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Environment and Law Research Programme (2005–2008)







Confidential

EVALUATION FORM 1: Self-evaluation of the Project and the Programme 

(To be filled by Environment and Law Project Leaders)

You are kindly asked to answer all the questions, even if negative, to make sure there are no omissions.

A summary technical report will be compiled based on the questionnaire.

NOTE well that all forms will be sent also to the evaluation panel members.
A. Description of the project

1) The organisation and structure of the project

Project title (and home page in the Internet):


     
Consortium Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
   No  FORMCHECKBOX 

Name      
Person(s) in charge:

Name, position, organisation, gender, degree, year of birth

     
(COPY NEXT SECTION WHEN NEEDED)
Research personnel financed (fully/partly) by Environment and Law funding

Name, department and position, person months, gender, degree, year of degree, year of birth

     
In the section ’Position’ the following titles should be used: professor, senior researcher, Post Doc, PhD student/MSc student, other (specify).

(COPY NEXT SECTION WHEN NEEDED)
Research personnel closely related to the Environment and Law project (but on other funding):

Name, position, organisation, gender, degree, year ofdegree, year of birth

     
2) The degrees completed in the project

Including all degrees

(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED)

Name:     
Basic degree:      



Sex: Male  FORMCHECKBOX 
   Female  FORMCHECKBOX 

Year of earning the above degree:      

Major subject:      
University and department (of basic degree):      
Degree completed within this project:      
University:      
Department:      
Year:      




Major subject:      
Graduate school (if appropriate):      
3) The funding

Total Environment and Law funding (Euro) and who financed the project:

A) Funding from the Academy of Finland (by calendar year)

B) Other funding (and the name of the financier) (by calendar year)

Other funding for the project: 

a) Funding of the home institution (an estimate, including in-kind contribution1) (Euro)

b) Other external funding (such as university, other national funding, international funding, other)               

1 ‘In-kind contribution’ means an estimate of the monetary value of resources given in other form than money, for example, working time of the personnel.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	year
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	Total

	A) in Environment and Law
	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	B) other/specify
	a)
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	
	b)
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	
	


4) The progress of the project and main results 

Please describe the aims, the main scientific results and achievements, including the innovativeness (novelty) in comparison to other research in your field. (Max 3 pages)

     
5) Multi- and interdisciplinarity of the project

How did multi- and interdisciplinarity become concrete?

(Multidisciplinarity means that a given set of problems is analysed simultaneously from the vantage point of several different disciplines. Interdisciplinarity implies deeper integration: research will also borrow concepts, methods and perspectives from other disciplines.)

     
6) What, if any, changes were made to the original research plan?

How did the project follow the research plan and why the plan had to be changed? 

     
7) Drawbacks

What factors, if any, hindered the planned progress of the project? Were the risks identified in the beginning of the project?

     
8) The national and international collaboration and networking of the project

Free text describing your networking. Please, specify the nature of collaboration and type of collaboration partners. Specify if the networking have resulted in co-publication or other documented output.

     
Did the Environment and Law programme bring about co-operation, which you would not have had without this funding?
     
Do you have collaboration with other Environment and Law projects, and what is the level of collaboration? Is this collaboration old, or brought about by Environment and Law?

     
The following forms should be used in describing the activities, which have been relevant in the networking of the researchers. ‘Other activities’ can include things like a working group or an evaluation task, etc.

(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED) 

Seminar/congress ATTENDED

Title:      
Organiser(s):      
Time:       
Participant(s) from the project:      
Activity, authors and title (paper, poster, chairmanship, other):      
Place:      
(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED) 

Seminar/congress ORGANIZED BY THE PROJECT

Title:      
Organiser(s):      
Time:      
Participant(s) from the project:      
Activity, authors and title  (paper, poster, chairmanship, other):      
Place:      
(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED)
National or international visits, duration of one week or longer

Type of visit (visiting researcher, teacher, etc):      
Aim of the visit:      
Host:      
Time:       
Participant(s) from the project:      
(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED)
National or international visits HOSTED BY THE PROJECT, duration of one week or longer

Type of visit (visiting researcher, teacher, etc):      
Aim of the visit:      
Visitor:      
Time:      
(COPY THIS SECTION WHEN NEEDED)
Other activity

Type of activity:      
Aim of the activity:      
Activity:      
Place:      
Participant(s) from the project:      
9) The post graduate training of the personnel

How the post graduate training in the project was organized in general? What training did the researchers receive and who organised it? Were the researchers enrolled in a graduate school? If yes, which?

Researcher, name of the graduate school, postal address of the school

     
10) How did the project promote equality?

