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Internal monitoring of NETCHEM implementation includes 4 levels of quality control:

1. Deliverable authors, Task-and WP-leaders and reviewer
2. IQAT/EQAT,
3. Coordinator level,

4. Steering Committee level and final approval.
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Internal Quality Assurance Team (IQAT) - is a direct support to the Project Coordinator in monitoring
and assessing the quality of the project and its results, as well as development of Quality Control and

Monitoring Plan.

Internal Quality Assessment Team consists of the following members (from Partner Countries):
1. Prof. dr Dragan Anti¢, Rector of University of Nis, Serbia

2. Prof. dr. Mynyr Koni, Rector of University of Tirana, Albania

3. Prof. dr Zoran Nikoli¢, Advisor to the Rector of University of Nis, Serbia

4. Prof. dr Branimir Jovan¢icevié¢, University of Belgrade, Serbia

5. Prof. dr Mirjana Vojinov Miloradov, University of Novi Sad, Serbia

6. Prof. dr Srecko Trifunovi¢, University of Kragujevac, Serbia



External Quality Assurance Team (EQAT) is body for control of external QA activities.

External Quality Assessment Team consists of the following members (from Program Countries):
1. Prof. dr Jean Claude Tabet, University of Pierre et Marie Curie, France

2. dr Eric Ezan, Alternative Energies and Atomic Energy Commission, France

3. Prof. dr Josef Caslavsky, Brno University of Technology, Czech Republic

4. Prof. dr Milan Antonijevi¢, University of Greenwich, United Kingdom



Steering Committee (SC) is the highest decision making body of the partnership that takes the final decision

for the approval of major deliverables.

Steering Committee Team consists of the following members (from Partner and Program Countries):
Prof. dr Vlastimir Nikoli¢, vice-rector of University of Nis, Serbia

Prof. dr Biljana Abramovic, vice-rector of University of Novi Sad, Serbia

Prof. dr lvan Mancev, Dean of Faculty of Science and Mathematics, Nis, Serbia

Prof Dr. Spiro Drushku, Dean of Faculty of Natural Sciences, Tirana, Albania

Prof. dr Ivan Grzeti¢, Dean of Faculty of Chemistry, Belgrade, Serbia

Prof. dr Renata Kongoli, Dean of Biotechnology, University of Tirana, Tirana, Albania

Prof. dr Tatjana Andjelkovic, Project coordinator, University of Nis

Prof. dr Andy Mendham, University of Greenwich, United Kingdom

Representative from UPMC (Sorbonne University - University of Paris former UPMC, France): Prof. Annie BROSSAS, PhD:
annie.brossas@sorbonne-universite.fr

10. Representative from CEA (France): Eric Ezan:Eric.EZAN@cea.fr

11. Representative from ZLT (Zlatiborac, Serbia): Zorica Joksimovic: zorica.joksimovic@zlatiborac.rs
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12. Representative from BUT (Brno University of Technology, Czech Republic): Prof. Josef Céaslavsky, PhD:
caslavsky.josef@gmail.com; caslavsky@fch.vut.cz

13. Representative from AQ (Aqualeer, France): Anna Warnet: anna.warnet@upmc.fr

14. Representative from UNIKG (University Kragujevac, Serbia): Prof. Zoran Matovi¢, PhD: zmatovic@kg.ac.rs
15. Representative from ESV (EnoloSka stanica, Serbia): Sasa Popov, MSc: sasa.popov@enoloskastanica.com
16. Representative from ANL(Analysis, Serbia): Sanja Dekic¢: sanja.djekic@analysis.rs
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|IQAT, EQAT and SC approvals for deliverables

WP 1. Current and Desired Level of Knowledge/Skills in Technology Enhanced Learning in EFSC (environmental and
food safety control)

1.1. Analysis of EU partners Knowledge/Skills/Practice in using OER/WARIAL in EFSC

PREP 1.1. Report of EU partners Practice in Using OER and WARIAL.pdf

L N .
}_ EQAT _Evaluation_Prep_1.1.pdf

ntal Analytical Chemistry

Corfurded 2y the
Erasmuss Programme
of the Evrogeen Union

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: WP1 Current and Desired Level of Knowledge/Skills in Technology
Enhanced Learning in EFSC. Task 1.1 Analysis of EU partners Knowledge/Skills/Practice in using OER/WARIAL in EFSC

Authorfs)

for the Dr. Mitan

WP leader; University of Greenwich, UK
IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Josef Caslavsky (EQAT)

