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E>ecutive summary

In the following pages the main considerations concerning the ar& in WPT2 and obtained through the
second series of local workshops are presented. Local workshops are key activities in the develomhent
ADRISEISMIC project. They have been conceived as local snetimgy Project Partner (PP) and the local
stakeholders in order tealidatethe t Vi [~outputs andmaximise the durability of the project results. In this
respect, all the interested parties will directly benefit from the participatiotnese events since the local
workshops foreseen during project lifetime will allow to transfergieerated knowledge to the competent
policy-making bodies at different territorial levels and to make it avatlablber territories and institutions.
Also, thanks to the participation of Associated Partners (AP), the worksivitiea@re intended tdoster the
dissemination of ADRSESMC main outputs to the relevant stakeholders and are devoted to the validation,
tailoring an institutionalization of project results.

The Covid-19 pandemic influenced the modality of all ADRISEI&A\i@Ikshops. Therefore, for the second
series of local workshops each partner chose the organisational mddadnsidered best (in person, remote
or mixed), taking into account the specific situation in its territory.

In addition, each PP could also decide whether to organise a siegleirwhich to present the results
obtained for all 3 work packages (WPT1, WPT2 and WPT3) at the sanoe tovi@an three different dates.
All events took place over the summer period of 2021.

The introduction provides an overview of the main objectivatefvorkshops by considering the events
organized by all PPs, as well as highlights the points of convemmhdivergence in their organization and
outcomes. Following the introduction, six chapters are dedicated to miréise key takeaways for each
W ESv E }uUVSEC[*s AYEI*Z}% X

Reports filled in by PPs after the events are included as Annexes.oBasd¢emplate developed at project
level, they are intended as a tool that PPs use to evaluate the wor&sdap collect the results from the
evaluation questionnaires to the participants. Finally, it is pointed out itiha¢ some partners organised a
single event where the three packages (WPT1, WPT2 and WPT3) were presehie same time, the
deliverables T.1.3.2, T.2.3.3, T.3.3.2, share some annexes asuatjwemly, some general considerations and
observations on the points of convergence and divergence rdgggss and satisfaction of each event.
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Introduction

According to the Application Form (AF), a seriésurflocal workshops (one per semester starting from Sem.

Il to Sem. V) is expected for each WPT and the specific olgeantiveelated to the technical activities carried

out by PPs in the WPT framework. The workshop should berpedan each of the six PP countries: in Italy
it will be organised jointly by UNIBO and IIPLE while in Greece JBG@nvill arrange together the event.

Furthermore, the workshops should also serve ascemson to attract and engage further target groups into
project activities. The target groups of local workshops can bddeoed those people useful for the
development of project activities through fruitful discussion artiénvalidation of the achievements of the
project. In general, it is possible to refer to all potential stakemldenong others:
x Policy: regional and local governing bodies, territorial development instguts@ctoral agency
etc.
x Public: local residents, associations, schools, local action grivilgRaety organizations, interest
groups including NGOs, etc.
x Research: universities and research institutes
Training centres and schools
x Enterprises and Association of Enterprises operating in the building rstduction sector, focused
on restoration and retrofitting of historical buildings.

The Covid-19 pandemic influenced the modality of all ADRISEI&\i@Iikshops. Therefore, for the second
series of local workshops, each partner, taking into account trafispstuation in its territory, chose the
organisational modality it considered best (in person, remote or mixed).

In addition, each PPs could also decide whether to organise aesheglian which to present the results
obtained for all 3 work packages (WPT1, WPT2 and WPT3) at the sanoe tinpdan three different dates.
All events took place over the summer period of 2021.

Even if the local workshops were almost all organized in a singletieaedealt with all the work packages at
the same time, three different local workshops deliverables are exptetee produced according to the AF.
These deliverables - T 1.3.2, T 2.3.3 and T 3.3.2 - as speecifie previous section, share partly the same
contents, although each one tries to focus more on the observaioth&leas resulting from the presentation
and discussion with the participants on each WPT. This documeificsdy reports the main results of WPT2
"Establishing ADRISEISMIC methodology for seismic vulnerabilityoréducti

1. General structure of the events

As anticipated, the second series of local workshops were organisia partner countries during the
summer period of 2021 (semester Il and beginning of sema&éteThis time, the overall objective of the
Workshop was to share the progress made and the overall feedbléexttex within the framework of the
research carried out. Furthermore, the possibility of direct discussibrthetstakeholders made it possible
to gather numerous insights and to validate, where necessary, the defioeesss.

