council. We maintain to this date regular communi-
cation with other kindergarten schools through skype meetings! Moreover, many parents attended my
presentations in dissemination events and they were very enthusiastic about the project.... Their reaction
was amazing! | feel satisfied because my efforts were recognized by my colleagues and | was asked by
colleagues in the local primary school to assist them in the preparation of their application form. Overall,
| feel that the project had a very positive impact in the small community of our village and many people
seemed to be motivated by my presentation, they felt that this project had created some bridges’ and
opened some communication with other European institutions’. (Pre-school teacher)

"We organized some dissemination events for the parents and the teachers from other schools in the area
which were well-attended. We produced a newsletter and we distributed it to local schools and we also
produced some summaries of the project which were published in local newspapers and other digital
media. It is difficult to determine how effective these activities were in terms of altering educational prac-
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tices... however, my impression was that many educators in the area became interested in applying for a
similar project... we certainly got their attention” (Primary school)

“"We organized a mini conference to disseminate our project in partnership with the local council and the
local church. Many teachers and parents attended this mini conference. Some schools expressed their
Interest in finding out more about the project, which is positive. We also produced a handbook of good teach-
ing practices for bilingual students and we distributed widely in local schools’. (Secondary technical school)

What is evident in the above quotes, is that carefully planned dissemination activities result in educators and the
public at large becoming interested in KA1 projects. Most of our respondents held positive perceptions about
the effectiveness of their dissemination activities. However, there were some very few exceptions to this ten-
dency. As the following teacher pointed out:

"Well, to be honest with you, those teachers from my school who did not take part in the KAT project were
not influenced by it.... They did not display genuine interest in it. We carried out some wider dissemination
activities for colleagues in the area but again, | am not sure how effective these were... teachers get to-
gether and exchange ideas with those who attended KA projects, that (s for sure... and teachers become
interested in applying, but this is not proper dissemination in my view...it does not mean that innovative
practices are actually spread in schools” (Secondary teacher])

4.2.5. Difficulties experienced throughout the project and suggestions
for improving the process of designing and implementing it

This section is concerned with the difficulties respondents experienced in applying and subsequently taking
part in a KA-1 project. It is worth noting here that the questions addressed to the interviewees specifically
invited them to report the negative aspects of the project with a view of identifying areas where improvement
is needed. In so doing, it could be argued that the respondents were encouraged to provide some negative ex-
periences that they would not have mentioned otherwise. With this in mind, we proceed with presenting some
commonly reported problems.

First, it was widely reported that the bureaucracy involved in applying and subsequently implementing the
project had been a serious obstacle that needs to be addressed. For example:

"There was so much bureaucracy in preparing the application and we had no experience of doing it which
rendered the task more challenging. Finding a partner, preparing the proposal, the financial aspects of the
project were all challenging tasks. The initial information that was available to us from the IKY foundation
was not adequate... we had to contact IKY on several occasions to clarify things...” (Primary teacher)

"I know many colleagues who are interested in taking part in KAT projects but they are skeptical due to the
bureaucratic procedures involved. They have no idea how to go about preparing an application and whom
to ask for support” (Primary teacher]

"We definitely need more information, more guidance, more support. As a principal | felt that | am ac-
countable for all financial matters and it was very stressful... we definitely need some training on this..."
(Secondary principal)

"The bureaucratic difficulties were overcome... there was a lot of paper work but everything was sorted
successfully at the end. Despite this, | have to say that the IKY website is complex and it was very difficult
to find some documents on the website. .. | think this needs to be improved. more information that is more
easily accessible is what needs to be done...We need more support (Primary teacher)
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Another obstacle that was regularly mentioned by the respondents concerns the rigid structure of the curricu-
lum and the absence of flexibility in replacing the colleagues who go on a KA1 project. Indicatively:

"The most important problem in my view is the replacement of the teachers that take part in KA1 projects.
Especially in kindergarten schools in our area, finding a replacement is impossible. And then the parents
tend to react negatively when they find out that some members of staff are going to be out of school for a
while.... In our school these reactions stopped when a substitute teacher was appointed... but generally
speaking. this is a serious problem” (Pre-school principal)

"Sometimes there is disappointment on the part of some teachers who do not participate in a KA1 project.
They tend to whine about the fact that they will have to cover for the absent colleagues. In my view, the
Local Education Authority ought to provide substitute teachers to ensure the smooth operation of schools,
especially secondary schools” (Secondary teacher)

Other respondents commented on the demanding nature of the project, which was seen as too heavy and
tiring:

“I feel that the project was very demanding. The timetable was demanding and we spent too many hours
doing the training activities and we did not have time left to observe our colleagues and engage in discus-
sions with them, or to find out more about the culture of the host countries and the schools we visited’
(Primary teacher]

Other teachers mentioned that their colleagues were reluctant to take part in KA1 project, due to the language
barrier or personal commitments. Indicatively:

"Participating is often very limited to KA projects because some colleagues are worried that they do not
have the necessary language skills... they feel that going to another country and undertaking the sched-
uled training activities will be a struggle for them...” (Secondary teacher]

"My older colleagues Le. those with many years of service are reluctant to take part because of the lan-
guage barrier or because they have family or personal commitments they cannot leave behind... | un-
derstand that this might be difficult for some of them but in my view they should have been more positive
about this and more supportive to us who are keen on going” (Secondary teacher]

The respondents provided a number of suggestions for overcoming the difficulties described above. Specifical-
ly. in order to simplify the process of applying for a KA1 project the following suggestions were made:

"There needs to be more technical support available” (Primary teacher)

“The platform needs be made more user friendly. Also it would be nice to have more information available
to schools” (Primary teacher)

“The process needs to be simplified, all these bureaucratic procedures need to be made more simplified”
(Secondary teacher]

‘I believe there should be some seminars on how to prepare your application, these need to be hands on
seminars so that those who are scared or inexperienced may be guided in this process, step by step...”
(Secondary teacher)
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Furthermore, in order to motivate teachers to take part in KA1 projects the following suggestions were made:

“There should make immediate replacements available for those teachers who take part in a KA1 proj-
ects” (Pre-school teacher]

"IKY should adopt stricter criteria for the selection of partners. We would like to have more projects which
are relevant to what we are doing, many of the outcomes tend to be impossible to apply in Greece” (Sec-
ondary teacher)

"One problem that needs to be sorted (s that many teachers do not have a permanent position in a school
and therefore are unwilling to take part in the design and setting up of a KA1 project. It is important that
teachers are not placed in a school for one year only so that they can take the initiative to work on a KA1
proposal...” (Primary teacher)

Finally, in order to enhance the project’'s impact the following suggestions were made:

“There needs to be a stronger commitment by everybody in the school. The planning should be carried
out by everybody in the school unit and not only those few who will take part in the project. If everybody
feels that he or she is part of the process, then they would be more actively involved” (Secondary teacher)

"More teachers from the school should be involved. The project needs to be formulated on stronger grounds
from the beginning, more teachers should take part... if needed, the project should be implemented in the

summer when we do not have to worry about replacing staff...” (Primary teacher)

"We need better ICT equipment so that the project is carried out more effectively and its impact continues
long after each implementation” (Secondary teacher)

“There needs to be more systematic work carried out on disseminating the outcomes of the project both
within the school unit and more widely in other schools and the local community” (Secondary teacher)

Responses of non-participants to a semi-structured interview/ questionnaire. They were asked to assess the
impact of mobility projects to themselves, as non-participant educational staff and the school, under five sets
of questions:

Impact on their personal development

Impact on their professional development

Impact on their instructional practice

Impact on their pedagogical practice in general, including the practices of the school

Problems that arose during the mobility project for the school

Their answers were fitted on a five-grade Likert scale ranging from "not at all” to “very much”. When they were
asked in general terms about the four first items, the results showed an ambivalent stance, with greater per-
ceived impact on their personal, professional and pedagogical practice.

The data and result analysis of each particular category of these sets of questions is given below.
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4.3.1. Impact on the personal development of non-participants

The data from the semi-structured interviews / questionnaires show that non-participant educators (teachers
and school directors) find that their schools’ involvement in KA1 Mobility had a positive impact (>3,5/5,0 on the
Likert scale) on the following issues (Table 10):

Table 10: Impact on Personal Development of Non-Participant Teachers and School Leaders

Average

Impact on Personal Development (5-point scale)

Motivation to learn a foreign language 3,87
Development of intercultural awareness 3,87
Knowledge about other systems of education 383
Contribution to reduction / elimination of prejudice 3,73
Development of European awareness 3,73
Improvement of ICTs use 3,73
Willingness to participate in future applications for European Projects 3,68
Development of Digital Competences 3,61
Creation of professional networks with foreign partners 3,52

The fact that items referring to the Personal Development of participants present a lower positive average than
other categories, reveal that personal impact on non-participant school staff cannot be immediately identified
or be considered given. This can be attributed to the fact that gaining personal insight from participants, one
has to show interest in the new knowledge they brought from Mobility projects. On the other hand, the data
show a positive impact on development of personal awareness (i.e. towards other cultures, other systems of
education, Europe), motivation for personal improvement (i.e. learning of languages), and development of skills
relevant to mobility and European projects. From these results it can be argued that the internationalization of
the school stemming from Mobility, motivates non-participants to improve the skills which could make them
eligible for future Mobility projects and raises their awareness for other cultures and education systems.

4.3.2. Impact on Professional Development

The data from the semi-structured interviews / questionnaires show that non-participant educators (teachers
and school directors) find that their schools’ involvement in KA1 Mobility had a positive impact (>3.5/5,0 on the
Likert scale) on the following professional competences (Table 11):

Table 11: Impact on Professional Development of Non-Participant Teachers and School Leaders

Average

Impact on Professional Development (5-point scale)

Development of intercultural competences 4,13

Development of ability to manage multicultural groups (i.e. classes) 4,04
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Average

Impact on Professional Development (5-point scale)

Strengthening of educational uses of ICTs 3,83
Development of social competences 3,78
Information and evidence on instructional subjects 3,70
Motivation to participate in professional development activities 3,70

The results from the items referring to the Professional Development of non-participants, show a positive im-
pact of Mobility to issues relevant to intercultural, digital and social and classroom management competences,
but also increased mativation to participate in professional development activities. Their positive view about the
benefits of Mobility on professional development also shows that they are interesting and that they participate in
dissemination activities organized within-school by their mobile colleagues. The effectiveness of these activities
depends on the interest of non-participants, but also from the time and effort of participants to contribute to peer
learning activities in their school.

4.3.3. Impact on Instructional Practices

The data from the semi-structured interviews / questionnaires show that non-participant educators (teachers
and school directors) find that their schools” involvement in KA1 Mobility projects had a positive impact (>3,5/5.0
on the Likert scale) on the following issues relevant to instructional practices (Table 12):

Table 12: Impact on Instructional Practices of Non-Participant Teachers and School Leaders

Average

Impact on Professional Development (5-point scale)

Motivation to embrace and apply innovative instructional approaches 4,09
Implementation of novel and instructional techniques and tools in their 3.96
lessons '
Implementation of modern / innovative methods and approaches for 391
learning and instruction ’
Development of use of foreign languages for instructional purposes 3,78

Results from the items referring to the impact on the Instructional Practices of non-participants, show that
Mobility contributes to the development of a school climate that is conductive to innovation and the use of emer-
gentinstructional and learning approaches and instruments, even when they are offered in a foreign language.
Non-participants show increased interest in innovative instructional practices and materials introduced by their
participant peers. Again, involving non-participants depends on the effectiveness of within-school dissemina-
tion, but also on the perceived effectiveness of the proposed innovation. Practices with most pervasive impact
include ICT, arts related and alternative approaches to established instructional practices (i.e. theater and cine-
ma education, collaborative learning etc.).
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4.3.4. Impact on their pedagogical practice in general, including the practices of
the school

The data from the semi-structured interviews / questionnaires show that non-participant educators (teachers
and school directors) find that their schools’ involvement in KA1 Mobility had a positive impact (>3.5/5.0 on the
Likert scale) on the following issues relevant to instructional practices (Table 13):

Table 13: Impact on School Practices and Students

Average

Impact on School Practices and Students .
(5-point scale)

Development of expertise on carrying out Erasmus+ projects 4,48
Increased student interest for other cultures 4,05
Development of relations with colleagues from other European countries 4,04
Awareness of the European dimension of education 4,00
Participation in European projects after Mobility 4,00
The teacher assembly expressed interest in applying for European projects in 400
the future '

Increased multicultural awareness 3,96
Improved relations between peers 3,91
Improved collaboration between students 3,86
Development of European dimension in schools 3,83
Improved relations between students and teachers 3,82
Opportunities for schools to open up to society 3,77
Provided opportunities for presentations about Greek culture 3,70
Motivation to participate in lessons 3,68
Development of students’ digital competences 3,61
Development of students’ social competences 3,59
Advancement of a school climate of tolerance 3,59

Results from the items referring to the impact on the School Practices and Students, show that Mobility con-
tributes to the development of a school culture of involvement in European projects and internationalization
of schools involving frequent communication with peers from abroad. Mobility also promotes collaborative
relationships between teachers and students and favours tolerance and openness. Mobility projects encourage
initiatives for team work and peer learning for teachers but they also provide opportunities for student active
involvement and competence development.