Assurance polnt___ | Issues to be addressed [ Assessment __ Comments Recommendations. o
1. Compliance with the Does the dellverable comply with the @ yes Deliveroble fully -
objective of NETCHEM overall objectives of the project? ano complies the overall
e ; 2 partially objectives of the Project. =
2. Compliance with the Does the deliverables comply with the | @ yes | Deliverable is jully
specific objectives of WP Objectives as specified In the WP ano compliant with the
the workpackage | description? o 2 partially objectives of WP1. .
3. Correspondence with Does the deliverable correspond with B yes Deliverable corresponds
h of work | the activity i no with the description of
of the relevant activity | the Application Form? = partially relevant activity. = =
4. Compliance with the Is the presented using the o Deliverable is written
dellverables format Project’s deliverable format i using corresponding
o » Jformat. R
5, Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: Used methodology
External used 2 based on evaluation of
information Bibliography o the questionnaires is
List of contacts . described in details.
e | Methodology used {l.e. for surveys) e o = .
| 6. Adequacy of written Level of written English Eexcellent Level of written English
language Dadequate is excellent.
B 11 poor o o S RO |
Overall assessment and Accept The deliveroble is in line with the aims of the
suggestions for WPI, it is carefuily worked out. Therefore |
improvement o _ recommend to occept it without changes.
[ Date of Quality Assurance perfarmed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: _June 23, 2017 -
Dea for submission of amended version of the -

}}WL_(, M%mﬂé

N
)‘ SC Approval for deliverable WP1 PREP 1.1.pdf

SC Approval for deliverable WP1 - PREP 1.1.

Updated Tobe

Work
delivery

package

To be reviewad

jowad
sy by whom?

date (yes/no)

11
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15/01/17
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1.2. Analysis of PC partners Knowledge/Skills/Practice in using OER/WARIAL in EFSC

o N
}_ PREP 1.2. Report on PC Practice in Using OER and WARIAL.pdf

IQAT Approval for PREP 1.2.pdf

lytical Chemistry

Co-fundad by the
Erasmus+ Programme:
of the European Union

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: PREP 1.2 Report on PC practice in using OER and Instrumental Analysis

Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: vana vanéev - Tumbas, Tatjana Andelkovié

WP leader: University of Greenwich (UoG), UK

IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir JovanEicevi¢

e ,
}_ SC Approval for deliverable WP1 PREP 1.1.pdf

Assurance peint Issues to be d Comments
1.Complience with the Does the deliverable comply with the | x yes
objective of NETCHEM overall objectives of the project? zne 7 /
o partially
2. Compliance with the Does the deliverables comply with the x yes
specific objectives of the WP Objecti ified in the WP ono I/ !
workpackage description? o partially
3. Correspondence with | Does the deliverable correspond with | x yes
the description fwork of | the activity description as specified in zne 7 /
the relevant activity the lication Form? o partially
4. Compliance with the Is the deliverable presented using the x yes
i format Project’s deliverable format ono / !
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: The document is
complementary External sources used specifically defined
information Bibliography oyes for the needs of NETCHEM /
List of contacts =ne with no external sourced
gy used (i.e. for surveys) indicated.
6. Adequacy of written Level of written English x excellent
language o adequate / /
= poor
Overall assessment and This version
suggestions for should be ; /
improvement approved as
final version.
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 10/05/2017
Deadline for ission of amended version of the deliverables: 15/05/2017
S\ WMape g
NETCHEM \J \'\ A A VAR

SC Approval for deliverable WP1 - PREP 1.1.

To be
etk Delivarables Due date roviowad | 10 bereviewad

packsge by whom?
(yes/no)

Report on EU

Practice in using

OER and UPMC Report 15/01/17

Instrumental

Analysis

Report on PC

Practice in using
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1.3. Defining the required competences and technical background for using OER/WARIAL in EFSC for PC universities

M
), PREP 1.3. Assessment and proposal of procedures for using OER and WARIAL in Environmental and Food Safety
Control v2.pdf

IQAT Approval for PREP 1.3.pdf

hded by the
Programme
hean Union

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: “Assessment and proposal of procedures for using OER and WARIAL in L- E -
e QAT _Evaluation_Prep_1.3.pdf

Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Adamov Jasna, Andjelkovic Tatjana, Cendic Marina, Djukic Maja, Gajica Gordana, lijevic Konstanin, Ivancev-Tumbas vana, Ivanovic
Milos, Jovancicevic Branimir, Kika Alda, Kodra Mariolz, Kongoli Renata, Kostic Ivana, Lioha lir, Matovic Zoran, Morina Ariola, Radoniic Jelena, Turk-Sekulic Maja, Vasjari
Majlinda, Darko Andjekovic, Milan Antonijevic, Brossas Anne, Caslavsky Josef, Mendham Andrew, Stoiljkovic Natal, Tabet Jean-Calude, Warnet Anna and Zarubica Aleksandra