In this respect, for what concerP12, the workshop has been structurgaldiscuss about the results and
information onconstruction techniques, intervention techniques and evaluation methods collected for each

7
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country as reported in the deliverables (T.2.1.1 and T.2.1.2) and cdinpaahles (annexes to the
deliverable T.2.1.2). With the particular focus of each partner fgeitgraphical area.

Before the event, each PP prepared the necessary material to present jipet prad to support the thematic
discussion; this latter collaborating constantly with WPT Leaders aswatrikehops strongly relied upon the
activities structured in each WPT. Al} E | » Z péseftations were structured with the aim to introduce the
results achieved so far by the project and to present the activityeofvorkshops and the expected results
After the event, as for the first series of local workshops, B&clvas asked to draft event report indicating
general information (e.g., venue, date, duration, number of fensticipants, number of male participants),
summarizing the key takeaways from the event and highlightinmtse relevant observations, comments
and further recommendations made by the workshop participants. Phateershots of the key slides of
§8Z % @E v 8]}ve v 8Z A vi[e PVv A E B3 E R BENE pahod®mE A
monitoring procedures in terms of efficacy and efficiency e$adium activities, aevaluation questionnaire

A «u (8 & Z A VS <lJ]VP (J&E 8 | ZPoE@[ (% S }v

Before focusingon Z A}EI+Z} %[+ }u3 }u +U ]§8 ]e A}ESZ pugZ @EEojvE]=3] « Juud vE
the organization of the event:

x Due to the COVID-19 situation, each partner was allowed to decitkeawn the organisation of the
event, depending on the national health condition (in-person, terapblended modality)

x All PPs divided the event into two parts. The first session wasitgztiio updating the stakeholders
on: developments in each of the three work packages (WPT1, WPV2RAr®), objectives achieved
and planned programming for the next period. The second partdedgated to discussion and
seeking feedback from participants.

X National languages have been used to perform the workshop and maxhmizeclusion of
stakeholders;

X According to the general information provided through the event reptirtsgender distribution was
monitored and resulted to be balanced.

Following this introduction there are six chapters, one for each Partoensr¢; summarising the information
contained in the event reports. Tlegent reports can be found at the end of the deliverable as Annexes.

2. Albanian event

The workshop was held on"13une2021, lasted about three and a half hour and was developed in a single
session organised in remote mode. The event was divided into thmedstocks, each dedicated to a single
WPT. It was decided to structure each of the three blocks in a siaifan first part dedicated to introduce
the topics and objectives pursued by the specific work packaden second part dedicated to the results
gathered during the second semester of work (), using titenml provided in the deliverables and in the
monthly meetings conducted remotely. At the end of the presematif each WP, thirty minutes were
devoted to discussion and tparticipants] questions about what had been just shown them. All the
stakeholders attended all theW [¢ ¢ ee¢]}ve Clv §Z |ke tefk Yakdhdlflers{(7 females and 3
males) attending the event

X Municipality of Gjirokaster,

x Civil engineers (SMEs)
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The Albanian workshop also followed the same structure as outlineg.abbe first part was dedicated to
the objectives and purpose of the specific work package apdriitular the purpose of the second set of
workshops. The second part was dedicated to the results obtaitieel finst part of the project duration: the
collection of data regarding the construction techniques, interverttohniques and expeditious evaluation
methods existing in the various regions investigated.

The focus was particularly on the comparative tables attached to thedliw@rables T.2.1.1. and T.2.1.2,
illustrating the Albanian state of the art in the context of the other areas. hdwshighlighted also that each
country, in recent years, has developed its own particular approachdaagto its cultural trends, but also
to the training of the technicians, and the operations of the compampiesating in the sector.

The discussion revealed that:

X Respecting this variability of approaches, it is not possible taedefiich is correct and incorrect, but
all current choices must be respected.

X Consequently, the in-depth understanding of the local choictsnms of seismic improvement will
make it possible to build a very articulated database in terms of interventaanan effective
component of the ADRISEISMIC methodology and respectfule cdipgproaches in the various
countries.