4.3.5. Problems that arose during the mobility project for the school

The analysis of their responses to the series of questions concerning problems related to the mobility project,
revealed that non-participants find the problems which are related to the Mobility to have less impact than the
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positive aspects of the projects. It is particularly important that none of the relevant items indicate a significant
negative impact (>3,5/5,0 on the Likert scale). Their top-three responses are presented in Table 14

Table 14: Problems relevant to Mobility

Average

Perceived Problem (5-point scale)

Limited availability of posts for participation to Mobility compared to

- 2,25
applications
Difficulties in accessing and using the material brought by participants 1.86
Limited time for implementation of innovative activities 1,85

It is obvious that the most important problem for non-participants is the limited number of posts in mobility
projects. This shows a positive attitude towards applying but also a concern about the application approval
rate. The next item on the list pertains to the dissemination of the project outcomes. Non-participants call for
more comprehensive within-school dissemination activities led by Mability participants. The third problem re-
flects their concern for the rigidity of the regular school program and curricula, which leave limited space for
the introduction and implementation of innovative activities. This problem is directly related first, to the limited
pedagogical autonomy of Greek schools and, second to the heavy work-load for certain types of schools [i.e.
upper secondary schools) and certain learning subjects (i.e. orientation subjects in upper secondary schools or
subjects taught for one period per week, which have to cover an extended syllabus in limited time).

4.4.1. Description of the Focus Group Discussion Research Process

The research team, in cooperation with the National Agency, organized one focus group in Athens in order to
better understand the ERASMUS+ KA1 projects’ features and aspects which are important for the preparation,
implementation, dissemination, sustainability and impact. The focus group discussion was planned to com-
plement and enhance the research process, especially concerning issues that (a) are not readily visible in the
analyses of participants’ reports and questionnaires, (b) were brought up during interviews with mobile and
non-mobile staff and school principals and need further elaboration or cross-examination, (c] were not raised
in reports and / or interviews but are important for improving participation, dissemination, sustainability and
impact of the projects.

The research team developed a list of the topics and guiding questions for the focus group discussions (see
Annex 3).

Focus group discussions were recorded and the research team received the recordings and the transcript in
Greek. The research team also translated cited quotes into English.

The analysis was done using a descriptive qualitative analysis approach, which was used taking into account
the following methodological stipulations: (1) social reality is perceived and interpreted individually: (2) each
individual creates reality actively, on the basis of personal experience; (3) while social reality can differ between
different individuals, it can be shared through interaction with others.
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4.4.2.

Focus Group Participants

The focus group participants were selected by the National Agency. following guidelines from the research
team, in order to put together a group consisting of people involved in KA1 projects with different roles, but also
fulfilled geographic and gender criteria. The team of 14 participants included 5 teachers (preschool-primary,
secondary and special needs education, 4 females, 1 male, coming from 4 different regions of Greece, who
participated in training seminars), 4 school directors (preschool, secondary, 3 females, 1 male, coming from 4
different geographic regions who participated in training seminars and acted as project coordinators), 3 pro-
moters and project managers of ERASMUS+ Actions for school education (coming from 3 different regions).

(3] N W

o N o

10
11
12
13
14

Pre-school teacher East Attica
European Programmes promoter ~ Epirus Regional Directorate of Education
Teacher Lower Secondary School in Central Macedonia

School Director Primary School -South-East Aegean Region

Secondary Education Directorate - South-East Aegean
Teacher, Promoter )
Region (Dodecanese)

School Director Lower Secondary School - Central-South Aegean
School Psychologist Special Education Needs School - Thessaly
Pre-School Director Crete

School Director Lower Seconday School - Attica

Teacher Upper Secondary School - Thessaly

European Programmes Promoter  Regional Education Directorate — Western Greece
Teacher — Programme Evaluator VET School - Peloponnese
European Programmes Promoter ~ Regional Education Directorate — Central Macedonia

Teacher — Programme Evaluator Secondary School - Central Macedonia

During the discussions there were also present:

From the National Agency: The Director -General, the Director for Special Programmes of International
Scholarships, the Head of Department of European Union Programmes and the Erasmus+ KA1 Of-
ficers.

From the Ministry of Education and Religions: Two representatives from the Directorate of European
Programmes.

The focus group involved five rounds of discussions. The first four rounds addressed different aspects of KA1
mobility impact:

Impact on participants’ personal development.
Impact on participants’ professional development and school practices.

Impact on participants’ school unit as a whole, and on each school stakeholder (i.e. students, parents,
administration).
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Impact on school context, local schools and community, and the schooling system.

In the fifth round, participants were asked to work in groups and report back to the plenary discussion. They
were asked to discuss, review and reflect on the conversations and exchanges that took place in the previous
rounds of the focus group, and pinpoint in their working group report any issue concerning impact that, in their
view, either was not given deserved attention or was not brought up during the discussions, but should defi-
nitely be included in the final report.

Focus group participants were instructed to discuss not only positive experiences and impact but also negative
and problematic situations and obstacles.

4.4.3. Insights from the Focus Group Discussion

The focus group data were analyzed following the five thematic axes of discussion. The analysis revealed the
following:

All focus group participants reported a positive impact on their personal development from their participation
in KAT mobility schemes.

Life-changing experiences: Many focus group participants stated that their life in school has changed after
their participation in mobility schemes. Mobility renewed their interest in their work and had an “anti-boring”
effectin their daily school routine. For some, Erasmus+ KA1 reversed their “burn-out” feeling and restored their
interest in teaching. These experiences made them more autonomous learners and increased their internal
motive towards self-improvement, and job-related improvement, sharing and collaboration. Participants felt
they were "success stories” in their school communities and that they felt more appreciated for their work
after their mobility, especially when the school or the local education community asked them to share their
experiences, to participate in dissemination activities organized by the local education school support services,
or were asked to assist other schools to develop an Erasmus+ application. They felt more confident to speak
in public and lead group seminars. Several participants built on the qualifications and credits gained through
KA1 mobility in their effort to upgrade their careers, applying for school director, deputy school director and / or
school support officers’ positions.

Changes in attitude towards other cultures, foreign education systems and peers: Participants mentioned
that their mobility experience resulted in a more positive attitude towards other cultures. They felt more “cos-
mopolitan” and tolerant towards other cultures, and more open towards new cultural experiences. They devel-
oped a more "European’ thinking towards education, in the sense that they encountered different educational
thinking and ways of doing things. In some occasions either “enchantment” or “disenchantment” about the
achievements and working conditions of European peers contributed to their self-awareness and their under-
standing of the realities of other education systems and other teachers’ lives.

Motivation for self-improvement: Many participants revealed that KA1 mobility motivated them to improve
their knowledge and skills and acquire a lifelong learning attitude. Some took foreign language lessons, in or-
der to improve their communication and comprehension skills and make the most out of the mobility activities,
i.e. seminars and educational establishment visits. In some cases, they aimed at upgrading their participation to
job shadowing, something that they deemed unthinkable when they filed their first application. Others reported
that after mobility they paid more attention in improving their ICT skills. One participant reported that she took
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project management courses in order to seek an Erasmus+ project manager / promoter position and help
others gain from her experience. Other participants streamlined their preference for post-graduate studies.

Personal networking, communication and follow-up European activities: The participants reiterated the im-
portance of international networking through mobility activities. Most of them reported that they have built a
personal network of peers, trainers or experts, with whom they communicate frequently, through e-mail,
social media, web 2.0 applications, or on-line streaming services (i.e. Skype). They share information on new
opportunities and initiatives for mobility, collaboration or training, they often prepare new applications for Eu-
ropean projects (usually e-Twinning and Erasmus+ KA2 projects), but they also exchange views, experiences
and teaching materials on school practice-related issues and problems.

Job-related enabling experiences: Participation in KAT mobility enabled teachers to gain awareness of their
strengths as educators. They felt more confident about their knowledge and skills, and more ready to cope
with new or demanding situations and pedagogical problems and to embrace changes in their school practice.
Even the experience of drafting an application and working with peers towards this project, has given them the
opportunity to cooperate within their school, on issues that are not only limited to the school subjects that they
teach. Several participants said that after their mobility they were able to materialize their visions about their
school and their teaching practice.

Personal obstacles to mobility: Many participants said that they had to overcome several obstacles in order to
apply and participate in mobility, including their personal reservations or fears.

The main obstacle to mobility was reported to be the lack of language and/or ICT skills or, in most cas-
es, the fear of inadequate skills in these areas. Several participants recalled their reservations during
their first mobility, and their fear that they will feel embarrassed for their foreign language abilities.
But, they remarked, their fear was more perceived than real. Most colleagues who were not native
speakers of the activity language shared similar levels of foreign language expertise and in most cases
they all found ways of understanding and communication. Lack of ICT skills is more common among
teachers who approach retirement age. The lack (actual or perceived) of relevant skills is an important
factor related to the low involvement of this group in KA1 mobility schemes.

A second set of issues that affected their willingness to participate, pertained to their personal and
family lives, which were affected by their obligation to prepare, participate and help to disseminate their
mobility experience. Especially women teachers with young children felt it was more challenging for
them to participate.

The focus group participants also mentioned that older colleagues, who did not usually participate in
personal or professional development activities other than required, did not express any interest in
participating in KA1 projects. Their lack of interest was attributed to a lack of internal motivation, lower
foreign language skills and a lack of understanding of the usefulness of moability activities, besides
travelling to a foreign country.

The focus group participants discussed extensively about the impact of Erasmus+ KA1 mobility on their pro-
fessional practice, relating to their role in the school, i.e. teaching. student counseling and guidance, work with
peers and school leaders, and leadership.

For many, KA1 training seminars were the most important and systematic professional development activity
they had participated in recent years. The financial crisis and the concomitant restrictions in education funding
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diminished state-funded professional development initiatives to mostly training about newly introduced sub-
jects or curricula. KA1 mobility provided teachers with more forms and opportunities for professional develop-
ment according to their preferences and perceived needs.

Most participants of the focus group argued that KA1 mobility schemes can be at the forefront of in-service
training and continuous professional development activities that are most relevant to the needs of teachers and
schools. These activities could serve as good practices and examples of training activities and should receive
due appraisal by education authorities.

Changes in teaching practice: Mobility activities provided participants with insights and experiences that affect-
ed their teaching practice in several ways. Among them:

Learning to use new teaching methods and approaches in their classrooms, i.e. storytelling, mindful
teaching etc.

Improving their expertise to use what they already knew, i.e. using the CLIL approach to Greek lan-
guage lessons, use of mobile devices in the classroom, facilitate learning for Special Education Needs
and Disabilities students etc.

Making more systematic and beneficial use of educational resources for students and peers, i.e. ICTs,
digital resources, open educational resources, new media.

Developing and using instructional designs and educational scenarios, especially for learning subjects
that require innovative approaches.

Training needs in pressing issues: KA1 activities gave participants the opportunity to receive training in issues
that are rated high in existing professional development needs surveys, such as inclusive / SEN classroom
management, bullying, innovative learning approaches.

Better understanding of school policy and practice initiatives: Many participants chose training activities
which provided them with a better understanding of newly introduced school policy and practice approaches
and initiatives, i.e. the Zone of Educational Priority scheme.

Improved collaboration with peers and leaders: The collaboration of peers, often of different subjects, in or-
der to draft the proposal and, after the approval, for achieving the aims of mobility and the implementation of
its results, provided participants and non-participant teachers with the opportunity to establish more regular
meetings for cooperation, which sometimes extended beyond working hours and daily routines.

Forms of professional development: Most participants agreed that “job shadowing” is the most productive and
effective form of professional development that they could participate in. At the same time, they found it is the
most demanding, requiring, in their view, advanced foreign language and communication skills. Additionally,
they found particularly useful those training activities which included targeted and well-organised school visits.
They also argue that training seminars can provide effective training opportunities when they meet certain
standards. Participants referred to the level and quality of seminar organization and the trainers, the choice
of training activities, which should respond to the training needs of the participants, the “chemistry” among
trainees.

Professional / work-related obstacles to mobility: Many participants reported significant work-related obsta-
cles to mobility. These usually have to do with the type and the level of school they work at, and its size. More
concretely:

Participants who taught core subjects in upper secondary education reported that it was particularly
difficult for them to apply for mobility, because teaching of subjects which are examined in the national
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examination that regulate access to higher education is very demanding and has a highly tight yearly
teaching schedule.