WP leader: University of Nis

IQAT reviewer: Jovancicevic Branimir Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Delil Prep 1.3: and proposal of for using Open
Education Resources and Web Accessed Remote Analysis in Envir and Food Safety Control
S — - —
Assurance point Issues to be addressed ] | Comments Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: _.—, .
1.Complience withthe | Does the deliverable comply with the | @ yes WP leader: Tatjona Andjelkovic SC Ap p rova | fo r d e | vera b Ie WP1 PREP 1.3 df
objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? E::mallv T T— « D p
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | @ yes R -
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP | Zno [ Assurance point | 1ssues to be addressed Comments 7 "
& partially 1 ith the oes the deli the | Dyes Deliverable pecfectl ly with - - B i
2p —= ply pecfec SC A WP1 -
3. Correspondence with | Does the deliverable correspond with | 7 yes objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? rno the objectives of NETCHEM. pproval for deliverable WP1 — PREP 1.3.
the description of work of | the activity ion as specifiedin | Eno o partially
- o Updats
the relevant activity the Application Form? @ partially the he de comply with the | Eyes Deliverable /s consistent with the _ — Work d’:’w od ‘:ﬂ“ S e
4. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | [ yes e} | W fledinthe We: | R0 objectves Speciiad in corfespondted package ovmty  mevieue by whom?
format Project’s deli format %no o . - desr SN Bﬂ.ﬂlj"L WP package = o date (yes/no)
ul - 3 the bl pond wit yes Deliverable corresponds fully with  — |
5. Adequacy of E:mst of complel:en(arv info: workor lvity description as specifiedin | =no the specification of corresponding
fumnlerr{enl-rv ernal sources use Tyes tivity the Application Form? © partially activity in the Applicotion Form.
information Bibliography o 4. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented usingthe | &1yes
List of contacts Project’ format cno
used (i 5 of Exampl yinfo: Deliverable contals st of
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English Bexcellent complementary External sources used references. ReporEon
s D adequate information Bibliography ;EV:‘ Methodology of surveys s A wk 5 pe
gioor List of contacts an described, 12| | PrckcoRusiig
Overall assessment and / = S ] OFR and UNS Report  15/02/17
st 6. Adequacy of written Mexcellent Level of written English is very good, Instrumental
language adequate | only several typing mistokes could Analysis
> 5 TOAT/EOAT reviewsrs: 18/08/3017 I POY S © poor be found in the text.
Date of Quality Assuramref e Y :IA I' :‘A Creviewers z; Z oﬁ oy S Overall assessment and Accept Deliverable s of very good Trccept without changes, Adscomentand
Deadiine for of amended version of the deliverables: suggestions for professional quaiity. proposal of
improves . - 13  procedures for
3 I 3 Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 06/10/2017_ o - - - using OER and L Report  15/04/17
NETCHEM ROAVAY — Deadline for submission of amended version of the N S /s SR Tarental
\ /}\7 A /( @Z lov Analysis in EFSC
Conceptual
) 21 designofsaL
TCHEM 1 IN
. basedsystemfor opoits) A3/08/ 14
EFSC Data
Guidelines for
F i Training >
publishing by CEA jag | 19/06/A7
WARIAL
Guidelines for

23 courses Training




WP 2. Establishing NETCHEM platform

2.1. Feasibility assessment and conceptual design of SQL based system for EFSC data collection, case studies and professional’s
discussion forum.

.
}_ DEV 2.1 Conceptual design of SQL database.pdf

A
IQAT Approval for DEV 2.1.pdf

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: “Conceptual design of SQL system based on EFSC data”

Author(s) for the Darko Ivana Stankovic, Ivana Mandic, Darko Mitic and Tatjana Andjelkovic