In order to spread the outcomes of the project and enlarge the #igke @& «[ v, anAtheE Workshop was
organized on July28". The contents of this second event in the framework of the rsdcgeries of
ADRISEISMIC local workshops were similar to the first one, dllawis the Municipality of Gjirokaster
engaging the Regional Directorate of Cultural Heritage, in addition to otesegpatives of the municipality
itself.

2.1. Evalation questionnaire

dZ AZ}o A v3 A« E § e« AA EC opu EP (PO 13 C)ERthwgivEgN evEluation

guestionnaire was filled in by the participant after the workshop. Acaptditheir answers, the workshop
was evaluated as successful and all the stakeholders who filled ewjutstionnaire are interested in
participating in the forthcoming events. No specific improvement hasgsad.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section &ahd Annexes.

3. Cradtian event

The workshop was held onf18une 2021lasted about two hours and a half and it was developed in a single
session organised in presence. The event was divided into threditicks, each dedicated to a single WPT.
It was decided to structure each of the three blocks in a similar wiagt pdrt dedicated to introducing the
topics and objectives pursued by the specific work package sexbnd part dedicated to the results gathered
during the second semester of work (lI), using the materiaigedvn the deliverables and in the monthly
meetings conducted remotely. At the end of the three presentatioal$ an hour was devoted to discussion
v 8} % ES] ]% v 3Iodusing & ]dtiention on the problematizing post-seismic reoact®n with

an emphasis on historical city cores reconstruction.
Twenty-six stakeholders attended (iX0,females and.6 males) the event, more specifically:

x City of Kastela (8)

x Museum town of Kastela (8)



DT2.3.3

HILCITCY ADRISEISMIC REPORTSON WORKSHCPS 2.2

ADRION ADRIATIC-IONIAN

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn - Instrument for Pre-Accession Il Fund

Croatian mountain rescue service (2)

Red cross Kastela (1)

Public institution RERA S.D. for the coordination and developntaet®plit-Dalmatia Country (1)
Civil protection city of Kastela (1)

Volunteer fire department (3)

Urbanex d.o.o (3)

Kvinar d.o.o. (2)

University of Split (2)

X X X X X X X X

In relation to WPT2 the purpose of the work package and its structurpresented to all participants, then,
again, ample space was devoted to the construction techniques,antem techniques and expeditious
assessment methods collected. The main support for the preserdatiere the comparative tables between
the different countries in the project. Even the collection afstaction information that characterize the
historical buildings of the country in terms of building types, matexialsconstruction types was presented.
The concluding discussion focused on two main issues)exged from the event report: the assessment of
masonry buildings and the correct way to implement structural reinforcemehnigues. In the first case,
participants agreed that, when assessing masonry constructions, faltiibfs necessary to evaluate the
masonry quality. Conservators have given the most comments, as tloé @iy review must be to establish
the facts by doing as little damage to the historical heritage as pos$iey pointed out that modern
methods, such as lasers, need to be used for this.

In the second case, they agreed that reinforcement techniques matidie too invasive as many historical
buildings are mostly protected cultural property. They agreed that vitheames to historical heritage it is
necessary to determine the construction of a certain building, that igview the archival documentation
according to which it was built and the existing project documentafiany. Then it is necessary to conduct
a detailed inspection of the existing condition and a recording afaheage.

More details can be found in the relative annex.

3.1. Evaliation questionnaire

dz AZ}o A vs A+« E § « "A EC op e (J(0]8* G @ER WM& ByulXaHorE P
guestionnaires fulfilled by the participant were gathered after the wayixsfihe workshop was evaluated as
successful and all the stakeholders who filled out the questionasérenterested in participating in the
forthcoming events.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section $ahd Annexes.

4., Geekevent

The workshop was held @2" June2021, lasted two hours and was developed in a single session organised
in remote modeThe event was divided into three-time blocks, each dedicateditake VPT. The twenty-
three stakeholdersl@l females and.2 males) attending the event belonged to the following groups:

Region of Crete (7)

Municipality of Rethymno (1)

University of Crete (3)

Technical Chamber of Greet®epartment of Western Crete (1)

X X X

10
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Ephorate of Antiquities of Rethymno (2)

Earthquake Planning and Protection Organization (EPPO) (2)
MAPEI SRB DOO (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (1)
Independent Engineers, external partners (6)

X X X X

Regarding the WPT2, the presentation was divided into topics. Initiallyatticipants were reminded of the
purpose of the work package and the objectives to be achibyethe end of the project. Then the
construction techniques, intervention techniques and expeditioethaus collected over the months were
explained. In this phase, specific reference was made to the Gasekhighlighting the particularities of the
context in relation to the other project regions. During this part of the ptatien, the necessity to have the
widest possible knowledge of the state of the art was highlightemtdoefrrying out structural reinforcement
interventions or conducting quick evaluation analyses.