Educators who serve in small schools, especially pre-school institutions and primary schools that host
up to four classes, face additional difficulties in securing leave-of-absence and replacement by substi-
tute teachers, in order to participate in mobility activities.

Equally, Special Needs Educators, face two kinds of obstacles: First, most of them do not have perma-
nent positions in their school, meaning that they cannot be certain that they will work at that school in
the following school year, when the mobility has to be implemented. Second, due to the nature of their
work, which includes individual support to one or two students with Special Educational Needs and
Disabilities, or teaching small classrooms of SEND students, they have to secure their replacement
and also convince the administration for the usefulness and effectiveness of the mobility scheme.

The focus group participants remarked that the above-mentioned groups of educators are among those who
could benefit the most from a mobility project. They mentioned at least two reasons for this: First they need
continuous professional development due to the demanding nature of their roles and, second they belong to
groups that might experience a "burn-out” feeling, due to the pressure for results (i.e. success of students in
university entrance examinations), the special circumstances of their work in school (SEN educators and pre-
school teachers).

The focus group participants unanimously agreed that KAT mobility had a positive, although varying, impact on
their school unit and all the stakeholders of the school community.

A team effort: Although in many occasions school involvement in KA1 mobility was initiated by the motivation
and interest of individual members of the education staff, who were more active in the preparation of the pro-
ject, it soon became clear that even drafting the proposal, but mostly, implementing, disseminating and sus-
taining project results, is a collective task. Participation in KAT mability gave school the opportunity to teachers
of different subjects to work together and created stronger bonds within the school community. In the words of
one participant, her school changed “from being miserable to being participatory and active”, there was “inter-
action and sharing” and a more “family-like” environment.

A vision for schools: Many discussants argued that the schools whose teachers and head-teachers partici-
pated in KA1 mobility, were able to articulate and materialize their vision for a better education and learning
for students and a friendlier and more rewarding working environment for their peers. They reported that KA1
gave participants the opportunity to express and materialize their ideas, following or inspired from good prac-
tices that they encountered during their mobility.

One participant argued that her involvement in KA1 mobility helped her to formulate her vision for a
school that would implement a “pedagogy of joy”. She involved other colleagues, disseminated the idea
to all school stakeholders and together with others, they published their ideas and the results of their
work.

Another participant was inspired to create in his school, a remote lower secondary school near the
Greek borders, the “classroom of the future”, with the use of ICTs and learning techniques that he stud-
ied during a KA1 training seminar.
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School improvement: Participants stated that they brought with them innovative learning approaches, new
skills for handling pedagogical issues and new practices that could be incorporated into the instructional pro-
cess. In fact, in most of their comments, they related their personal or professional development with school
improvement and the positive impact on their everyday practice and interactions with colleagues. They also
reported that they encountered different approaches to school improvement. This is a valuable experience for
Greek educators, since there is no relevant state initiative at the moment.

The role of the school head: One of the most important insights from the working group. was the crucial role
of the school head in KA1 mobility. Although it was not discussed extensively, it arose clearly from the com-
position of the focus group and the discussions about the impact of the mobility on the school unit. The school
head's active role is important in planning the project and drafting the application. It can influence its orientation,
its content and play an important part in its success. Objection of the school head to KA 1 mobility can lead to
the cancellation of the project, as the application has to be filed by the school head, bearing her/his signature.

During the project, the school head has a directing role in the management of the process. He/ She can facilitate
the changes required and ensure support from the school community and affect the quality and the scope of
dissemination and effectiveness of implementation of project-related practices and ideas. The school head can
contribute to the recognition of the effort of participating teachers, streamline dissemination within the school
and mediate dissemination to neighboring schools and the local community.

Dissemination within the school: KA1 mobility has a significant impact at the school level. The modes of
dissemination within the schools mentioned in the focus group. include: Discussions for sharing ideas and
experiences, working groups on specific teaching methods and pedagogy-related issues, reproduction and use
of educational materials brought by the staff members who participated in the mobility, cooperative develop-
ment of lesson plans and instructional materials influenced by the new knowledge and competences brought
to school by participants. One of the most important aspects of within-school dissemination is that mability
projects had a multiplying effect towards involvement in European projects. Several participants reported that
their colleagues seek mability opportunities, which led them to draft new Erasmus+ KA1 or KA2 proposals, or
start e-Twinning partnerships.

Impact on students: The focus group participants agreed that the expected impact on students, and their in-
volvement in the mobility project-related activities should be clearly visible in the application. This would guar-
antee that the most important group in the school would benefit from the mobility project. Impact on students
takes many forms. Among them:

New methods and forms of lesson delivery, new and innovative instructional materials. Students act
creatively upon these materials with exceptional learning results.

New opportunities for students to participate in interesting and creative projects. These opportunities
are present both during the preparation of the mobility and after the return of their teachers.

Renewed interest towards learning and a more positive attitude towards schooling, due to the new
approaches and project/ micro-project involvement.

Introduction of new forms of student engagement, which are not developed in Greek schools, i.e. par-
ticipation of students in volunteer activities within and with their school.

A sense of cosmopolitanism and connection with other cultures. Even decorations and multilingual signs

in the school and the classrooms contribute to a more open attitude of students towards the “other”.

These are particularly important, according to several participants, for a number of reasons. First, the new and
creative approaches make lessons more interesting and the students "happier”. Second, those that benefit
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more from them are students who attend small, rural and remote schools, students with special educational
needs and disabilities and students from disadvantaged and at risk groups. For example, inclusion of students
with different ethnic and cultural background was easier to achieve, with the use of experience gained in mo-
bility. One participant reported that the positive impact of KA1 mobility on the school community prevented
students from dropping out. In schools that engage in Erasmus+ KA1 activities, students often express their
interest in participating in other European projects like e-Twinning or Erasmus+ KAZ2 projects.

The role of the parents: There was evidence of different attitudes, forms of involvement and reactions of the
parents, sometimes connected with the different phases of the mobility or the types of schools of the partici-
pants.

A lot of parents choose schools which have a reputation of staff involvement in mobility projects, as-
piring for a more open-minded and outward-oriented school culture and practice. The hope that these
activities will be a plus for the education of their children. When this is the case, they accept the fact that
teachers have to be absent for several days during the school year. One participant, a pre-school teach-
er, reported that the parents agreed that they could keep their children at home during her KA1 mobility
abroad, and they didn't even ask for a substitute teacher. They especially appreciate the fact that this is
a professional development activity, from which will benefit their children’s learning.

There have been reports of reservations from parents, who were concerned about the impact the ab-
sence of teachers for mobility may have on their children’s academic achievement, especially in upper
secondary education, where there is a pressing need for teaching the syllabus of core subjects in view
of the national examination for access to higher education.

When they participate in dissemination activities they express very positive opinions about the benefits
of mobility to school and to their children and are very appreciative of the new modes of instruction or
the innovative ideas stemming from mobility projects. Some parents contribute with their expertise to
the preparation of dissemination activities or visits from foreign colleagues.

Teachers not participating in the KA1 project: The KAT mobility projects are a trigger towards seeking more
involvement in European projects. Non-participants often express their interest to be part of the next mobility
opportunity. There were mentions of non-participant teachers who helped preparing the school for the visits or
helped during preparation for mobility. KA1 projects give schools the opportunity for a concerted effort towards
a shared goal. The overall school climate and the openness of the participants’ team play a role in increasing
involvement of non-participants, even those who have no intention to participate in similar projects, in dissem-
ination activities and the sustainability of results.

Open minds - open schools: Getting schools involved in KA1 mobility projects according to focus group par-
ticipants, results in open-mindedness of the school community towards innovation, creativity but also towards
probing new ideas for improvement, at the classroom and school level. Receiving educators from other coun-
tries, for visits or for job shadowing, also cultivates a sense of openness and transparency. And in several oc-
casions, these schools become “success stories” and a focus of attention of the local educational community,
reinforcing their efforts to participate and to get more members of staff involved. Mobility projects provide an op-
portunity for an exercise in the pedagogical autonomy of the school, a feature much needed in Greek education.

School-related obstacles to mobility: Several factors hindering the application and participation in mobility
projects were brought up by the focus group participants. These include:

A teacher assembly which is opposing a mobility application right from the start. According to the
Greek legal framework for schools, school administration is exercised by a dipole, the school director
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(who is a teacher) and the teacher assembly, and requires a majority in favor of the decision. Objections
to mobility usually stem from (a) ideological reasons (i.e. opposing European projects), (b) not seeing
the usefulness of the project for the school, or the response to perceived learning needs, i.e. arguing for
the irrelevance of the project or the lack of adequate infrastructure and staff competences, (c) arguing
that the project will put an unnecessary extra burden on the school and the students, (d) personal ob-
jections against staff members involved in the project. These arguments place additional importance
on the role of the school director, who can effectively argue for or against mobility and have an influence
on the members of the teaching staff.

Members of the teaching staff who do not want to participate or assist maobile staff, or get involved with
school dissemination activities. Their reactions can bear similar reasons with those mentioned above.

Frequent changes in the teaching staff, an issue that is more visible in remote or disadvantaged
schools. Non-tenured, adjunct staff cannot participate in mobility activities, as they are placed in schools
under time-limited contracts, covering the needs of the current school-year. Stability in staff members
is crucial for the application, implementation and sustainability of the mobility project.

Difficulties in securing staff substitution during visits. This is one of the most important school related
reasons for educators not opting for “job shadowing” activities which would require a longer absence
from school. It is also a dissuasive factor for small schools, i.e. pre-schools or “difficult-to-reach” rural
schools, to apply.

Pressure, especially on upper-secondary schools, to teach the curriculum without any delays, leav-
ing limited time for staff absences during the school year. The pressure to complete the syllabus of
core subjects (mainly those examined for university access) could also impede certain activities of
within-school dissemination: It could constrain activities which involve experimentation for changes in
instructional approaches and reduce participation of senior students in mobility-related projects.

The identification of school-related obstacles to mobility are particularly important, in order to streamline the
process, eradicate potentially hindering factors and achieve a significant increase in applications from schools
which found it extremely difficult, impossible or even unimportant, to participate.

The impact on the local school context and neighboring schools can be traced through dissemination activities,
which take different forms, according to. among others: (a) obligations presented in the mobility plan. (b) availa-
bility of mobility participants, (c] interest of the local community and (d) support of the regional education struc-
tures. The focus group underlined the crucial role of the school leader and the school community in planning,
organizing, publicizing, carrying out and sustaining momentum of the dissemination activities.

Dissemination activities usually include:
Local or national media publications or presentations (i.e. newspapers, audiovisual and digital media).
Publication of related articles or reports in school bulletins, the school website or blog.
Social networks” accounts and groups.
Scholarly publications, i.e. journal articles, books, collective volumes.

Development of mobility related websites or web 2.0 tools, which occasionally feature mobility related
instructional materials and lesson plans.



Seminars and workshops for local schools teaching staff by the mobility participants.
Open events in the school or other local venues, with parents and local authorities

Seminars organized by the education coordinators who are attributed the pedagogical responsibility of
the school or the education specialties of the involved staff.

Participation in Erasmus+ promotion activities.

Multiplying effects: The multiplying impact of these activities also depends on the wide participation of local
educators, their perception of usefulness and relevance of the themes and the timing of events. In any case,
focus group participants noted the reinforcing effect of the dissemination activities for participants. They develop
their competences in presenting their experiences, teaching and guiding peers and serve as living examples
for others to follow their path. A rather secure indicator of the multiplying effects and the impact of dissemi-
nation activities is the increase in Erasmus+ applications, not only KA1 but also KA2, increased participation in
e-Twinning, Teacher Academy seminars and other European education initiatives.

Impact on the education system: From the discussions one could easily assume that Erasmus+ KA1 mobility
projects have a positive impact on the education system in general. Some of these include:

Opportunities for professional development of teacher with a European added value.

Acquaintance of mobility participants with innovative or alternative approaches and methods to school-
ing, instruction and learning, but also with education policy initiatives which may be nascent or in early
stage of implementation in Greece.

School and teacher European networking and competence building, which also benefits the creation of
local clusters of schools and communication among peers within and between schools.

Empowerment of a crucial mass of teachers and leaders, who realize that their skills and compe-
tences measure up to those of their colleagues from other European countries, whose education and
schooling systems are projected as examples or best practices.

Obstacles to dissemination and wider impact:

Bureaucracy and administrative demands, including obstacles to approval of mobility and travel, exces-
sive red tape for budget management, substitution of mobile staff.

Participation of KA1 mobility beneficiaries in dissemination activities.
Interest and involvement of local education authorities.

Lack of recognition for Erasmus+ participants, regarding their achieved skills and competences (i.e.
recognition of Erasmus+ seminars as professional development activities), or regarding their ability to
act as trainers or experts in multiplier events and other professional development activities.