     
B. Self-evaluation of the project

Objectives of Environment and Law Programme were to
1) strengthen research on the legal and social systems and practices concerning the environment and natural resources;

2) promote and deepen multidisciplinary research approaches in studies of environmental law; and 

3) support and generate national and international networks of cooperation between universities, research institutes and different disciplines.

To what extent did you achieve your goals and objectives?

Excellently   FORMCHECKBOX 


Well   FORMCHECKBOX 

 
Satisfactorily   FORMCHECKBOX 


Poorly   FORMCHECKBOX 

To what extent did your project/activities contribute to the objectives of the Programme?
     
Added value of the consortium (when appropriate) – has working as a consortium advanced the research of your project? How?

     
How much of the research work has been carried out as team-work between the research groups (sub projects)?

     
The applicability of the research results – contribution to practice and decision making

How could your results be utilized and by whom? Identify possible end users. Have your research results been used? When, by whom?

     
Communication of the results

How did/does the project communicate with the end users? Specify these end users. 

     
How does/did the project disseminate the results? Has your results of the project in the Environment and Law programme been presented or published in any media outside the science community? If yes, what media and when? Who initiated the publicity?

     
Can you provide indication of the societal effects of the project at this stage (describe max. 3 examples)?

     
How did the Environment and Law programme work as a whole compared to the objectives set for the programme?
Excellently   FORMCHECKBOX 


Well   FORMCHECKBOX 

 
Satisfactorily   FORMCHECKBOX 


Poorly  FORMCHECKBOX 

Were the goals relevant and achievable? Other comments.

     
Coordination and programme management

How did the co-ordination manage its task in trying to achieve the objectives? 

Excellently   FORMCHECKBOX 


Well   FORMCHECKBOX 

 
Satisfactorily   FORMCHECKBOX 


Poorly   FORMCHECKBOX 

How did your project benefit from the coordination?

     
Which of the events organized by the coordinator you found useful and why?

     
How has your project and its researchers participated in the joint programme actions?

     
How has the participation been reflected in the work of your research group?

     
What kind of support would your project have required more from the coordination? What did the coordination fail to achieve? Other comments.

     
Funding

How essential was the Environment and Law funding for your research?

Very essential  FORMCHECKBOX 

Essential  FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Not very essential
  FORMCHECKBOX 

Not at all important  FORMCHECKBOX 

Did the project receive the funding that was applied for?

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 


No  FORMCHECKBOX 

Was the funding sufficient compared to the research plan?

     
Other effects of funding (positive/negative)

     
Did the research field gain any added value for having a programme compared to normal research grants? What about your project?
     
How, if at all the programme enhanced the development of the research area? 

     
Which do you think were the most important gaps in the research area not covered by the Environment and Law Programme?

     
How beneficial the participation in the Environment and Law programme has been to your research if NOT considering the direct funding?

Very beneficial  FORMCHECKBOX 


Beneficial  FORMCHECKBOX 


Not very beneficial  FORMCHECKBOX 

What did you achieve that could not have been done without the Environment and Law funding?

     
Strengths and weaknesses

What are the inner strengths of the Environment and Law programme?

     
What were the weaknesses of the Environment and Law programme?

     
How could the Environment and Law programme have been improved?

     
Future

What are the future possibilities and plans of the research team after Environment and Law? 

On terms of funding, completion of studies, employment of the personnel, etc. 

     
In what form you anticipate the present national/international collaboration of your project to continue?

     
What new important research topics, if any, came up?

     
Recommendations for the future

How would you raise the level of research in your field in Finland

     
How would you compare the level of research in your field in Finland to other countries?

     
What are the greatest shortcomings, problem areas, and needs in your field of research?

     
Suggestions for improving future research programmes

     
Other comments

     
Appendices:

1. A full list of publications and other outcomes of the project (2005–   ) presented as shown below.

Underline publications and other outcomes arising from funding granted by Environment and Law programme for this project.
Articles:

1. Scientific articles (reviewed) 

2. Other scientific articles

3. Popular articles

4. Submitted manuscripts (indicate status: submitted/accepted).

(Abstracts and manuscripts in preparation are not reported)

Scientific reports

Books or book chapters

Academic theses

Television and radio programmes

Scientific awards

Other professional documented activities

2. An electronic version (preferably, if available) of key published scientific papers (Max of 10 papers/project).

3. One copy of PhD theses, or supervisor’s assessment and schedule of the completion of each of the Environment and Law funded PhD student 

The form should be sent as an e-mail attachment by 31 January 2009 to Leila.Suvantola@joensuu.fi