EQAT Approval DEV 2.1.pdf

WP leader: University of Nis
QAT reviewer: Jovancicevic Branimir

Assurance point Issues to be addressed essment | Comments
1.Complience with the Does the deliverable comply with the | @ yes Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: DEV 2.1 Conceptual desing of SQL system based on EFSC data
objective of NETCHEM overall objectives of the project? :mn_ p Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Darko Andelkovié, Ivan Stankovié, Ivana Madié, Darko Mitic, Tatjana Andelkovié
. o partially .
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | @ yes WP teader: UN. .
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP | Eno IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Josef Caslavsky m_
workpackage _des(ripliun? o partially | SC A I f d I . b I
e | e 4 WP2 - DEV 2.1.pdf
S opmi | oo e e |21 I pproval for deliverable 1.
e O7 Waek o b P ) Does i comply withthe | x yes Deliverable comply
e relevant activity the Form? 2 partially — ST h i i jecti
L e Ap| f the project? ono with the objectives of / el
. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | @ yes - partially the NETCHEM Project.
abl 'v"mﬂ Project’s format , @no Does the deliverables comply withthe | x yes Deliverable comply
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: ‘WP Objecti specified in the WP ono ‘with the ificati
complementary External sources used m N = partially wazﬁn;;:“ / SC Approval for deliverable WP2 — DEV 2.1. Conceptual design of SQL based system for EFSC
information Bibliography & :—:i 3. G with | Does i pond with fiverable agrees with data
List of contacts the description fwork of | the activity description as specifiedin | ~ the specification of / e
used (i. for surveys) | the relevant activity the Application Form? 2 partialy activity in the Work et S To be reviewed
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English Bexcellent ] ] ] Appiication Form. package Sreples ravivired by whom?
language ® adequate 4. Compliance with the Is the deliverable presented using the | x yes / B (yes/no)
o poor i format Project’s dell format ono Report on EU
Overall assessment and 7k 5. 14 Practicein using
Soasedtion for complementary Extemal sources used ves OER and UPMC  Report  15/01/17
* information Bibliography “no ! “ Instrumental
- - ‘\> List of contacts
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 15/08/2017 Analysis
Deadline for of amended version of the del 31/08/2017 & Adequacy of written | Level of written = encelient Report on PC
\ o I\ [ language x adequate I 7 13 Practiceinusing
o \d \ sl NN | = poor NP OER and UNS. Report 15/02/17
N =4 g N \ Overall assessment and This version should be Instrumental
ions for ‘approved as final version. 7 Analysis
improv . Assessment and
S te of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 05/11/2017 proposal of
Deadline for n of amended version of the 1.3 pr dures for
. using OER and i RSEERts | K5/0NAT
Instrumental
NETCHEM Analysis in EFSC
Conceptual
2.1 design of SQL
based system for bl Reportal 15/08/27
EFSC Data
Guidelines for
courses
2.2 Traink
publishing by CEA L ":.‘l 15/06/17
: WARIAL i

networking




2.2. Defining instructions for setting WARIAL networking for courses utilizing web conferencing software.

o
}_ DEV 2.2 Guidelines for courses publishing by WARIAL networking.pdf

IQAT Approval DEV 2.2.pdf —

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: PREP 1.2 Report on PC practice in using OER and Instrumental Analysis
Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: vana Ivanev — Tumbas, Tatjana Andelkovic
WP leader: University of Greenwich (UoG), UK

or 8
e EQAT Approval DEV 2.2.pdf

Assurance point Issues to be addressed A: it Comments i e the.
1.Complience with the Does the deliverable comply withthe | x yes e
jective of NETCHEM jectives of the project? sno 7 /
= partially
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | x yes
r:;'ﬁ‘;l;'f"“s ofthe | WP Objectives as specified in the WP ;::ma"' ! / Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: DEV 2.2 Guidelines for courses ishing by OER
3.C i Does the delr with | xyes Author{s) ible for i Milan Antonijevié, Tatjana Andelk
iption fworkof | the activi iption as specifiedin | = no 7 /
the r activity the Application Form? o partially WP leader: UoG ~
4_Compliance withthe | Is the deliverable presented usingthe | x yes 10AT/EQAT reviewer(s): Josef Caslavsky
L Project’s deliverable format =no ! !
5. Adequacy ples of y info: The document is .
y ayes specifically defined Issues to be addressed Comments
information Bibliography oy for the needs of NETCHEM / 1.Complience with the | Does the deliverable comply with the | = yes Deliverable comply
List of contacts w':' w:k'ml sourced jecti METCHEM jecti the project? one with the objectives of I
(ie. for surveys) indicated. o partially the NETCHEM Project.
6. Adequacy of written [ Level of written English x excellent 2. Compliance withthe | Does the deliverables comply with the | x yes Deliverable comply
language - adequate / ! specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP one with the specification f m__
i " T“hl."mr _ iption? o partially of WP2 objectives. -
S by 5 Conepansece Wi | s v rrane i | Debverave e i SC Approval for deliverable WP2 DEV 2.2.p
sugges ons for oooveaas / / the description fworkof | the activity description as specifieain | %Y the specification of / i
fmproveme final version. activity the ication Form? = partially activity in the
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 10/05/2017 Application Form.
Deadline for submission of amended version of the deliverables: 15/05/2017 4, Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | x yes ; ;
i format Project’s deliverable format ono
- 5. yinfo: SC Approval for deliverable WP2 — DEV 2.2.
N\ A VAR Y T used
NETCHEM AN 1 information Bibliography . i Upcintadt b To be reviewed
) List of contacts Deliverables Duedate  delivery  reviewed S
(i.e. for surveys) date (yes/no)
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English 0 excelient Report on EU
language x adequate ! ! Practice in using
o poor 11
Oueral assessment and “This version shoud be : HEnand MEMCY | seport | [R15/(01/17
suggestions for approved as final version. / Instrumental
i Analysis
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 05/11/2017 =7 4 / Report on PC
Deadline for ission of amended version of the deli el ZAHpAX Practice in using
1.2
sl OER and UNS Report  15/02/17
Instrumental
NETCHEM 1 Analysis
Assessment and
proposal of
1.3 procedures for
UN Report 15/04/17
G using OER and Ra i
Instrumental
Analysis in EFSC
Conceptual
21 designof SQL
UN Report  15/08/17
based system for P /08/
EFSC Data
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courses