Low quality of KA1 mobility providers and offered training opportunities. There were several com-
plaints about providers who did not offer the expected or advertised quality of activities and learning
opportunities to participants. Most participants agreed that the providers’ profile or their ratings were
not a secure indicator of the quality of their services.
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As mentioned in the first section of this chapter, in the final round of the focus group, participants were asked to
work in groups and report back to the plenary discussion. Their task was to discuss, review and reflect on the
conversations and exchanges that took place in the previous rounds, and pinpoint in their group report any is-
sue concerning impact that, in their view, either deserved attention was not given or was not brought up during
the discussions, but should definitely be included in the final report.

The participants were divided in three discussion groups. In their reports they referred to the following issues:

A w >

Main points:

Connecting mobility to educational needs and to practices that can be implemented at schools.
Involve newly appointed or early-stage teachers in mobility activities.

The impact of mobility on students has to be visible right from the application phase.

The Education Coordinators should be actively involved in dissemination activities both within school and
between schools.

Examples and good practices should be publicized.

Main points:

1.

We would like the final report to refer to the importance of KA1 project impact for the whole school. We
would like to see an increase to the degree of impact of [KA1 related] professional development to the
teaching staff, the students, the parents and the local community.

The Ministry of Education, which should recognize the impact of the Programme and facilitate the dis-
semination and widening of participation.

Proposals:

a. Changes in curricula as a result of the mobility experience, i.e. emphasis on experiential learning.

b. Recognition and certification of skills acquired through mobility-related training activities. But only in
relation to the quality assurance of the training providers, an issue that has to be emphasized to the
Erasmus+ authorities for their actions.

c. Solutions to administrative and management issues related to mobility.

Main points:

1.
2.

The crucial role of the director of the school unit

Difficulties of KA1 Mobility and the need to remedy them:

a. Recognition — participants do not get any [professional development or other] credits from mobility
projects and training — Erasmus+ KA1 projects can become the “forefront of professional develop-
ment”.
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b. Substitute teachers —they cannot participate.
¢. Provision for facilitating mobility in “difficult schools” (i.e. SEN schools).

d. A common policy between education directorates and between directorates and the Ministry of Edu-
cation in the process of approval for mobility activities, i.e. the legal framework for the authorization
of teacher mobility.
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CHAPTER V

5.1. Conclusions - Introductory note

This section provides insights and conclusions about the impact of KAT mobility, as these are extracted from the
analysis of a. final reports and evaluation questionnaires provided by the National Agency; b. semi-structured
interviews conducted with educators who had been actively involved in the preparation of the proposal and sub-
sequently had participated in the KA1 mobility; ¢. non-participants’ interviews and questionnaires and d. the fo-
cus group discussions involving participant teachers, school heads and Erasmus+ promoters and managers.

Final Reports” analysis provides evidence about: (a) the general impact of KA mobility on participant teachers
as individuals and as part of the school community; (b) the selection of thematic areas and its correlation to
professional development of teachers; and (€) the teachers’ perceptions about the relation between the original
aims and objectives before the mobility to the outcomes and results after the mobility had completed.

Evaluation Questionnaires reflect findings about teachers’ perceptions which are classified around the follow-
ing five key themes, according to the nature of questions: (a) the teachers’ professional development; (b) the
teachers’ personal development according to EU Reference Framework; (¢) the school culture and curriculum:;
(d) the dissemination of experiences at the wider school and local coommunity; and (e) the School's potential for
Internationalization/ Europeanisation.

Qualitative analysis of 1-1 semi-structured interviews follows similar classification: (a) the participants’ person-
al development (b) the participants’ professional development and school practices (c) the participants’ school
units as organisations (d) other local schools and wider community. A further thematic category concerns the
difficulties experienced, the ways obstacles were overcome and the respondents’ suggestions for improving
the Programme.

Findings for Non-participants and the findings of the Focus Group discussions are also similarly classified.
Findings for Non-participants reflect how they have perceived their colleagues” KAT mobility in school with
additional insights on the school's pedagogical practice.

The findings of the Focus Group discussions provide insights and suggestions on the above key themes with
additional focus on: (a) impact on Students and Parents; (b) reflection with colleagues; (c) impact on educational
system and the curriculum and (d) the role of school heads.

5.1.1. Overall impact

Participant teachers are overall satisfied with the mobility schemes, responsiveness of participant organi-
zations, the organizational structures of the schools visited, the learning experience, the social interaction, the
preparation and general organization of the mobility as well as the relevant support by the Hellenic National
Agency before and after the mobility.

Evidence from reports, questionnaires, the focus group. interviews, participants and non-participants reflects
the popularity of KA1 mobility, which is closely linked to: the participant teachers’ intention to re-apply for KA1
mobility: other colleagues’ desire to participate; teachers” willingness to join European/international projects;
schools’ familiarity to EU funding mechanisms; the schools’ positive attitude towards mability schemes.

The wide range of regular and digital dissemination means implies that teachers are highly responsive to
sustainability of outcomes, thus highly contributing to the school's opening to local, national and European
society.

= Almost half of the participant teachers are satisfied with the relevance between original goals and final
results. More than one third of teachers were enthusiastic about the goals” achievement, and three of
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them reported that mobility achievements had exceeded their initial expectations. It can be concluded
that KAT mobility has reached a satisfactory level of accomplishment, excluding certain objective ob-
stacles mentioned. Quite interesting is that certain reports mention differences in national curricula,
school textbooks or even the use of I.C.T. in the educational process as the basic obstacles for not
achieving the expected results.

= Linking thematic areas and the overall impact as perceived by teachers, there is a close association
between the selection of specific themes and their perception that their skills and competences in
these areas have been improved.

= Asregards the thematic areas, the teachers’ interest on new methodology and innovative techniques,
best practices and cognitive expertise in school subjects is evident. This is also visible in Reports, in
which a variety of teaching techniques are efficiently offered by organisations, as well as in “semi-struc-
tured interviews”, in which cooperative learning strategies based on constructivist principles and the
increased use of ICT have been reported as very positive practices through KAT mobility.

= Quite interesting for 2014-2017 KA1 mobility is the fact that teachers showed little interest in select-
ing and elaborating on themes/topics which are considered of high importance nowadays. These
topics are: EU citizen and Democracy. Migrant issues, Inclusion and Social Dialogue, Environment and
Climate Change, Open distance learning and Quality assessment (findings vary between 2,6% to 0,3%).
This probably has to do with reluctance on behalf of the partner organisations or the participant
teachers themselves to deal with social issues that entail a degree of high responsibility. The cases
of Open-Distance Learning and Quality Assurance are relatively new issues, at least in the Greek
context, thus not highly prioritised by Greek teachers.

=  More than half of the responses are positive in what concerns improvement of professional compe-
tences through KA1 mobility. This highlights the significance of professionalism in the mind and
heart of teachers, also in relation to self-motivation for improving professional skills and job sat-
isfaction, as evidenced in the questionnaires. This is an issue that needs to be seriously taken into
account in future policy-making.

= KA1 mobility Assessment is a two-level approach: (a) the administrative process of the mobility and
(b) the performance of teachers in activities” implementation. The first approach deals with the mo-
bility process as a whole, mainly through pre-and post-training teacher questionnaires, open-ended
guestions and online questionnaires in relation to the degree of satisfaction, benefits, difficulties and fu-
ture suggestions. The second approach assesses the performance of teachers in the activities, mainly
through peer discussions, mini workshops and self-evaluation tools so that to keep track of what is
being done both individually and in teams. What is actually missing is the assessment of the method-
ology provided in KA1 mobility, that is its effectiveness in relation to indicators and the target groups
it addresses each time.

= Assessment of the Methodology also has to do with its Practical Implementation in class/school on
a systematic basis so that there is a continuum of KAT mobility learning outcomes and their gradual
integration in the curriculum, as also evidenced in the teachers’ perceptions about “school culture and
curriculum”.

5.1.2. Teacher Professional Development

Evidence in the field of Professional Development Results is really challenging and highlights the significance
that teachers attribute to the teaching profession. Assertions about the professional development potential
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of KA1 mobility was unanimous. At the same time, evidence reveals valuable insights on the situation of the
teaching profession in Greece. Many participants argued that KA1 training seminars were the most system-
atic types of activities they had participated in recent years, which can lead to professional development.

Based on the responses, it can be concluded that —through KAT mobility - teachers feel positive in re-
lation to knowledge enhancement in the subject/s of their specialty, which coincides with the mobility
topic. It may imply that teachers prefer to select mobility topics that are relevant to their subject area
at school. However, people’s contemporary skills in the globalized world require having a good grasp
of a variety of disciplines and knowledge.

Training seminars and other mobility-related activities encouraged many participants to adopt inno-
vative teaching strategies and to familiarize themselves with established instructional strategies. It
is important that teachers’ knowledge complies with all the latest developments and is constantly
updated.

Irrespective of the topics and thematic areas involved in KAT mobility, it is concluded that mobility
teachers have been exposed to a variety of educational techniques and alternative practices within the
mobility. These techniques may be directly linked to teachers’ specialties or the subjects they teach;
they may also apply to similar or other curricular subjects, as they refer to more general education
issues, like organizing lesson plans, triggering students” motivation, managing classroom, treating
students” behavior etc. Thus, a suggestion for future design of KA1 mobility would be teachers to par-
ticipate in KA1 mobility under topics which are not strictly related to their own subject areas, so as to
get acquainted with general approaches of teaching.

Practical skills in teaching - through KA1 mobility - were the first to be appreciated among the teacher
professional skills (59.27%-highly appreciated and 33,71% rather appreciated). It is quite encouraging
that Greek teachers were provided with practical skills, which otherwise are not sufficiently provided
in their studies/training so far. It can be argued that KA1 mobility covers a gap in the Greek school
reality: the practical versus the theoretical aspect of their job. Greek teachers usually complain about
the lack of practical training (pre-service training) as well as the insufficiency of updated formal training
for in-service teachers. It could be argued that the difficulty to bridge theory and practice could also be
partially attributed, i.e. in the case of secondary education specialty teachers, to the insufficient peda-
gogical and instructional training during their undergraduate studies.

Equally important is the strong connection between mobility and job satisfaction and the desire to
continue developing their professional skills, whether this has to do with alternative teaching, watching
colleagues apply new technigues or implementing good practices at school. Many participants com-
mented that being satisfied with their job increases self-motivation and autonomy and triggers their
students’ desire to learn. It actually leads to personal fulfillment; nevertheless, an equal important
35,79% rather agree that new paths of teaching refresh themselves as professionals.

Considering also that the teaching profession is exhausting throughout the years, Lifelong learning
through Mobility, as an EU policy, is truly significant in the field of constant self-improvement and
refreshment.

Quite mixed is also the evidence regarding teachers’ perceptions in entrepreneurial skills” improve-
ment (questionnaires) combined to evidence in Employment and career opportunities (Final Reports).
Evidence, thus, suggests that there is space for improvement in what concerns the link between
school and enterprises, but also providing students with opportunities to develop and apply their ideas.
Contemporary market needs ask for training of entrepreneurial nature, so that teachers can support
students’ familiarity with future jobs and work opportunities.
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“Job shadowing” is an excellent opportunity for teachers to get acquainted with such entrepreneuri-
al skills and other key competences. Evidence has shown that “job shadowing” is the most productive
activity towards professional development; however, it is the most demanding type of KAT mobility
because, apart from teachers’ full commitment, it requires extra administrative school arrangements
(teachers’ substitution). This is also an issue that needs to be seriously taken into account in future
policy-making.

5.1.3. Teacher Personal Development

Many teachers described KAT Mobility as a "life-changing experience”, affecting the way they see their daily
school routine and the teaching profession in general.

All participants felt that KAT mobility had offered them the opportunity to get familiarized with differ-
ent educational systems, to exchange ideas with colleagues from abroad and, more important, to get
acquainted with innovative approaches of learning and teaching practices which are not ‘common” in
Greek education. Either “enchanted” or “disenchanted” about the achievements and working conditions
of European peers, participants gained self-awareness and understanding of the European reality and
the teacher professional status around Europe.

The majority of EU competences, as included in the European Reference Framework, have been en-
hanced, practiced and improved through KAT mobility. According to teachers’ perceptions, the biggest
changes are ranked -in order of percentages- as following: (a) Social and Civic Skills, (b) Interpersonal
skills, (c) Cultural awareness and (d). Team skills.

The significance of KA1 mobility is evident in practicing the above fundamental skills, which are nec-
essary in school and the wider social and political life. Especially, Cultural awareness skills are more
than necessary in teaching contemporary multicultural classes (migrants, immigrants and asylum
seekers).