The last part of the presentation was dedicated to the Greek case $iuitys regard, the survey systems
used (photogrammetry), the collection of existing plans and adixisting material related to the investigated
buildings were defined. Then it was detailed that the case stildnclude 3 historical builvPe § "} A£}E
<l EROC building, Police building and some private ones. Thebilling is 200 years old, stone
constructed with several problems, but very much investigateel.r@&sons for the choice of these 3 old
buildings were explained, reasons that should agree with ADRISEISM&@d ukzsiirements.

Before concluding the event, the lecturer showed a photo frowllapsed part of a chain-smokem an old
historical manufacturing in the city of Rethymno, explained that this mddg@pened a few days before the
meeting, and indicated the importance of ADRISEISMIC project.

4.1. Evalation questionnaire

dz AZ}o Avs A« E 8 e« "AEC g (MO ]13°C}EP WHANBBluAiEN E P
guestionnaire was filled in by eight out of fifteen stakeholdarsigipating at the local workshop. Most of
them were satisfied both in terms of contents and in terms of logisind organization of the workshdfs
explained in the event report, the positive sign was that representatives Archaeology, City Planning,
Municipality and Technical West Department of Rethymno were presenéh8tdérs from Heraklion] v[$
had time for participating, even though they were invited.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section éaheé Annexes.

5. Italian event

The Italian workshop was designed in two separate sessions.glthenti4th July in remote mode, covering
the WPT2 and WPT3 work packages; the other exclusively for WPTLlyTH& event (WPT2 and WPT3)
lasted about two and a half hours. The twenty-four stakeholdersefh@les andl4 males) attending the
event belonged to the following institutions

University of Bologna UNIBO (6)

University of Firenzé UNIFI (1)

University of Perugia UNIPG (2)

University of VenezialUAV (1)

X X X

11
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University of Roma La Sapienza (2)
[IPLE (6)

Centro Edili VeneziaCEVe (1)

CNI (1)

Civil Engineer (3)

Rizomedia (1)

X X X X X X

The workshop was divided into two different time slots, oneefch work package, followed by two
discussions. WPT2 covered the work carried out in the last six monttiseanedults achieved in that period.
The data collected among the partner countries regarding constructibmitgies, intervention techniques
and existing expeditious evaluation methods were illustrated. In additamparative graphs and tables were
used to highlight the differences between the countries involVkd.first part of the workshop ended with a
small presentation on the expeditious methodologies that are being gmdblgithin the project.
The discussion was very productive and it was possible totawlieterous suggestions offered by the
participants.
Specifically, the tips considered most significant for the project are bstew:

x Difficult to evaluate intervention techniques on constrained buildimgslvance because there are
no standard methods for restoring steel and concrete;
Understanding the real benefits of structural interventions on the nuimimanit;
Masonry disintegration as one of the main dangers in case of earthquake;
Need to find a standard method of intervention on buildings;
Need to find a simplified economic evaluation

X X X X

5.1. Evaliation questionnaire

dZ AZ}o A v3 A .v@y Sy e<+(po_ LB i Zharge of its organization. The evaluation
guestionnaire was filled in by the participants, who rated themselves satisfied by the event organized. It
was suggested tshare with advance some documents about the chronological sequences pfdjeet to
make the exposition clearef.here were positive comments on the clarity with which the argumeets
presented and on the interesting interaction that took place between dngcgpants.

All the stakeholders that filled in the evaluation questionnaire are interesfeattigipating in future events
and local workshops.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section &ahd Annexes.

