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Summary of agreed outputs/collaboration
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Additionally: 

1. Marcelo invited all the projects to submit a contribution to special issue of 
Elsevier´s journal that he and two colleagues are producing:

Computers & education: Artificial Intelligence:
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/computers-and-education-artificial-
intelligence/about/call-for-papers#towards-responsible-ai-in-education-challenges-and-
implications-for-research-and-practice

2. Google Folder Set up by Ruben García Vidal (e-DIPLOMA)
- Aim: to share collaborating activities amongst Sister Projects 
- Link to access folder will be shared with CH/OMT after this meeting

3. Meeting with all Sister Projects’ Dissemination and Exploitation Managers
- In the pipeline 
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Agenda item #05: GANTT Chart
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Agenda item #05: Milestones

Info from Project Handbook
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Agenda item #05: Risks
Info from Project Handbook
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Q1: There is likely to be a case when a deliverable (dissemination level = public) and a publication 
(open source, with EC acknowledgement) may contain much of the same information, and one or the 
other would show up as plagiarism if anyone was to use IT tools/programmes to check such.

Advice from the PO: 

1. According to the : ALLEA-European-Code-of-Conduct-for-Research-Integrity-2017.pdf

In addition to direct violations of the good research practices set out in this Code of Conduct, examples 
of other unacceptable practices include, but are not confined to: 

• Re-publishing substantive parts of one’s own earlier publications, including translations, without 
duly acknowledging or citing the original (‘self-plagiarism’).

In their most serious forms, unacceptable practices are sanction able, but at the very least every effort 
must be made to prevent, discourage and stop them through training, supervision and mentoring and 
through the development of a positive and supportive research environment

2. Alternatively, you can always change the status of the relevant Deliverables to Confidential.

3. If you have a publication, this can become part of the deliverable. The deliverable itself can then be a short text 
summarizing the most important findings with reference to what you have promised in the deliverable. The 
publication is then attached to this deliverable.

Agenda Item #06: Deliverables (Queries)
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Q2: The main work for one deliverable that a partner is responsible for, has been done by 
someone who is on a scholarship. 
This person does not charge time or receive any funding from the project. 
Is it possible to name this person as the lead author? 
Or should they just be acknowledged for their contribution? 

Guidelines/Advice

• The authorship of a deliverable is flexible
• The work spent by the person with a scholarship can be seen as an 'in-kind contribution' by 

the partner organisation, even if the related costs are not eligible or reported.
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Agenda Item #06: Deliverables (Queries)

Q3: Procedure re, Possible delay in deliverables? 

Guidelines/Advice

• Some POs check deliverables when submitted , other POs may check deliverables all at 
once at the end of a reporting period. They will nevertheless get  alerts by the system if a 
deliverable is not properly submitted (e.g. if a draft is uploaded but not submitted). 

(1) Identify any deliverables for which more time is needed. 
(2) write to the PO asking whether it is acceptable to postpone (max. 1-2 months) stating the 

justifications (e.g. amount of work in the first project phase, aim to maximise their quality 
by having some more time for reviewing, etc.) and confirm that there will be no 
implications for the ongoing and following tasks. 

• POs usually accommodate and accept minor delays by approving it via a message (without 
the need of an amendment). 

• They also appreciate transparency which helps to build up trust.
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Agenda Item #06: Deliverables (Info from Handbook)

Info from Project Handbook (1/2) 
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Agenda Item #06: Deliverables

Info from Project Handbook (2/2) 
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Agenda item #06: Deliverables (Due M6)
Status/Review of Six Deliverables due M6 (5 mins each)

Link to Quality Control sheet: 
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1wCYFr8Fph4wFUJguQQU7oWT7QTTe8-HlbUToWhOdyBE/edit#gid=391918334
(snapshot below)

5 mins update on Status etc,  per deliverable due at M6  (from each WP Lead)
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Agenda Item #08: 
Planning and Agenda Items for Athens Meeting 
29-31 March, 2023

Link to Folder with all preparation/ planning information 
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1Q2dFEBcJDNb_3W-xm-LOn9nOJh4YBsyf?usp=share_link

Suggestions for agenda items
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1sFYtzQyAGN36_GcWwy7zgBS9ViMi5XTt/edit?usp=share_link
&ouid=106869227590395111863&rtpof=true&sd=true

1. All partners should be represented, including at least one particpant per partner for the OMT/Steering 
Committee meeting (which needs to take place every 6 months according to the CA)

2. Timing and length of OMT/Steering Committee meeting (e.g., at start/close of project; ½ day, full day?)

3. Involvement of Scientific Advisory Board?

4. Agenda items – please populate link above which is also in the Planning/Preparation folder
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• Technology development: When to expect each technology to be ready and available for 
teacher/student usage and in what level? Timetable of technology availability (NKUA, Simple, 
LNU, OU) (WP4) ~ 30 minutes?

• Y1 Activities and Resources Design: What DT activities & resources have each partners 
developed/plans to develop for Y1. Presentation of Activity plans/games etc. Brainstorming 
(WP3 & 5) ~45 minutes?

• Y1 Schools & teacher interventions. What is the plan by each partner? How are they going to 
integrate DT and Technologies in the classroom (WP5) (NKUA lead; All presenting) ~45 minutes?

• Hands-on sessions with the project technologies in which all participants will actually use the 
technologies to create things (ChoiCo,MaLT2, SorBET) ~2 hours?

Agenda Item #08: 
Athens Project Meeting: NKUA Suggested Agenda Items
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