o i)
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2.3. Defining instructions for publishing courses utilizing massive open online courses provider.

e
}_ DEV 2.3 Guidelines for courses publishing by OER.pdf

IQAT Approval DEV 2.3.pdf

Co-lunded by the
Erasmuss Programme
of the European Union

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of DEV 2.3 Guidelines for courses iing by OER
hor(s) ible for Milan Antonijevié, Tatjana Andelkovic
WP leader: UoG
IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir Jovanéicevié
Issues to be addressed Comments
1.Complience with the | Does the deliverable comply with the | xyes
objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? =no / /
S partially -
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | xyes o w ranme -
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP | =no / /  urion
ipti = partially
3 ith | Does the deliverabl dwith | xyes
the description fwork of | the activity description as specifiedin | Sno J /
the relevant activity the Application Form? opartially Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: DEV 2.3 Guidelines for courses publishing by OER
4. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | xyes ; , ’ ) S "
i format Project’s deliverable format =no Author(s) forthe Milan Tatjana
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: The document s WP leader: UoG
complementary External sources used e specificall defined . -
information Bibliography e for the needs of NETCHEM / IQAT/EQAT reviewers): Josef Caslavsky
List of contacts =ne with no external sourced
(i.e. for surveys) indicated.
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English *encellent Assurance point Issues to be addressed Assessment | Comments Recommendations
language Sadequate / / 1.Complience with the | Does the deliverable comply with the | xyes Deliverable camply
=poor jective of NETCHEM jectives of the project? ono with the objectives of /
Overall assessment and “This version should be o partially the NETCHEM Project.
suggestions for approved as final version. / 2. Compliance with the Does the deliverables comply with the | xyes Deliverable comply
L ; ific objectives of the | WP Objecti specifiedinthe WP | =no with the specification /
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT raviewers: 05/11/2017 workpackage description? = partially of WP2 objectives.
Deadline for submission of amended version of \ 3. Comespondence with | Does the deliverable correspond with | _ Jes Deliverable agrees with o 1
o\ D\ e, the description fwork of | the activity description as specified in the specification of .
Y\ the reevantaciity | the Anpliction Formz e ety the ! SC Approval for deliverable WP2 DEV 2.3.pdf
o partially -
Application Form.
NETCHEM 1 4. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | x yes ; f —
i format Project’s i format ono
5. Adequacy E yinfo: -
used SC Approval for deliverable WP2 — DEV 2.3.
information Bibliography e / Updatad Toba
List of contacts ono Work _ N To be reviewed
k Deliverables Ducdate  delivery  reviewed o o
e. for surveys) packaga . (yasfmo) y whom?
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English = excellent Report on EU
language * adequate / ! L, Practice inusing
| = poor . OER and uPMC Report 15/01/17
Overall assessment and This version should be Instrumental
suggestions for approved as final version. / Anaiyais
improvement _ . Report on PC
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 05/11/2017 =7, ety
Deadiine for submission of amended version of the deli W L ZRHAX / 1.2
L a4 OER and uNs Report  15/02/17
T / Instrumental
Analysis
R Assessment and
proposal of
1.3 procedures for
e un Report  15/04/17
Instrumental
Analysis in EFSC
Conceptual
21 design of SQL
N R 1 17
based system for e [ A
EFSC Data
Guidelines for
courses
S B Blishing B cEA T';;":"l 15/06/17
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2.4. Equipping PC institutions with technical support for forming NETICHEM platform

v
’L DEV 2.4. Report on purchased equipment.pdf

IQAT Approval DEV 2.4.pdf o

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable:
Author(s) ible for the del Branimir i
WP leader: UB

IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir Jovancicevic

Assurance point Issues to be addressed [ | comments
ot wir Do e delrele gy il | B pprova DEV 2.4 p
objective of NETCHEM overall objectives of the project? Bno - -
ol partially
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | Elyes
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP | Bno
o ipti  partially |
3.C with | Does the del with | Byes
the description fwork of | the activity description as specifiedin | Zno 1QAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Josef C4slavsky, Milan Antonijevié, Jean-Claude Tabet, Eric Ezan
the relevant activity the Application Form? 2 partially
4. Compliance withthe | Is the deliverable presented usingthe | Blves 2
i format Project’s deliverable format @no Assurancepoint  Issues to be addressed [ Comments.
5.Adequacyof Examples of complementary info: 1 1.Complience with the Does the deliverable comply withthe | & yes
complementary External sources used . objective of NETCHEM overall objectives of the project? ano
information Bibliography ;f o R o partially
List of contacts 2. Compliance with the Does the deliverables comply with the yes
used (i.e. for surveys) specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified In the WP one
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English Bexcellent 11 partially
language Badequate 3.C with | Does the deli with | Hyes
 poor the description of work of | the activity descripti specifiedin | ono
Overall assessment and the relevant activity the Application Form? © partlally S C a r‘ov a I
stiggestions for 4. Compliance with the | Is the dellverable presented using the - Several flaws in Correct the deliverable according to comments. .
: format Project’ format 5 :o formatting are listed | Prefer pdf format for deliverables.
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: November 2018 ! oo | B below
Deadline for submission of amended version of the deli / 5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info:
complementary External sources used
information Bibliography Byes
T\NV‘\L A ’\;g \&wﬁ\\f— List of contacts e ane.
e. vs)
x = ['6. Adequacy of written Level of written English | nexcelient
s 1 language # adequate (e .
Overall assessment and == [[See attached comments | Correct the def Wa Itl ng to be s Ign ed .
orrect the deliverable according to comments.
suggestions for | of reviewers. of reviewers.
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: _November 11, 2018 -

| Deadline for submission of amended version of the deli s PP

NETCHEM 3




2.5. Training the university staff for using massive online courses platform and WARIAL networking.

'L DEV 2.5 - Training material for usage of NETCHEM platform training sessions at UoG UB and UPMC.pdf

QAT

EQAT
Reviewing is not started.
Reviewing is not started. ”

Reviewing is not started.




WP 3. Creation and Implementation of SQL based system for EFSC data collection (UN)

3.1. Creation of SQL based system for EFSC Data collection, case studies and professionals’ discussion forum
Start version of SQL based system

3.2. Optimization of SQL based system based on the feed - back of enrolled participants (students, researchers,
professionals)
Optimized SQL based system

3.3. Implementation of optimized SQL based system as web -accessible standalone application
Loading of data to SQL based system records

3.4. Setting of SQL based system connectivity as a component of NETICHEM platform *
SQL database interconnected with other NETCHEM OER components

Reviewing is not started.



\\x

WP4. Development and delivery of courses via NETCHEM platform //
P Yy P /////////

4.4. Defining rights, rules and mechanisms on protection of intellectual properties at NETCHEM platform

PLT
,L DEV 4.4 Agreement on protection of intellectual properties at NETCHEM platform.pdf

Reviewing is not started.



WP 5. Quality assurance and monitoring

Quality Control and Monitoring Manual.pdf

IQAT Approval for Quality Control Monitoring Manual.pdf

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: Quality Control Monitoring Manual

Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: M:

WP leader: P10 - UT

da Vasj

IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir Jovangicevic

i, Maja Bukic, Tatjana Andelkovié

Assurance point Issues to be addressed Comments
1.Complience with the Does the deliverable comply with the | x yes
bjective of NETCHEM Il objectives of the project? Zno / /
o partially
2. Compliance withthe | Does the deliverables comply with the | xyes
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP ono ! /
ipti = partially _l' . i .
3. Correspondence with Does the deliverable correspond with xyes
Pl el o ool B , ) EQUAT_Evaluation_QC_and_Monitoring_Manual.pdf
the relevant activity the Application Form? = partially
4. Compliance with the Is the deliverable presented using the xyes / /
i format Project’s deliverable format =no
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: The documentis Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: Quality Control and Monitoring Manual
complementary External sources used specficaly defined
information Bibliography Sves for the needs of NETCHEM i Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Majlinda Vasjari, Maja Djukic, Tatjana Andjelkovic
List of contacts =ne withno external sourced WP leader: Unlversity of Tirana {Albania)
used (ie. for surveys) indicated. :
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English ~ excellent IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s}: Josef Caslavsky
language o adequate / J
= poor iz s = R
Overall assessment and This version ‘Assurance point Tssues to be addres: Assessment | Comments ]
suggestions for should be , , 1, Compliance with the | Does the deliverable comply withthe | & yes Deliveratle comply perfectly with
improvement approved as objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? no the overall objectives of the
final version. — = partially NETCHENM Project. =
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: 03/05/2017 3. Compliancewith the | Does the deliverable comply withthe | @ yes Deliverable comply vilth the WP5 | —
Deadiine for submission of amended version of the deliverables: / . specific objectivesof the | WP Objectives as specified in the WP | =no objectives.
r\x\\d\a ,\m.’\t\&,\»\v\ — | workpackage | deseription? ~ partially o ]
3. Correspondence with | Does the dellverable correspond with | Wyes Deliverable corresponds to the | —
the description of work | the activity description as specifiedin | =no activity specified in the Application
ETerE onthe relevant activity | the ApplicationForm? | ~partially __|[form. B
4. Compliance with the Is the deliverable presented using the yes
deliverables format Project’s dellverable format cno N .
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary Info: No external sources of additional
| used information ore needed for this
s Ayes
Information Bibliography =i type of delivery. All necessory
List of contacts - information is included in the text.
Vo = Methodology used (L.e. for surveys) - I
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English "Hexcellent
language | Dadequate
| opoor - ; =
Overall assessment and . Accept ‘Accept without changes