Mobility projects motivated participants for self-improvement. KA1 mobility stimulated them to im-
prove their knowledge and skills, especially in foreign languages and ICTs but also in project manage-
ment, and acquire a lifelong learning attitude. "Learning how to learn” through mobility is rated high
in teachers” appreciation. This kind of skills is purely compatible to the contemporary style of learning
according to individual abilities and is crucial for independence and autonomy, especially when it con-
cerns special needs.

The results concerning Maths, Science and ICT skills as well as Analytical skills are rather con-
troversial, thus reflecting a necessity in the future design of KA1 mobility. It can be concluded that
either the mobility thematic areas have little to do with STEM sciences or teachers do not prefer this
thematic area. In any case, future mobility should be enriched with STE(AJM courses, including the
Arts component which, for many participants, is considered highly relevant to contemporary educa-
tional approaches.

Commonly reported personal development includes gaining experience of innovative practices, in-
volving the implementation of cooperative learning strategies based on constructivist principles, as well
as the increased use of Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) in instructional practice.
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5.1.4. The school culture and curriculum

School Culture and School Curriculum have both been affected by KA1 mobility, providing valuable insights for
improvement in both school areas. Three significant observations have been made in relation to Learning out-
comes (for teacher participants, non-participants, students and parents) as well as Institutional improvement.

A variety of Learning outcomes for teachers are recorded: good teaching practices, cognitive and
metacognitive knowledge, and school management/organisation.

Evidence from focus group and interviews also stresses the learning outcomes for students’ involve-
ment in mobility related projects; this was particularly evident in small or rural schools, with limited
student possibility in European-oriented educational activities.

It also highlights the role of school heads in initiating, preparing and disseminating results; neverthe-
less, school heads bear much of the bureaucratic burden. A substantial number of responses had to
do with impact on parents; their attitude towards mobility was either accoommodative or hindering,
depending on their expectations about the mobility effectiveness for the students. Interviews reveal
impact on non-participants, which was mainly informative, but depending on their personal attitude
and the efforts of participants, could develop to active involvement, strengthening dissemination and
sustainability of Mobility outcomes.

Concerning Institutional Improvement, less than half of teachers agree that —due to KAT mobility- the
schools have gained expertise on how to best organize their institutional practices or adapt bureaucrat-
ic practices so that to facilitate the KAT mobility procedures. This means there is space for improve-
ment and it can be certainly linked to the future policy-making in school administration, for example
the issue of teachers’ substitution in cases of absence.

Quite significant is the evidence deriving from the combination of Learning outcomes and Institu-
tional changes. It can be argued that the teachers are not satisfied neither with the degree of new tech-
niques’ implementation at school level nor with the modifications in the school curriculum. This may
be due to a number of reasons; institutions not ready for changes; limited school time for personnel
to familiarize themselves with new practices; school stakeholders not confident to apply changes;
limited freedom in working on subjects according to new knowledge; rigid curricular framework.

5.1.5. Other local schools and wider community

In the local and educational community KA1 mobility teachers often become “"success stories” and their schools
are projected as "best practices”, according to interviews and focus groups discussions. The variety of dis-
semination means reflects participants’ need to communicate their accomplishments to society as a kind
of reward for their efforts; it is also suggestive of the time and effort they devote to increase the sustainability
and impact of their project within their school and for the benefit of the educational community.

What is striking, however, to observe in this section are the results about new knowledge implementation at
school level.

There seems to be a mismatch between teachers’ commitment in applying new knowledge and
the actual situation in Greek schools (visible in questionnaires and focus groups). The majority of
teachers feel that schools provide many opportunities to share knowledge in practice. Around half of
the teachers actually share knowledge in class which reveals the teachers’ commitment (a 37% has
implemented practices -taught through mobility at their own school institutions and another 30% has
tried new concepts at school ] At the same time, implementation of new knowledge can be consid-
ered fragmentary, since all changes in the school curriculum need to be introduced centrally by the
Ministry of Education.
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Great variations (and rather low percentages) are visible in teachers’ responses related to the in-
troduction of (a) new teaching subject/s and (b) new teaching methods. Since it is not possible to
introduce new teaching subjects, responses refer to alternative activities under the same subjects or
cross-curricular approaches. Thus, the following conclusions can be resulted: School curriculum is not
yet open to curricular changes; teachers are not adequately trained for modifications of new practices
to the Greek context. The significance of quality training arises regarding teaching.

5.1.6. School’s potential for Internationalization

There is much space for improvement as regards the Internationalization potential, that is links to partner or-
ganisations, professional teacher networks, market players and civil society stakeholders.

KA1 mobility action is a small network by itself.

Almost half of the participant teachers feel they have been part of a wider professional network of
colleagues sharing the same vision. Mobility has partly (and rather limited) succeeded in providing
teachers with opportunities to maintain contacts. This is probably either because partners did not find
a common ground to enhance communication, or the time allocated to mobility was not enough to
sustain relations. A suggestion for future mobility schemes to be organized with a clear cooperation
potential in the future is recommended.

Low percentages in responses related to ‘labour market links' (41,85% neither agreed nor disagreed,
21.35% rather disagreed, 17.13% strongly disagreed) validate the evidence provided also for the entre-
preneurial skills’ improvement.

In any case, links between schools and labour market is a contemporary need, irrespectively of the
teachers’ specialty.

Results in the Links to Civil society stakeholders mean that there is much space for improvement in
the area. The teacher responses imply that mobility opportunities have not sufficiently provided teach-
ers with links to civil society and other stakeholders. Since civil society plays a key role in promoting
dialogue about decisions that affect people, opportunities to strengthen cooperation with schools
enhance effectiveness and impact at school.

5.1.7. Challenges and Areas of Improvement

Participants reported a number of challenging issues and problems that impede Mobility projects and /or un-
dermine their impact and scope.

It was widely reported in interviews and the focus group discussion that the bureaucracy involved
in applying for and subsequently implementing the KA1 project had been a serious obstacle that
needs to be addressed. Surprisingly, participants from different schools reported varying responses
from regional education authorities, indicating that not all education authorities work under the same
standard.

Sometimes teacher assemblies at schools are not favourable to mobility projects for several rea-
sons. This could revoke the initiative of other peers to participate. Further information and effort to
understand and refute or entertain disagreement would be helpful.

Schools with a large number of substitute teachers face additional difficulties in their effort to apply
and participate in mobility. On the other hand, schools with stable, tenured teaching staff could more
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easily sustain and disseminate mobility outcomes. An effort from the Ministry and Education Directo-
rates to secure stability of teaching staff in participant schools would be greatly beneficial to widening
the possible applicants’ pool.

= There have been instances of schools where either the continuation of the mobility project, or the
mobility outcomes become unsustainable, because members of the core team of the project left the
school. The same has been evident in cases that the school director changed. Again, stability of teach-
ing staff and school leadership is essential for mobility to yield results for the school.

= Another obstacle that was regularly mentioned by the respondents concerned the rigid structure of
the curriculum and the absence of flexibility in replacing the colleagues who go on a KA1 mobility.
This is particularly true for upper secondary schools, teachers of core subjects and special need teach-
ers, who have more difficulties to participate, because of their heavy workload and existing difficulties
in substitution.

= Sometimes participants chose training programs which were of low quality or did not correspond to
their expectations. This is related to insufficiencies in the process of quality assurance for host organi-
sations. Some respondents commented on the demanding nature of the training program they chose,
which was seen as too heavy and tiring, indicating shortcomings in the planning and implementation
process from host organisations.

=  Foreign language knowledge, personal commitments, reduced ICT skills, failure to see any benefit
in Mobility other than travelling abroad have been reported as the main personal obstacles to partici-
pate in KA1 projects. These were particularly evident in the responses of teachers and school directors
with many years of service or close to retirement.

= Attempts to disseminate Mobility outcomes are often challenged by the reduced interest of peers
from within the school or from the neighbouring schools and /or the local communities. On the other
hand, there is evidence that participants also fail to adequately fulfill their obligations to organize or
participate in multiplier events.

Referring to the obstacles and challenges they encountered, participants made the following suggestions in
order to diminish their influence and enhance the impact of mobility projects:

= Simplify the process of applying for a KA1 project and provide additional technical support and semi-
nars.

= Require a stronger commitment by everybody in the school, right from the start of the application pro-
cess. The planning should be carried out by all interested staff in the school unit and not only those few
who initiated the process.

= Dissemination, both within school and towards the educational and local coommunity should be carried
out in a more systematic way, which has to be secured and monitored by relevant authorities.

=  There should be some kind of assistance for choosing the needed type and form of mability as well as
the right training program to attend.

5.2. Recommendations

The research team, having studied all available research evidence and based on the conclusions cited above,
would like to make the following recommmendations to the National Agency:
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A In relation to Erasmus+ KAT Mobility projects

KA1 mobility schemes can be at the forefront of in-service training and continuous professional
development activities, relevant to the needs of teachers and schools. These activities could also serve
as good practices and examples of training activities and should receive the appropriate attention and
appraisal by Greek Educational authorities. The National Agency. in cooperation with the National Au-
thority should communicate further the very positive impact of KA1 Mobility projects for teachers and
schools.

The impact on professional development is maximized when host organisations offer high quality,
state-of-the-art, well organized, active learning training seminars and targeted, well-prepared school
visits. The National Agencies should work in cooperation with the European Commission to establish
a system of quality assurance for mobility providers. This would improve value-for-money of the
Programme, strengthen the credibility of mobility activities and facilitate certification and appraisal of
participants.

Participant teachers have to be incentivized to opt for “job shadowing” mobility more often. According
to participants’ views, this is the most productive and effective from of professional development that
they could experience. In order to achieve this aim, administrative provisions for timely and adequate
teacher replacement should be secured, as the mobility period required for “job shadowing” is signifi-
cantly longer than training visits.

The role of school leaders is essential along every phase of the mobility and dissemination process.
School directors have to be specifically targeted and trained in order to facilitate a mobility-conducive
school environment, maximize application quality, and ensure sustainability and dissemination of mo-
bility impact within the school community.

Rural, remote and small schools have to be targeted. These schools are in greater need for mobility
related improvement, since their staff has limited opportunities to participate in educational or training
activities, compared to their peers from urban or bigger schools, who can be more easily substituted
but also participate in other educational activities.

Student involvement has to be clearly visible and adequately secured in the mobility application. Student
involvement contributes to stimulate a climate of collaboration, creativity, inclusion and more constructive
learning. All these factors contribute to maximizing the impact of mobility on school community.

Further identification of school-related obstacles to mobility is particularly important, in order to
streamline the process, eradicate potentially hindering factors and achieve a significant increase in
applications from schools which found it extremely difficult, impossible or even unimportant, to par-
ticipate.

Schools have to be encouraged to apply after identifying their actual needs and to choose mobility
schemes that would be effective in meeting those needs. Furthermore, impact and sustainability of
KA1 projects outcomes could be connected with the quality assessment framework and be considered
a whole school improvement process.

Newly appointed teachers have to be involved in the mobility process. It is a long term investment
which could contribute to the development of a critical mass of involved, innovative and nuanced teach-
ing force that would support school improvement.

KA1 Projects can promote interdisciplinarity, by encouraging participation of teachers to “out-of-field”
(other than their own specialization) training topics.
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Certain topics of KA1 Mobility could be further promoted, as participant teachers report that they bring
positive effects to themselves, their classrooms and their schools. Such topics include: (a) Social-ori-
ented and Environment-oriented topics: EU citizenship and Democracy, Migrant issues, Inclusion
and Social Dialogue, Environment and Climate Change and others; (b) STEM Training.

B. In relation to future Education Policy decisions

Timely substitution of participant teachers is essential for schools to be able to participate without
complaints from parents and gaps in student learning due to lost teaching hours.

Stability in the school staff is crucial for the sustainability of mobility outcomes. Schools with a large
percentage of substitute or non-permanent staff face greater difficulties to participate, accomplish the
terms of the application and sustain mobility outcomes.

The Ministry of Education could take measures to reduce bureaucracy and secure a common frame-
work of policy implementation between Education Directorates which would facilitate participation of
schools, especially those which lack relevant experience and are doubtful about the benefits of mobility
versus the administrative or educational workload which it requires.

Education policy makers could leverage experience from KA1 Mobility as “best practice” to sup-
plement State-wide initiatives for Professional Development of teachers. They could be particularly
effective for (a) connecting theory on practice through innovative instructional strategies; (b) peer-learn-
ing and co-teaching; (c) applying alternative approaches at school; (d) updating Knowledge on subject
areals.

Education authorities could recognize, certify and award professional development credits to partic-
ipants of KA1 Mobility projects after consulting with the National Agency on the issue.

Sustainability and dissemination of Mobility outcomes could benefit from increasing school pedagog-
ical autonomy and curriculum flexibility.

Schools could benefit greatly from internationalization and Europeanisation, from networking and col-
laboration with foreign schools and peers.