6. Serbian event

The workshop was held on 14th J@@21 in remote modality, lasted about two hours and was developed in
a single session that covered all WP} i S]A « v & -paAtsthe Rnilvof ¥ach presentation, a
reasonable amount of time was set aside to discuss the issues addaess® collect suggestions from the
participants. The thirty-five stakeholders (17 females and 18 malesyiajethe event belonged to the
following groups:

x Provincial Secretariat for Culture, Public Information and Relations wittoe@pmmunities (1)

X The City of Novi Sad Council in charge for Culture (2)

12
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Municipality of Srbobran (1)

Municipality of Temerin (1)

Museum of the City of Novi Sad (1)

Serbian Association for Earthquake Engineering SUZI/SEAA (2)
University of Belgrade - Faculty of Architecture (1)

University of Belgrade - Faculty of Civil Engineering (2)
University of Novi SatFaculty of Technical Sciences (1)

KMZ contractor (contractor) (1)

MAPEI SRB DOO (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (1)
SDA-engineering RS (consulting firm) (1)

Sika Srbija (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (2)

VMS Belgrade (consulting firm) (1)

ASMEC Consultants (consulting firm) (10)

Z | ~Z P]}v o A 0}%uvS Pv CUIJ}EP v]s E+ ~fis

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Regarding the WPT2 a presentation of the completed activities wasrdgaedinghe definition of current
methods of expeditious assessment, techniques of intervention and aai&in techniquesThen, the focus
was set on the characteristics of the local area, comparing with tfogther regions in the Adriseismic
project. The main resources were the two recently completed progparts (which were shared with the
participants before the workshop). Specific features of Serbian constrymtémtices were discussed,
including types of walls, floors, and foundations. Subsequergigmon seismic intervention techniques
which have been used in Serbia were also presented. It was impturtsindw a comparison between the
construction techniques in Serbia and other partner countries.

During the event the opportunity to use expeditious seismic agmrg method was also discussed, even if
the approach is not very common in Serbia. At the end of the evenipitoming activities of the project were
presented and was taken the occasion to invite the participants totfiéiquestionnaire prepared for the
occasion by the LP, the results of which are reported in the aneekreport.

6.1. Evalation questionnaire

dz AzZ}o A v3 A« E 3§ e« AAEC cu e 1dse KEFZ NiNetasnevaldatidnP
guestionnaires were gathered. Everyone was satisfied with the organizatdoroatents of the workshop
even if some of them would have preferred the in-presence mble things most appreciated were the
competence of the lecturers and the clarity in the expositidrgarticipant suggested to include the institute
for the Protection of Cultural Monuments in the next workshéfmost all the stakeholders that filled in the
evaluation questionnaire are interested in participating in future events andNodathops.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section $ahd Annexes.

7. Sbvenian event

The workshop was held @5" August2021, lasted almost five hours and was developed in a single session
that covered all WPTs objectives and results gained so far. At thef eadh WPT presentation some time

13
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was left to discuss about the issues that had been just presértedhirteen stakeholders (7 females and 6
males) attending the event belonged to the following institutions

Slovenian National Building and Civil Engineering Institute ZAG (7)

Construction company GRAS d.o.o. (1)

Slovenian Chamber of Engineers (1)

University of Ljubljana - Faculty of Architecture (1)

Institute for the Protection of Cultural Heritage of Slovenia (1)

Engineering and consulting company Elea iC (2)

X X X X X

As in other case, the time devoted to the WPT2 was divided ipavws: one for presentations and one for
discussion, using the questions prepared by the LP. During theafirsth@ main objectives and activities of
WPT2 were outlined. After that the results obtained during the previomshs of work, specifically regarding
data collection on construction techniques, intervention techrségeereduce seismic vulnerability and dapi
assessment methods, were presented. The focus was placed archaracteristics collected so far for
Slovenia and comparison with those in other areas. According to the regort @nafted, most of the
participants stressed the importanceiofsitu test which is needed for the most realistic assessmeneof th
current situation of the building. Based on a realistic assessmenedbuitdings, optimal intervention
measures can be prepared.

For the next series of local workshops, the Serbian partner would likevatve the Ministry of the
Environment and Spatial Planning of Slovenia as well as some municipalities.