_}: SC Approval for deliverable WP5 - Quality Control and Monitoring Manual.pdf

suggestions for

Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/!

T reviewers: _30/05/2017 _

PREP

SC Approval for deliverable WPS5 — Quality Control and Monitoring Manual

=

1.3

Deliverables Due date
Report on EU
Practice in using
OER and
Instrumental
Analysis

Report on PC
Practice in using
QER and
Instrumental

uPMC Report 15/01/17

Report 15/02/17
Analysis
Assessment and
proposal of
procedures for
using OER and
Instrumental
Analysts in EFSC
Conceptual
design of sQL
based system for
EFSC Data
Guidalines for
courses
publishing by
WARIAL
networking
Guldalines for
courses

un Report 15/04/17

unN Report 15/08/17

Training
matarial

CEA 15/06/17

Training

Updatad
delivery
date

To ba
Fe—
(yes/na)

To be reviewed

by whom?




WP 6. Dissemination and Exploitation of NETCHEM platform

‘L Dissemination and Sustainability Plan.pdf

IQAT Approval for Dissemination Plan.pdf

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: Dissemination Plan

Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Josef Eslavsky, Tatjana Andelkovi¢

WP leader: P4 - BUT

IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir Jovancicevié

surance point Issues to be addressed Comments
1.Complience with the | Does the deliverable comply with the | xyes
objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? ano / !
= partially
2. Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | xyes
pecific objectives of the jecti ified in thewp | =no / ’
= partially “'
3. Correspondence with | Does the deliverable correspond with | x yes H H H H
ionfurkor | ety e et | 1o : ' EQAT_Evaluation_Dissemination_Plan.pdf
the relevant activity the Application Form? = partially - -_ - I
4. Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented using the | x yes
i Project’s deliverable format sno ! !
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: The document is I
_complerr!emary Ex_ne_m:l sources used yes specifically defined Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: Dissemination Plan
information fi:"‘;"g;;:z Vs =no m";’:::::ﬂ'if’" ! Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Josef Caslavsky
ed (i.e. for surveys) indicated. WP leader: Brmo University of Technology
6. Adequacy of written Level of written English * excellent IQAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Milan Antonijevié
language = adequate / !
= poor .
Overall assessment and This version Assurance point T Issuesto be addressed [ Comments =
suggestions for should be ; ; 1. Compliance withthe | Does the deliverable comply with the |  yes. ["Delverable comply with | =
improvement approved as bjective of NETCHEM of the project? o the objectives of the P
final version. . o partially NETCHEM Project. . . - .
Date of Quaity Assurance performed by IQAT/EGAT reviewers: 05/07/2017 2. Compliance withthe | Does the deliverabies comply withthe | I yes Delverabie comly with — E SC Approva | for deliverable WP6 - Dissemination Plan. p df
Deadline for ission of amended version of the deliy ! re specific objectives of the WP Objectives as specified in the WP ono the specification of WP6
A NV W tior o partially objectives. )
\‘ \\ o\l 3.c th | Dossthe dein spordwith | s Deliverable agrees with -
the description of work | the activity descripti ifiedin | Yo the specification of
NETCHEM N onthe relevantactivity | the Application Form? ::: iy nd;;';tyin the SC App for deli ble WP6 — D jon Plan
S Application Form.
3.Compliance withthe | Is the deliverable presented usingthe | 1 yes 5 Updated Tobe X
L Project’s deliverable format ano - Weri Deliverables Dusdate | delivery  reviewed  1oo¢ reviewsd
B Info: Bibliography is included. packape date (yes/no) by whem?
information Bibliography :ﬂ" Report on EU
LUst of contacts 11 Practice in using
thodology used (i.e. for surveys) | OER and uPMC Report 15/01/17
6. i lish oexcellent | Instrumental
language & adequate ol
0 poor.
Overall assessment and = Accept “TAccept, revision of English by native speaker is Report on PC
suggestions for desirable. 12 Practice in using
B | * OERand UNS Report  15/02/17
Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: o A | el
Deadiine for submission of amended version of ) / M{[,{l 77 ] Pttt
KVL Q/VJV Assessment and
/V proposal of
1.3 procedures for
NETGE 5 : e un 15/04/17
Instrumental
Analysis in EFSC
Conceptual
21 design of sQL
T un Report  15/08/17
EFSC Data
Guidelines for
courses
22 Lublishing by ceA T"'"irl"l 15/06/17
: WARIAL materia
networking