C. In relation to Teacher Wellbeing and Appraisal

Appraisal and recognition of training activities and, after a careful quality assurance process, condi-
tional certification of professional development activities accomplished during mobility and dissemina-
tion, would increase participation and motivate teachers to participate.

Participation and dissemination could benefit from bestowing trust to teachers, regarding their dispo-
sition to support their students by seeking training through mobility, not just a chance to “travel abroad”.

Teachers in danger of “burn out”, such as special needs teachers, and teachers of core subjects who
feel excessive pressure due to their workload need to benefit more from mobility. Mobility increased
job satisfaction and renewed interest of participants to bring innovation and change in their established
school practices.

Teacher networking, an expected corollary of mobility, contributes to opening-up schools to the world
and bringing in new experiences which renew daily schooling for teachers and students.
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ANNEX

Annex |

Interview Questionnaires (in Greek)

Participants’ Questionnaire

Non-Participants’ Questionnaire
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EMAPAXH TON XXEAIQN KA1 ERASMUS+ XTOYX XYMMETEXONTEX

EMIAPAZH TON ZXEAIQN KA1 ZTHN NPOZQMIKH BEATIOZH TON XYMMETEXONTON

MapakaroUue onueldaote e évav tov BaBué atov onoio oUUPWVEITE e Ta Napakdrw.
To oxéb6lo Erasmus+ ato onolo ouppereixa:

1 (kaB6Mou) | 2 Niyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (nokG) | 5 (népa noAd)

Mou napeixe 16aKTkEG pEBOBOAOYIKEG
YVWOELG

Mou napeixe YnPLOKESG YVWOELG

Mou €paBe tpénoug agloAdynong pabntwyv

Me BohBnaoe va anokthow Kivntpa
pEBnong évwyv yAwoowyv

Me BonBnaoe va BeATLWOW th yVwaon Lou
otnv/otig §éveg YAWooeg

Me BonBnaoe va anoKthow yVwaoeLg otnv
€16IKN aywyn

Me BonBnaoe va BeATow TLG YVWOELG HOU
otnv €8IKN aywyn

Me BonBnoe va pdBw kaAUtepa GAAa
eknawdeutikd cuothuata

Mou €uaBe véeg npooeyyioelg otn
duaxeipion kat dloiknon {nTnpdtwy

Mou npéaopepe NepLoodTePEG NANPOPOPIES
yla ddpopa Bpata cuhAtnong

Me BonBnaoe atn Slaxeiplon cuykpoUoewv

Me BonBnaoe va anoKtnow SLaNOATIOUIKEG
de€lotnTeg

Mou napeixe kivntpa Kawvotépou
d16aokaAiag

Me BonBnaoe va anoKTNOW KOWVWVLKEG
de€lotnteg

Me BonBnaoe va anokthow KaAUTepn yvaaon
TOU QVILKELPEVOU LIOU

Me BonBnaoe va cupBAAMw atnv e€aAewyn/
AVILHUETWNLON NPOKATAAAYEWY

Me BonBnoe va yvwpiow dAoug
NoAtTlopoUg

Mou €dwae gukalpieg va ptAhow yia tov
O1K6 pou noAttlopd

Me BonBnaoe o€ Slapéppwon oxEoEwV PE
atopa and AAEG XWPEG

ANAo:

AMo:
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EMIAPAZH TON ZXEAIQON KA1 XTHN EMAFTEAMATIKH BEATIOZH TON XYMMETEXONTQON

To npdypauua:

1 (aB6Mou) | 2 Niyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (nokd) | 5 (népa nokd)

Mou €dwag Kivntpa yla cuvéxion
avantugng twv enayyeAPaTikwy pHou
de€lothtwyv

Me BonBnaoe va dnuloupyhow
enayyeApatikd diktua pe Eévoug etaipoug

Me BonBnaoe va epapudow vEEG HLIOAKTIKEG
Kat gaBnolakég peBddoug

Me BonBnae va yvwpiow véa atoixeia ata
avTIKe{peva Twv onoudwy pou

Me BonBnaoe va ouveldntonothow tnv
eupwnaikh didotacn 1ou oxoAgiou Kat Ing
eknaibeuong

Me BonBnoe va BeAtlwow 1ig 6e€ldtnTég
HOU OTNV aVTLUETWNLON MOAUMOATIOHIKWV
opadwv

Me BonBnae va epapudéow véa epyaleia
Kat yebBddoug atnv 1aEn

Me BonBnaoe va xpnaonothow
nepLoo6TEPO TG EEVEG YAWOOEG OTN
d1baokahia

Me BonBnoe va dlaxelplotw 1L 1dgeLg pou
Mo anoteAEoaTKA

Me BonBnoe va £xw KaAUTepPEG OXETELG ME
ToUG pabntég pou

Me BonBnaoe va éxw KaAUTePEG OXETELG PE
TOUG OUVadéAPOUG Hou

Mou €dwaoe enayyeAJaTIKEG EUKaLPieg

Me BonBnoe atn xphon twv N.T.

Me BonBnaoe va aflonothow S18aKTKA TG
N.T.

AM)o:

ANAo:
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EMIAPAZH TON ZXEAIQON KA1 XTO EKMAIAEYTIKO IAPYMA

Ta anoteAéguara tou axebiou

1 (aB6Mou) | 2 (Niyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (nokd) | 5 (népa nokd)

Evioxuoav tnv enBupia twv cuvadéApuwyv
VO CUPUETEXOUV O€ NEPLOOOTEPA OXEBLA
Erasmus+

BonBnoav otnv uloB£tnon dLanoALTtlopiKAG
ouveidnong

‘Edwoav eupwnaikh 6ldotacn oto oxoAeio

BonBnaoav atnv uloB£tnon Kawvotépwy
Npaktkwy otn didackaAia

Evioxuoav tn ocUvayn oxéogwv pe GAa
eknadeutikd Wpupata

BonBnaoav atnv utoB£tnon KaAwv
MPAKTLKWY yla TV opydvaon Kat th
dloiknan tou axoAsiou

Evioxugoav 1o evblapépov tou cuMdyou
KaBnyntwv yla tnv ekpadBnan évwv
YAwoowv

Ewonyayav 818aktikég Kavotopieg

BonBnaoav atnv aviiAnyn tng
MOAUMOALTLIOPIKOTNTAG

BonBnaoav otnv ekudBnon Kakwyv
NPAKTLKWY yla T dlaxeiplan ing
dlapopetikétnTag

BonBnoav otnv kaAUtepn Asttoupyia tou
OUM\Gyou d1daokéviwy

BonBnaoav atn BeAtiwaon twv oxéoswv
peTagl yovéwv Kat oxoAeiou

BonBnaav otn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
oxoAeiou-pabntwv

BonBnoav otn alvayn oxéoewv e POpPE(g
nou otnpidouv 10 Nadaywytké £pyo tou
oxoAeiou

BonBnaoav oto dvolyua tou axoAeiou atnv
Kowwvia

BonBnaoav atnv avilpetwnion tng Npéwpng
OXOAIKNG EYKATAAELYNG

BonBnoav otnv avilpeTwnon gavopévwy
O0XOAIKAG Biag

AMo:

ANAo:
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EMIAPAZH TON ZXEAION KA1 XTOYZ MAGHTEZ

Ta anoteAéauara twv oxebiwv

1 (kaBoAou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apketrd) | 4 (noAU) | 5 (ndpa noAv)

BeAtiwoav g 6e€1dtnteg Twv pabntwv
otnv §évn yAwaoa

BonBnoav otn ouvepyaoia twv pabntwy pe
T0 oxoAgio

BonBnaoav atn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
peTagl twv pabntwv

BonBnaoav atn BeAtiwon twv oxéaswv
peTal eknaldeuTkwy Kat gabntwyv

BonBnaoav atn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
pETagl pabntwyv Kat yovéwy

BonBnaoav otn BeAtiwaon TwVv KOWVWVIKWV
de€lothtwyv twv paBntwv

BonBnaoav otn BeAtiwon twv
enayyeAPatikwyv de€lothtwy twv padntwv
(enayyeApatikég oxoAég/AUKela)

BonBnoav otnv kaAépyela Betikol
KAlpatog anévavit gtnv avektikotnta

BonBnaoav atnv opydvwon de€lothtwyv
HEAETNG

BonBnaoav atnv aviiAnyn tng eupwnaikng
TautoTNTag

Evioxuoav tnv enBupia toug va
ouppeTéxouv o€ AAAa ox€bla KA1

Evioxuoav 1o evbla@épov toug yla dAAoug
noAttopoUg

Evioxuoav 1o evblapépov toug yla tnv
Eupwnaikh Evwon

Mapeixav kivntpa yla peyaAdtepn
OUMMETOXN 01O WABNpa

AM)o:

ANAo:
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EMIAPAZH TON ZXEAIQN KA1 ZE MEAAONTIKEZ APAZEIX

To axoleio ouppeteixe kat ae GAo/aNa
ox€6la Erasmus+ katénwv

Ta anoteAéopata tou oxebiou ennpéacav
BeTkd tov oUNoyo S1daokéviwy yia va
OUMMETACXOUV Kal autoi o€ ox£610
Erasmus+ oto pé\\ov

EvioxdBnke n texvoyvwaoia uhonoinong
Twv oxediwv Erasmus+

EnBupia cuvepyaaiag pe nponyoUpevouq
etaipoug oto péENOV

ANAo:

AMo:

1 (kaBdAou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (noAy) | 5 (ndpa noAo)

MPOBAHMATA MOY NMPOEKYWAN KATA TH AIAPKEIA YAOIMNOIHZHE TON ZXEAION KA1

‘EN\ewpn ouvepyaciag pe th 6ielBuvaon tou
oxoAeiou

MoAAEG alThOELG Yla OUPPETOXEG
eEKNALOEVTIKWV o€ 0x€DLa KIvNTIKOTNTAG
aM\d Aiyeg Béaelg dlaBéatpeg

YynAétepo eninedo eknaideuong ané autd
oto onoio pnopouv va avienegéNBouv ot
eknawdeudpevol

Aiyol GUPPETEXOVTEG

EMunAgG evnpépwon/kaBodnynon and toug
€taipoug

‘ENewyn d€€Lothtwv/IKavotnTtwy ané 1oug
€taipoug

AuokoAieg enikovwviag otnv £€vn yAwaoaoa
Avenapkng enxophynaon

AuokoAieg katd tn dlapovh

XapnAé eningdo enpéppwang
MNpoBAApata diaxeipiong and toug etaipoug
MpoBAnpata diaxeipiong and tov €Bvik6
Qopéa

AuckoAieg npéoBaong o€ UNKO

Aapopég og yvwatiké eninedo Kat
de€lotnteg petagy Twv GUPPETEXOVTIWV

Annex |
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MPOBAHMATA MOY NMPOEKYWAN KATA TH AIAPKEIA YAOMNOIHZHE TON ZXEAION KA1

1 (kaB6Aou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apkerd) | 4 (noAv) | 5 (ndpa noAu)

AKupOoEeLg eNOKEYEWY Kal dpdoewv

‘EN\ewyn evnpépwaong/nAnpo@épnang

Kaknh notétnta dpactnplothtwy

Avenapkng xpévog yla tnv uhonoinon twv
dpaaotnplothtwy

AMo:

ANAo:

ZYNOAIKH EMNIAPAZH THX tYMMETOXHZ £TO MPOrPAMMA ERASMUS +

1 (kaBdAou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (NoAv) | 5 (ndpa noAu)

Ané 816aKTIKAG dnoyng

Ané nadaywylkhg dnoyng

MNpoownikh BeAtiwaon

EnayyeApatikh BeAtiwon
ANNo/GNAa:
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EMAPAXH TQN XXEAIQN KA1 ERASMUS+ XTOYX MH XYMMETEXONTEX

MapakatoUue onuetdaote pe évav tov BaBué otov oroio oUUPWVEITE e Ta NApaKGTw.
To npdypaupua Erasmus+ nou uAonoiiBnke ato axoAeio:

1 (aB6Mou) | 2 Niyo) | 3 (apketé) | 4 (noAG) | 5 (ndpa noAd)