7.1. Evaliation questionnaire

dz AZ}o A vs A« E § e« "A EC ou o(uPSe }CE BZv]WIrEBpONZESEP v
the evaluation questionnaire were collected. All the participants who dillethe questionnaire were very
satisfied with the event, both in terms of organization and also instenopics covered, considered very
important for the areaeven though half of them do not feel confident with the topialdevith. Almost
everyone considers this project relevant to Slovenia. The thingsapeciated were the clear and open
exchange of information; moreover, the variety of figures involved btaugldifferent points of view on the
issues. For the next series of local workshop participants suggestéuvttvement of the Ministry of the
Environment and Spatial Planning in the project. All the stakeholders thbinfilee evaluation questionnaire
are interested in participating in future events and local workshops.

More information on the evaluation results can be found in Section $ahd Annexes.

8. General findings from the workshops and overall satsfaction
from PPs

The main points of divergence were in termdurgation of the workshop and the number of the stakeholders.
In fact, the workshops had a somewhat different duration: from ahtewrs event for the case of Croatia
Greece and Serbia to an almost five-hours event for the case of Sldmeaddition, concerning the general
organization, only Italy decided to conduct two separate worksfapthe three work packages while the
other partners defined a single event to present the work done do thie stakeholders.

14
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As shown in Figure 1, there was a big difference among the local apskshterms of thenumber of
partidpants, with Serbia having more than 30 participations and Albania 10

Another consideration that can be done with reference to the participaatsoist their field of expertise and
their belonging to one of the categories (e.g., national, regional andalattarity, interest groups including
NGOs, higher education and research, training centers and schools, easetr@MES) already listed above.
Table 1 shows how almost all the partner countries have successfidiyed at least 4 of the 5 categories
identifiedastarget group for the project, while Albania have covered only two relésayet groups.

40
35
30
25
20
15
10
. L
Albania Croatia Greece Italy Serbia Slovenia
Number of participants m® Female participants ® Male participants
Figure 1t Number of participants for each Partners Country and gendgstribution
National, Interest groups Higher Training Enterprises
regional and including NGOs education and = centers and (also
local authority research schools considering
SMES)
Albania X X
Croatia X X X X
Greece X X X X
Italy X X X X
Serbia X X X X
Slovenia X X X X

Tableltd EP 3 PE}u% -+ JVA}JOA v Z JUVSEC[s AYEI*Z}% X

Finally, the last observation that should be done is about the evesdsment. In fact, after the event the PPs
involved in the organization of the workshop were asked to evaluaedtess choosing among four different
slot rates:

15
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Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

X X X X

As shown in Figure 2, all the events were raigd A EC -

ADRISEISMIC

7 _
///47 7 i

Workshops' success rating

*e(Ho_ (E}u

DT2.3.3

REPORTSON WORKSHOPS 2.2

oo }EP v]e E-

= Very successful = Fairly successfulm Not too successful m Not successful at all

Figure 2t t} El¢Z} %o [ *

ee (E S|VP

Like the PPs, the participants were also asked to give an overall evaludt@awsdnt through the completion

of a questivv JE X dZ

0 88 & Z + JVA +&]P §

§Z

%o ERB] <[P vSpr[e3]Bve(

regarding their interest in the topics covered, the logistic and the orgamizztihe event, and, lastly, their
predisposition to be involved again in the project. Considering tlemafion gained through these
guestionnaires, all the participants are willing to be involved and up@imat the project future results and

outcomes.

16
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9. w EWW EREIVYZ AJEGZD%

A template has been provided to Project Partners to report the workstaip resultsAll the 6 reports are
included in the annexes.

17
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INTERREG VtR\driatic lonan
ADRION PROGRAMMSEECOND CALL FOR PROPOSALS

PRIORITY AXI$ Qustainable Region

Project duration: fron®1/03/2020to 31/08/2022

LEADER
ALMA MATER STUDIORUWhiversity of BolognaDepartment of ArchitecturéT)

PARTNERS
Institute for Vocational Training of Construction Workers in the progfiBelognat I.I.P.L.KIT)
1sC }( <(HB)o
Municipality of GjirokastegAL)
Regional development agency Backa (RS)
Slovenian national building and civil engineering institute (SI)
University of Crete (GR)
Region of Crete (GR)

The contents of this page/E op+]A oC & (o § §Z pchdrotbe[atrihited Jvany way to the European
Commission. The Commission cannot be held responsible for the use that migdddef the information contained
herein.



