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I consider that the aim of this first part of the programme was reached for the following reasons:

1. The field of discussions& activities we participated at was very large: from theory to practice
- From a critical view on classical theories to current issues& debates on theoretical and methodological problems in anthropology; from classic to modern methods (content analyze soft, modern technology) in collecting anthropological data

- A large field of subjects (ethnicity, urban anthropology, case studies etc)

- From lectures to workshops& fieldwork 
 I think that this project allows us to improve our theoretical knowledge but also the methodological one. This is a very important aspect because it gives us a direction in teaching our students more than reading and criticizing the bibliographical references but also to approach the “reality” with different methods.

2. An important point is that the invited professors were from Central and S-E Europe but also from the Western side so the participants had the opportunity to listen to more approaches (issues, debates, fieldwork methodologies). It was also important that every lecture and workshop was in the same time a theoretical approach and a teaching methodology. A second aspect of this international project is that we can establish a regional network and, in the same time, we have access on already existing networks. 
3. The selected participants have different backgrounds (sociology, social psychology etc), and during our activities we was confronted with the inter-disciplinarily of the anthropological approaches.
4. Beside the teaching experience, we find ways of improving our research issues: sharing fieldwork experience, connecting among different topics or different methods and views in approaching the same topic (especially the last point: mostly of us come from ex- communist countries, we could appreciate the different interests and problems that mark the anthropological researches and projects; we could find different ways of researching the same problem. From this point of view, it was a very interesting inter- national comparing aspect)
5. Regarding the core aim of the programme, excellence in teaching anthropology, I could say that for me, being part of it, it is a won point because:

- We shared our teaching experience and received a feedback on our teaching methods from the invited professors. In this way, we can extend this forming anthropological network and we can be connected with the current issues in both the West and East of Europe.
- We are able to improve our readers and topics due to the compared syllabus bazaar and the other sources of anthropological literature. Being part of this programme that have continuity, it is almost predictable that we will be involved in a professional network that will allow us to improve ourselves as teachers and researchers (sharing and updating continuously the bibliography, topics, teaching methods, projects in which  students will be involved). In the same time, involving our students in monitoring the literature, we will be permanently connected with the latest book launches in the social sciences area not only in our country.
- Through the workshops, we received a feedback on the way we can construct a course structure and can design a research project. This was good not only because we tested our teaching skills but also we had to collaborate and agree on a final structure, having a larger perspective.
- We get stimulated in involving our students in research programmes, in creating professional networks inside our university but also among different universities (in this respect, it is very important that the same topic is approached by 2 or more student teams and it will have more than a “local” view, encouraging both us, the participants, and the students to have a comparative view on the topic). We are also faced with a real collaboration: we have to design a research, to attract our students to participate (and this is a very provocative task), to communicate all the time and to have a comparative view on the results (I consider that this research will improve not only our students but also our own fieldwork skills and knowledge)
- It is very important for us to be coordinated and supported in our teaching and researching directions by the invited professors.  
6. Organizationally, it was very important that we were divided in teams for the workshops so we could be active participants. Another point is that we had the opportunity to spend time together (participants and professors), in informal discussions, so we could know each other and form the teams according to our teaching methodology and area of topics we are interested in.  

For the following steps of the project, I agree with the conclusions emerged in our final discussion:

· to  stress the intersession activities& communication because they are same important as the  summer school activities (involving and encouraging our students toward research projects, theoretical study, comparative analyses; exchange experience inside our teams but with the other teams also)

· during the session activities, to empathize on teaching and researching problems (projecting  courses structures, fieldwork projects etc)

· to create  teams that will be focused on an anthropological domain (urban anthropology, ethnicity, visual anthropology and so on) 