BonBnaoe otnv uloBEtnon véwv SIOAKTIKWY
peBodoAoyikwyv Npooeyyioewv

Evioxuoe g ynplakég 6e€ldtnteg

MNapeixe véoug ponoug afloAdéynong
HaBntwv

BonBnaoe otnv anéktnon KIVATpwyY
€KHABNong Eévwv YAwaoowyv

BonBnaoe otnv avipetwnion pabntv pe
paBnolakég duokoAieg

MNpooépepe yvoeLG yla AAAa eKnaldeuTkd
ougthuata

MNapeixe véeg npoaeyyioelg otn dlaxeipion
Kat doiknon ¢nTnpdtwy tou oxoAeiou

BonBnae otn dlaxeipion ouykpolaoswy

BonBnaoe otnv andéktnon SLanoATIoPIKWY
de€lothtwv

Mou napeixe Kivntpa Kawvotépou
ddaokaliag

BonBnaoe otnv anéKtnon KOWVwVIKWY
de€lothtwv

MNapeixe nAnpopopieg Kal véa atowxeia yia
1a d1daktkd avikeipeva

YuvéBale otnv eEAAelyn/avTigeTONon
NPoKataANYPewyv

BonBnag otn yvwpipia pe d\oug
noAtttopoUg

MNapeixe eukalpieg evnuépwaong Kat
napouaiaong tou EA\NVIKoU noAttepoU

BonBnoe o€ dlapdppwon oxéoewy Pe
atopa and AAEG XWPEG

‘Edwaoe kivntpa avantugng twv
enayyeAHatikwyv de€lothtwy

BonBnaoe otn dnploupyia enayyeAHatikwy
diktlwy pe Eévoug etaipoug

BonBnae otnv epappoyn véwv SL18aKTIKWY
Kal gaBnolakwv peBodwyv

BonBnae otnv aviiAnyn g eupwnaikng
dldataong Tou oxoAgiou Kat tng
eknaibeuong

BonBnoe otn BeAtiwaon twyv deflothtwy
YO TNV aVIUETWMLON MOAUMOATIOPIKWOV
opadwv

Annex |




120 IAPYMA KPATIKQN YMOTPOO®IQN / STATE SCHOLARSHIPS FOUNDATION

1 (aB6Mou) | 2 Niyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (noAG) | 5 (ndpa nokd)

BonBnag otnv epapuoyn VEWV TEXVIKWV
Kat didaktikwy epyaleiwv ato pabnpua

MpowBnaoe T xphon twv EEVwv YAWGowWY
yla 818aktikoUg akonoUg

BonBnae otn daxeipion twv taewv

BeAtiwoe 11¢ 0x€0€LG EKNALBEUTIKWV U
paBntég

BeAtiwoe 1g oxéoelg petagu twv
OouvadéAPwWV

‘Edwoe enayyeAUaTikéG euKalpieg

MNpowBnae tn xphon twv N.T.

Evioxuoe tnv eknadeutikn aglonoinon twv
N.T.

Evioxuge tnv entBupia twv cuvadéApwy va
OUMMETEXOUV O€ NEPLOCOTEPA Npoypappata

BonBnag otnv utoBEtnon SLlanoMTlopIKAG
ouveidnong

‘Edwoe eupwnaikn didotacn oto oxoAeio

BonBnae otnv utoBétnon kawvotduwy
npaktkwy otn didackaAia

Evioxuoe tn alvayn oxéogwv pe dA\a
eknadeutkd Wpupata

BonBnoe otnv uloB€TNoN KAAWY NPAKTIKWV
yla tnv opydvwon Kat tn doiknon tou
oxoAeiou

Evioxuoe 10 evblapépov Tou GUNGYou
KaBnyntwv yla ekpdbnaon §évwv YAwoowyv

Ewohyaye 616aKTIKEG KavoTopieg

BonBnoe otnv avtiAnyn tng
NMOAUMOALTLIOPIKOTNTAG

BonBnaog otnv ekudBnon KAAWY NPAKTIKWY
yla tn dlaxeiplon tng SrapopetikoétnTag

BonBnae otnv kaAUtepn Asttoupyia Tou
ouMOdyou d1daokéviwy

BonBnos otn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
pETagl yovéwy Kat oxoAeiou

BonBnoe otn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
oxoAgiou-pabntwv

BonBnag otn aUvayn axéoewv Pe Popeig
nou otnpidouv 10 Nalbaywytkd £pyo tou
oxoAeiou
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1 (aB6Mou) | 2 Niyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (noAG) | 5 (ndpa nokd)

BonBnae oto dvolypa tou oxoAeiou atnv
Kowwvia

BonBnoe otnv avilyetwnion g npéwpng
OXOAIKNG EYKATAAEWYNG

BonBnaog otnv avilgeTtwdnion gawvouévwy
OXOAIKAG Biag

BeAtiwoe 1g ynplakég 6e€ldtnteg twv
paBntwv

BeAtiwoe 11g 6€€l6tnteg 1wV pabntwyv otnv
gévn yAwaooa

BonBnae otn cuvepyacia twv pabntwv pe
10 oxoAgio

BonBnaoe otn BeAtiwon Twv oxéoswv
petagl twv pabntwyv

BonBnoe otn BeAtiwon twv oxéoewv
METagU ekNAdEUTIKWV Kal HaBntwv

BonBnoe otn BeAtiwon twv oxéoswv
peTagl pabntwyv Kat yovéwy

BonBnaoe otn BeAtiwon TwV KOWVWVIKWY
de€lothtwyv twv paBntwv

BonBnag otn BeAtiwaon twv
enayyeAHatikyv de€lotntwy twv padntwv
(enayyeAuatikég oxoAEG/AUKeLQ)

BonBnaoe otnv kaMépyela BetikoU
KAlpatog anévavit gtnv avektikotnta

BonBnag otnv opydvwaon deflothtwy
peEAETNG

BonBnoe otnv avtiAnyn tng eupwnaikhg
TauUToTNTAg

Evioxuae tnv entBupia toug va
ouppeTéxouv o€ GAAa npoypdapuata

Evioxuoe 1o evblapépov twv pabntwv yla
AGMoug noAutlopoug

Evioxuoe tov evblagpépov Toug yia tnv
Eupwnaikh Evwon

Mapeixe kivntpa ya peyaAitepn
OUMMETOXN 01O YdBnpa

To axoAeio ouppeteixe kat ae GAo/aNa
npoypaupata Katénwy

0 agUN\oyog di1daokdviwv entBupei va
OUMMETEXEL 0€ AANO NPOYPAUKA OTO PEANOV
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EvioxdBnke n texvoyvwaoia uhonoinong
TwV npoypappdtwy Erasmus+
AM\o/dNAa:

AN\o/aAA\a:

MPOBAHMATA MOY NMPOEKYWAN KATA TH AIAPKEIA YAOMOIHZHZ TON ZXEAION KA1 XTO ZXOAEIO

1 (kaBdAou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (noAU) | 5 (ndpa NoAv)

‘EN\ewyn ouvepyaaiag pe th 6ielBuvaon tou
oxoAeiou

[MoAAEG atthaELg yla CUPHETOXEG
eKnadeuTkwy al\a Aiyeg Béaeig

Auvatdtnta Alywv GUUHETEXOVIWV 0TO
ox£€610 Kivntikétntag

EMnAg evnpépwan/kaBodnynon and toug
OUUMETEXOVIEG

Avenapkng enxopnynan

MpoBAnpata diaxeipiong and tov €BvikG
Qopéa
Auokolieg npdoBaong o€ UAIKS

Alapopég og yvwotikd ninedo kat
6e€lotnteg petal Twv ouppeTEXdVIWY

AKupOoEeLg eNOKEYEWY Kal dpdoewv

Kaknh notétnta dpactnplothtwy

Avenapkng xpévog yla tnv uhonoinon twv
dpaatnplothtwyv

AMo:

AM)o:
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ZYNOAIKH EMNIAPAZH THX YMMETOXHZ TOY ZXOAEIOY XTO NMPOrPAMMA ERASMUS +
A0 TOYZ MH ZYMMETEXONTEZ

1 (kaBdAou) | 2 (Aiyo) | 3 (apketd) | 4 (noAv) | 5 (ndpa noAv)

Ané S16aKTIKAG Anoyng

Ané nabaywylkhg dnoyng

MNpoownikn BeAtiwaon

EnayyeApatiknh BeAtiwon
ANNo/GNAa:
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Annex Il

Pilot Interview (in English) and Interview questions
(in Greek)

Pilot Interview analysis

The paragraphs that follow discuss the pilot interviews for the purposes of this study and provide information
in relation to the participants’ views on their mobility.

The first pilot interview conducted for the purposes of this study took place in Volos, Thessaly. The teacher was
informed of the process and gave her consent for an in-depth interview. The focus areas of the semi-structured
interview questions were about issues such as a) the impact of the KA101 impact on interviewees personal
improvement, b) the impact on their professional improvement, c] the impact of the projects on the institution,
d) the impact it had on the learners, ] the impact of the projects to future actions and f] possible problems that
may have appeared.

In relation to the first focus area, the teacher was very positive on a number of issues that concerned the im-
pact of the project on her personal improvement. As she explained she was very satisfied with the fact that
the mobility project had offered her a lot of opportunities to get acquainted with new teaching methods and in
particular to develop her digital skills. She also explained that the mobility project enhanced her knowledge of
student assessment techniques and helped her improve her English language skills:

“...Ifound it very useful... | had the opportunity to improve my computer operation knowledge... and even
more... we worked with game-based techniques. .. very interesting for young ones especially....and | also
liked the fact that | had the chance to speak a lot of English. ..it helped me improve a lot, | think....”

Among the benefits gained, according to the teacher, was the knowledge about educational systems of other
countries and the ability to handle paper work more effectively, improving her organizational and managerial
skills and her knowledge on a variety of school office tasks:

‘I never expected to know so much on work done in the office.... | had to plan our communication. .. a lot of
correspondence and paper work... tiring but useful to know how it works. .. it helped me a lot in my work
outside the classroom....”

The teacher admitted that she gained a lot of knowledge on matters such as multicultural skills, motives for in-
novative teaching techniques, socializing, instructive tools to help students become better aware of the subject
taught, tools for self-awareness, or even information and techniques to familiarize herself with the plurilingual
features of her classes to handle them more effectively and address stereotypes or prejudice. She also had
opportunities to inform others about Greek culture and to develop interesting relations with partners from other
countries.

She would have liked to be better informed on the sensitive issue of conflict management (student-student/
student-teacher], which she did not have the opportunity to experience to the extent she would have liked. Her
opinion is depicted on the following words:
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‘It was a great experience to get to know colleagues from other countries... so much to offer... each and
every one ... and me, | shared my knowledge about us, our school, Greece, | received a lot of knowledge
for my teaching, and my classes, | have a better knowledge on team work now... | have already used
it... in my class... with the students; team work is very effective for classes with children from different
backgrounds and cultures... we have a lot of them in my school: the only thing we did not work much (s
how to handle naughty kids and children with aggressive behavior... that would have been interesting to
do more...”

The teacher also discussed the impact the KA101 mobility had on her professional life. As she argued, the
project she had participated motivated her into wishing to continue developing her professional skills as she
benefited a lot from her involvement in it. More specifically, the teacher stated that her participation helped her
to form a professional network with the partners and other people she had the opportunity to meet during
her mobility. She said that through her participation, she was able to gain further knowledge on her discipline,
improve her English language skills and most of all practice her digital skills for educational purposes and
become digitally competent.

She particularly stressed the fact that the project was, unexpectedly for her, very effective in offering tools to
address pedagogical issues: multicultural classes, gaps in student — teacher relationship or relationships be-
tween colleagues that need reinforcement. The teacher also clarified the importance of her self-awareness on
the issue of the European dimension of education, a fact, which she made an effort to convey to her colleagues
and her students through a number of relevant activities inside and outside the classroom. Her words are de-
picted on the paragraph below:

"I got a lot from the project for my job and more than what | expected, the truth is... I have already applied
for another project and | am in contact with [name of partners] to see if we can do it together: we had a
great cooperation. Their work in the project was very well organized .... Especially about how to work in
classes with kids from different cultures which is difficult to handle, you know... and also about problems
between us, how to work better, how to communicate better, even when we have different opinions.......
I was so glad | had to speak English and | remembered a lot ....and how to use computers too...[smiles] |
am a little better now than before...”

Regarding the impact that KA101 had on the teacher’s institution the interviewee commented on a number or
things. She noted that peer teachers’ intention to participate in further similar future projects augmented. As
she argued, the positive outcomes of that mability enhanced the intercultural awareness and promoted a Eu-
ropean dimension of her school. Teachers were curious to know about new and innovative teaching methods,
they improved their ability to maintain contact with other educational institutions, exchanging good practices for
the organization and management of the schools. Teachers enhanced their interest to learn foreign languages,
they introduced differentiated activities in their classes, they helped their learners become aware of the mul-
ticultural features of their school classes, given that, immigrants and Roma students also attend the school,
exploiting these features through a variety of activities.