Guidelines for




6.8. Memorandum of utilization of NETCHEM platform

Memorandum for NETCHEM utilization signed Reviewing is not started.

Vb



WP 7. Project Management and Coordination

= N
}_ NETCHEM Project Management Program.pdf

IQAT Approval for Project Management Program.pdf

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of Deliverable: Project Management Program

Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Tatjana Andelkovic

WP leader: P1-UN

1QAT/EQAT reviewer(s): Branimir Jovancicevic

EQAT_Evaluation_Project_Management_Program.pdf

Assurance point Issues to be addressed A it Comments.
Complience with the ble comply with the | x yes
objective of NETCHEM | overall objectives of the project? ane J /
= partially
2_Compliance with the | Does the deliverables comply with the | x yes
specific objectives of the | WP Objectives as specified in the W | 2no ] /
ipti = partially
3. i Does i P i xyes
the description fwork of | the activity description as specifiedin | = no / /
the relevant activity the Application Form? = partially
4.Compliance with the | Is the deliverable presented usingthe | xyes
i format Project’s del format =no / /
5. Adequacy of Examples of complementary info: The document is
complementary External sources used oyes specifically defined
information Bibliography s for the needs of NETCHEM /
List of contacts with no external sourced
(i.e. for surveys) indicated.
6. Adequacy of written | Level of written English x excellent
language = adequate / /
= poor
Overall assessment and ‘This version
suggestions for ‘should be J J
improvement approved as
final version.

Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT

jiewers: 03/05/2017

Deadline for submission of amended version of the deliverables: /.

\J \ Mo vl —

NETCHEM

Quality Assurance Check List for Review of WP7: Project Program
Author(s) responsible for the deliverable: Tatjana Andjelkovic
WP leader: University of Ni (Serbia)
IQAT/EQAT reviewerls): Josef Cdslavsky (EQAT)
Issues to be addressed Assessment | Comments. | Recommendations
Does the deliverable comply with the ves Deliverable is compliont with the | —
objective of NETCHEM | overall abjectives of the project? ono objectives of NETCHEM Project.
o partially
2. Compliance with the Does the deliverables comply withthe | [ yes WP7 is Project Management, the | —- S|
il specifiedinthe WP | 0o deliverable perfectly fits with the
= partially WP? objectives. !
3. C he deliverable correspond with yes The deliverable is in accordance | -
the description of work | the activity description as specified In | = with the activity specified in the
onthe he Application Form? 5 partially Application Form.
4.Compllance withthe | Isthe deliverable presented usingthe | ] yes Yes, presented deliverable s using | —
i Project’s deli format? ano the Project’s defiverable format.
quacy I nfo: No external sources or additionol | —
iR information are needed for this
information Bibliography iy type of delivery. All necessary
List of contacts information and due times are
used (ie. for surveys) included in the text. o
6. written Level of writte: lish [excellent Level of written English is very -
language Oadequate | good.
a poor .
Overall assessment and “Accept We recommend update the exchange
suggestions for rates and other data and, if necessary,
improvement other data, after the second instalment. _|

[ Date of Quality Assurance performed by IQAT/EQAT reviewers: _30/04/2017

| Deadline for submission of amended version of

’L SC Approval for deliverable WP7 - Project Management Programme.pdf

o Giiloan))

SC Approval for deliverable WP7 - Project Management Programme

IEES Tobe

d To be reviewed

dabivary o =] by wham?

= (yes/no)

Report on EU
Practice in using
OER and
Instrumental
Analysis

Report on PC
Practice in using
OER and UNS
Instrumental

Analysis

15/01/17

12

Report 15/02/17

13 procedures for

UN Report 15/04/17

21 designof SOL
based system for

EFSC Data

Guidelines for

courses

publishing by cEA
WARIAL

UN Report 15/08/17

Training

material PRI