EVENT REPOF
wnterreg B priseismic

uuuuuuuuuuu

ADRION ADRIATIC-IONIAN

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn - Instrument for Pre-Accession Il Fund

1. Event Report

Municdipality of Girokager

Venue Virtually via Webex platform

Date Tuesdayl5-06-2021

Duration 1 hour

Type and number of stakeholde Technical staff from the Municipality of Gjirokaster & Exter
involved and role in the event Experts: Physicist, Civil Engineer, Architect, Academia etc.
Total number of participants 10 persons

Number of female participant: 7

(indicative)

Number of male participants 3

(indicative)
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1.1.Agenda & Invitation of the event

HILEITCY - ADRISEISMIC
AD RI ON ADRIATIC=IOMNLAN

Tymampan Bwgerd Gwvwneras] Furd « by bor Deg Aecmpsem | Faad

New approaches for seismic improvement and renovation of Adriatic and lonian
historic urban centres

2™ Round of Local Workshops in Gjirokaster

15 June zo0z1, start time 10:00 AL Time

Meeting link:

https:/lsupport-875 my. webex com/support-Bzs my/j.php?MTID=Mb6ggbecysbaoscebbiearyyadiaccazes

TIME THEME FPARTICIPANTS
0945 — 10000 Lowg én of participants in the platform -

é 10:00 - 10-10 Welcome Speech/ Greetings Representative of the Municipality of
L Gjirokaster
g i i Presentation of the Project "Adriseismic’ and | Living Prospects Ltd — (External Expert
'_E_ a0 2030 the purpose/ftopics of the workshop af the Municipality of Gjirokaster)

i i Lelf-intro af the participants -

1230 - 1085 Getting kmow each other ALL

Topic 1: Discussion about the common reference framework of norms and incentives for seismic
Pl i FPresentation of the main activities Technical Expert - Municipality of
o | IEE-ILIS undertaken so far in WPz & Key findings of Gjirpkaster
g completed WPz deliverables
E Open discussion with stakeholders:

Commeon reference framework af norms and

215 — 11 ALL

; e T incentives for seismic vulnerability retrofitting
15 min Break — stretch your legs!

Topic 2: Definition of the main contents of the methodology for seismic vulnerability retrofitting
o 12:00-12:20 Presentation of the main activities - L
b= -
n. ken so far in WP3 & Key findings of Terhm:t:!Eg.:iTEfT Municipality of
2 completed WF3 deliverables firokaster
:;1 12:20—12:50 Open discussion with stoakeholders:
g Methodology for seismic vuinerability
= retrafitting applied in Giirokaster
?h ALL

10 min Break — stretch your legs!
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1HILCITCY ] ADRISEISMIC

ELROPEAN L0
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Invitation for participation
in the 2™ series of online local workshops for New approaches for seismic
improvement and renovation of Adriatic and lonian historic urban centres in the

context of the Interreg ADRION programme.

The Municipality of Gjirokaster
Invites you to participate to the 2™ local Workshop that is carried out in the context of the
European project ADRISEISMIC.

2™ Local Workshop | Tuesday 15-06-2021 1 10:00 —13:30

The participation to the Workshops is free & the sessions will be carried out online using Webex platform.

Meeting Link
https://support-874.my.webex.com/support-
874.myli.php?MTID=m65gbecysbaogccbbbez d3yiccaze

The project ADRISEISMIC is funded by ERDF & IPA il Fund

1.2.Photos d the event
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& 2nd Round of Local Workshops in Gjirokaster-20210615 0813-1.mp4 - VLC media player
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1.3.Bvent assessnent

Overall, how would you rate the success of this specific ey@aiR only one option

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

Please briefly describe the event including:

Your key takeaways from the sessio’¥ou can also include specific comments made by workshop
participants.
Following the series of the Second workshops in the Municipal@jirokastra, this one highlighted i
detail the topics included in the ADRISEISMIC project. The impoofaamealying the ADRISEISMIC

methodology in conserving the characteristic buildings / houseshwesughly analysed. The overal
subject was on the spot and clear to understand.
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Is there anything you would change about the event/workshogtongre engagement from stakeholders?
If so, what?