According to the teacher, her participation in the project had a positive impact on the school's efforts to open up
to local community and cooperate with other stakeholders that support the school and its practices. However,
she remarked, there was not much work done on issues related to the improvement of relationships between
school authorities and parents. As she added, she would have liked to see some progress in matters that deal
with early dropouts and/or school bullying but admitted that these issues might have needed more time to
address and/or perhaps these might be the topics of another/other KA101 mobility/ties which, in her opinion, is
an issue of most teachers’ high concern.
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The teacher argued that, through mobility, the school has gained expertise for project applications and the
intention to cooperate with more partners in the future is evident. The above are depicted on the following
paragraph:

"Many teachers in my school intend to apply for mobility, | will help them of course. The principal (s still in
contact with [names of partners] ...we sometimes have Skype meetings with the students. .. it's good to
feel as one among other people from Europe, as citizens of Europe... we have made progress in many
things, like how to communicate better with one another, we follow some of the examples they [the pro-
Ject] gave us how to do it ... | think we only had good things to gain... and now we are more prepared for
more applications. .. with more partners from other countries.

The teacher also commented on how the students perceived changes that the institution employed as a result
of the mobility participation. An example of her words is shown below:

"Students like to welcome foreign partners. ... they love to speak English with them and we prepare a lot
for it... they have become more social... they even want to know more about [names of students] ... they
are here from Syria and they have become more involved and curious to ask them about their place of
origin...I think they understand better thelr .... European identity. ... their international identity... If I could
say that ... at the moment, we are working on a theatrical play on multicultural groups and diversity...all
students are taking part.... parents will also be invited”

According to the teacher there were some problems which she and her school had to confront. These had to do
with a variation on partners’ cognitive and/or linguistic level, which was an obstacle to effective communication.
There were also some cancellations due to managerial issues. What is more, the teacher complained about
the time offered for these mobility and argued that more time should be allocated both for activities and the
mobility as a whole. An example of her words is shown below:

Yes, there were some problems about the level of understanding... good language skills help a lot. ..
there were also some visits that were not implemented. .. it had to do with their national agency | think. ..
as well, time is not enough... we would like more days to work on more activities...”

When asked to comment generally on the impact of the mobility she had participated in, the teacher replied:

‘European projects are challenging for the school units; it all begins with a good idea; an innovative idea
can give you many opportunities to be selected for participation in a KAT01 mobility: such projects offer
schools the opportunity to open up to the society: their "voice” is better heard: more attention is given to
them and the school becomes more popular; yes, it may be hard work to get there but it is worth the
effort. there is so much to gain: cooperation/collaboration skills, organizational skills: digital skills; lin-
guistic improvement; cooperation improvement with students, colleagues and parents; students become
more responsible; they become more active and participant in the learning process; the school becomes a
member of the European community: the perspective of education changes and turns from bureaucratic
to more pedagogically oriented: But there are also things that need consideration... when we are away
to participate in the mobillity it would be very helpful to have some kind of substitute teachers, just as it
happens in other countries; funding should be better and cover for more expenses; authorities should not
be so bureaucratic but allow some flexibllity of practices; authorities should learn from other countries’
good practices”.
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Epwtnoeig Zuveviet§ewyv AlevBuvtwy kat Eknaibeutikwv
ZxoAeiwyv nou ouppeteixav oge oxéblo Erasmus+ KA1

EPQTHXELE XYNENTEY=HX

MNota etval n epnelpla/yvdun oag and/yla 1o oxédlo Kivntikdtntag KAT;

T éxete va nelte yia tnv enidpaon nou elxe 10 ox€dLo Kivntkdtntag o €0dg;

Tieni®paon gixe n 6iéxuan tou oxediou Kivntikotntag ato oxoAeio (nadid/cuvabéAoug) Kal atny ToMiKn Kowvwvia:;

Yndpxouv kanota onueia nou Ba ta oxoAladate w¢ apvNTIKA;

Eixate kdnoleg SuokoAieg Kal MoLEG;

‘Exete kATl va NpOTEIVETE;
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Annex Il

Focus Group Questions (in Greek)

EPNTHZEIX FOCUS GROUP Aérjva 20-1-2020

ENOTHTA 1 - NPOZQMIKH ANAMNTY=H

Tuppetéxovieg oto oxédlo Kivnuikétntag KA1
lMati kat nwg enné€ate T Bepatik Kal T oPPh KIVNTIKOTNTAG 0TNV OMola CUPKETEIXATE;
lMoleg Atav oL npoodokieg oag ag 6,1 apopd TV NPocwnikh oag BeAtiwan;

Mwg BonBNoE N oUPKETOXA 0aG OTNV NPOCWIIKA 0ag avantugn (evOEIKTIKE: avIINAYELC, OTdoELS, agieg,
SeELOTNTEC, YWWIOELG, IKAVOTNTEC, MPAKTIKEC)

lNMola eivat Ta NAeovektpata nou anokopioate; [Mowa 1a YelovEKTNUATA TNG CUMKETOXAG;
MNMw¢ Ba pnopouace auth n epnelpia va yivel kaAUtepn;

Mowa npoBAhpata avietwnioate o€ Npoownikd €ninedo (evOeIKTIKA: PNTPOTNTA, SEOUEUOELS, KAKN
opydvwaon Kat phogevia, pataiwan otdxwv)

Mwg enédpace N CUUPETOXA 0AG OTIC MPOCWMIKEG 0AG MPOOMTKEC;

Mn cuppetéxovieg — Eknatdeutika oteAéxn
T{ Bapaivel otnv enoyh TN Bepatikng evotntag kat Ing Jopene / Tou idoug TG KivnTikOTNTAg;

Mol eival n dikh oag dnoywn og 6,11 aQopd T MPOCWMIKA OPEAN TWV OUPHETEXOVIWY Pe Bdon tnv
epnepla oag;

lMowa eival ta KUpla npoBAApata oe oxéon pe ta NPOawWna, TG NPOCOOKIEG TWV CUPHETEXOVIWY, TIG
dpdoelg nou enNéyouy;

MNMw¢ Ba pnopouace va peylotononBei n enidpacn atnv npoownikh avantuén:;

Emdpd n ouppetoxn og KAT 0TIC MPOONTIKEG TWV GUUMETEXOVIWV;

ENOTHTA 2 - ENMAITEAMATIKH ANANTY=H

To oxoAelo aag BonBnae — oag Bnoe va NApETe PEPOC OTN CUYKEKPLUEVN BEUATIKA TNE KlvNTIKOTNTAG; Ba
Aéyate OTL T0 oxoAe(o 0ag €xel «eupwnaikn dldotacn»;

Ennpéace n emotnuovikh / enayyeAUaTiKA 0ag TauTOTNTa TN CUPKETOXN 0ag OTNV KIVNTIKOTNTA OTO
OUYKEKPLUEVO TOPED / OUYKEKPLUEVN Bepatikn;

MNwg oag BonBnaoe N GUUPETOXN GTNV KIYNTIKOTNTA aTNV KaBnpepvh eknadeutikn kat SIOaKtkh npden;
Ynv kawotop{a; Xtnv avantuén dpactnplothtwy Népa / CUPNANPWHATIKA 010 NpOypaupa onoudwy /
otnv epappoyn tou .2, / otn ouvevvonan Pe ouvadérpoug / SleuBuvth KAm;
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= [loleG OUYKEKPUEVEG OANAYEC MPAYUATOMNOINCATE OTIG EKMALBEUTIKEC 0AC NMPAKTIKEG KALOTNV EKNALOEUTIKA
00G KaBNPEPIVOTNTA WETA TNV KIVNTIKOTNTA:

= Bpnhkate cupnapdotacn oto npdowno ouvadéApwy / A/VTh/ yovéwv / paBntwv;

= [lowa popepn kivntkétntag KAT Bewpelte 01l €xel Ta peyaAUtepa o@EAn / Tn peyaAdtepn enidpacn atov
€NayyeEAUATIKO 0aG TOPEQ, OVTEG eKNAOEUTIKO( 0TO EMINVIKG OXOAE(D;

= [lowa npoBAApata aviwetwnioate AGyw NG CUPKETOXNG 0aG N Yl TN CUMKETOXN 0ag OTNV KIVNTIKOTNTA:;
Ané ouvadérpoug / Avth / olotnua.

= BeAuwBnkav oL enayyeAUATIKEG MPOOMTIKES OAG;
= Ynhp&e avayvdplon and T oxoAkN povada Kat Toug apuodioug yia tn CUPKETOXA 0ag;

= Ynnp&e notonoinon tg oupPEeToxng oag: Ba BonBouaoe av unnpxe; Xe Ti; Ma noto Adyo;

ENOTHTA 3 — IXOAIKH KOINOTHTA
= [lwg Ba enweehnBel kaAUtepa €va oxoAeia and tnv kivnukdtnta KAT;

= [lwg endpd n kKivnuikdtnta KAT otn 6X0AKhA KovoTNTa;

= J1ouc ouvadéApouc nou Sev oupuetéxouv (HAKIeG EldikdtnTeG; Vaooelg)

= )T0UG MaBnTéQ

= Xtn dlevBuvon

= JT10Ug YoVE(g

= Jtov ToMiké neplyupo

= Y10 OXOAKO KAlua

= JTIG OXOAIKEG OpdoElg
= Ynhp€av opatd anoteAéopata Kat aAayEG and v KvnTkdtNTta oto oxoAelo; Mg ta dlanotwoarte;
= [loleg véeg IkavOTNTEG ANEKTNOE TO OXOAE(D;

= [lwg éywve n bldxuon oto oxoAeio; Me noloug Tpdnoug / apoppEg / ag NoLeg NEPLOdOUG;

= [loleg NTUXEG, MOLEG POPPEG, MOl AMOTEAEOUATA TNG KIVNTIKOTNTAG NPOO(EPOVIAL MEPLOCATEPO YLa
Séxuon Kat oxoAknh BeAtiwon;

= Enibpace n kivntikotNta ata paBnolakd anoteAéoparta;

= Ynhp€e kivntonolnon Kat GAwVY 010 0X0A€(0 yla HEAMOVTIKEG BpdaElg;

= Eixe enldpaon oe BEuata tapnoU yia tov EKNABEUTIKO KOO (M.x. afloAdynan, autodgloAdynaon, KAM)
= Eixe enidpaon otnv avtipetwnion npoBAnpdtwy; (n.x. oxoAkh Bia, Slappon, elOIKEG avayKeG)

= [ldg Ba pnopouoe va peylatononBel n enidpacn NG KIVNTIKOGTNTA 0TN GXOAKA KOWVOTNTa;

= [lowa npoBAAUaTa €XELYLa TN OXOAKA KOWVATNTA N CUMKETOXN KNAOEUTIKWV o€ KAT;

= [lwg Ba pnopouoav va Eenepaatoly Ta MPOBANKATA yla T0 OXOAE(0;
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ENOTHTA 4 - EMIAPAZEIZ XTON EKMAIAEYTIKO MEPIIYPO KAI TO XYXTHMA
= Bewpelte 6TL N oUPPETOXN 0ag gixe eMOPACELS / ENMTWOELG OTNV EKNABEUTIKA MEPIPEPELA AC;
= Mnopel n kKivntkdtnta va BonBnaoet tnv eknadeutikh aAayh; Tn BeAtiwon tng eknaibeuong;
= AvahdBarte dpdoelg diaxuang; Moleg;
= [loeg 6pdoelg didxuong eival Mo anoTEAEOUATIKEC;

= AvahdBate 6pdoelg evioxuong TNG CUPKETOXNG OTNV KIvNTIKOTNTA; YINpEe evblapépov and dAha oxoAeia
va 1a BonBnoete;

= [loleg 6pdoelg evioxuong TNG CUPPETOXNG KAVATE;

= Ynhpxe avayvaplon yia 1o 6XoAelo / yla toug eknatdeutikoug;
= Qpeletal 10 eknadeutiké oUoTNUQ;

= [lg peyiotonotetal 10 6PeAoG;

= [lg evioxUetal N JEAOVTIKA CUPHETOXN;

= Yndpxouv {nthuata ypagelokpatiag; Tt unopei va yivey

ENOTHTA 5- TeAikh
Epyaocia o€ opadeg kat avakoivwon otnv 0AOPEAELD:

Oépa: Ti Ba nepuévate onwadnnote va NepIAauBAveL 0Ta EUPNPATA KAL T CUPNEPACUATA N UEAETN ENMTWOEWY
nou cuyypd@etal, wote va awoBaveote Nwe oag ekPPAdel, 0t cupnephapBavel TG epnelpleg, ta NpoBApata
aM\ Kal TIG NPOTACELG 0ag Yia Ty Kivntikotnta KAT; Tt Ba Béhate onwaodnnote va 8laBAoete 010 Ke(evo;
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Ot andyelg Kal Ta cupnepdopata oty napouoa PEAETN gival Npoldv TG epeuvnTknG opddag kat 6xt anapaitnta Tou 1§pUuatog
Kpatkav Ynotpopuwv. Toldpupa Kpatikv Ynotpopiav dev pEpet kapia euBuvn yia tnv akpiBeta A tThy nAnpdTnTa Twv MANPOGOoPLIDYV
nou NepAapBAveL n HeAETN.
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