Everything was well organized.
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ADRISEISMIC

SECOND LOCAL WORKSHOF
WWii /dz K& < a
WP T2
EVENT REPORT

- **1 This project is supported by the Interreg ADRON Programme funded under the European
S Regimal Devdopment Fund and IPAII fund.
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INTERREG VitRB\driatic lonan
ADRION PROGRAMMEECOND CALL FOR PROPOSALS

PRIORITY AXI$ Qustainable Region

Project duration: from 01/03/2020 to 31/08/2022

LEADER
ALMA MATER STUDIORWWhiversity of BolognaDepartment of Architectur@T)

PARTNERS
Institute for Vocational Training of Construction Workers in the province of BolodgiaL.HIT)
1sC }( <(HB)o
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1. Eent Repot

EVENT REPOF

ADRISEISMIC

[Name of the aorgankationin charge of the event]

Venue
Date
Duration

Type and number of stakeholde
involved and role in the event

Total number of participants
participant; 10

Number
(indicative)
Number
(indicative)

of

of

female

male

Due pu }(sZ ]sC }( < “So
16 June 2021
From 11:30h to 14:00h
1SsC }( <(Bp o
Due pu }( 8}Av H((® “8 o
Croatian Mountain Rescue Service (2)
Red Crosx “S (@)
Conservation department in Trogir (1)
Public institution RERA S.D. for the coordination
development of the Split-Dalmatia County (1)
]JAlo % E}S 3]}v (BC }( < “S o
Volunteer Fire Department "Mladost" (1)
sjouvs € &|E %del@E $2) v§ —<
Urbanex d.o.0. (3)
Kvinar d.o.o. (2)
University of Split, Faculty of Civil Engineering, Architecture
Geodesy (2)

26

participant; 16
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1.1.Agenda ofthe event

Please include the agenda of the event.

11h30t11h35

11h35t11h45

11h45t 12h00

12h00 t 12h20

12h20t 12h40

12h40t13h10

13h10t13h30

13h30 t 14h00

Introductory Remarks
ACREHMICPwject Information

WPT1 Norms ard Initiatives for Post-seismic Recongtruction

Existing norms and initiatives for post-seismic reconstrudti®roatia
and project partner countries

Presenter: Mislav Stepinac, PhD., Associate Professor

WPT2 Techniques and Methods of Past-seismic Reconstruction

ADRISEISMIC project research methodology and comparison of exis
reconstruction techniques and methods

Presenter:d}u]eo A <PhD., Professor

WPT3 Secific Training Rquirements
Relevant education and training€roatia and project partner countries
Presenter: Mislav Stepinac, PhD., Associate Professor

Integrated Reconstruction of Higorica Units
WE « v§ EW /A v < SuE] U WZ X

Discission and Conalisions t problematizing post-seismic reconstruction with
emphasis on historical city cores reconstruction

Rdreshment

1.2.Photosof the event

Please provide some pictures from the event
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Figure 1: Venue seatp Figure 2: Presentation of the WP

1
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Figure 3: Audience
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Figure 4: Pilot location

1.3.Event assesment

Overall how would you rate the success of this specific eveat’k Only one option

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

Please briefly describe the event including:

Your key takeaways from the sessior¥ou can also include specific comments made by workshop
participants.
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The presenter explained that the goal of this package is to develop a mietipdor reducing seismi
vulnerability and identifying seismic recovery techniques, with the godéfofing and sharing a commc
standard of advanced methods and techniques. He noted that all projetciersa collect practices an
techniques that are applied in a local specific context.

Participants agreed that, when assessing masonry constructions, firsttofsatiecessary to evaluate tf
masonry quality. Conservators have given the most comments, as thEaaignreview must be to establish tt
facts by doing as little damage to the historical heritage as possiblepdimgd out that modern methods
such as lasers, need to be used for this.

Participants discussed techniques and levels of reinforcerksat, they agreed that reinforcement techniqt
must not be too invasive as many historical buildings are mostly protedtachtproperty. They agreed the
when it comes to historical heritage it is necessary to determine tigroation of a certain building, that is,
review the archival documentation according to which it was built and the existiagtgtogumentation, if any
Then it is necessary to conduct a detailed inspection of the existing conditionesrwicing of the damage.

They praised the project because they learned about new methodeciiol the degree of damage, many
which are not used in Croatia. The expeditious pre-earthquake assessmesdupescwere thoroughh
discussed

Is there anything you would change about the event/workshop to get more engagieomeratakeholders?

If so, what?
It turned out that the practical segment is very important for understandingdiidivtechniques, so adding tt
experiences of stakeholders who used them would be significant and would contalibte quality of the
overall workshop.
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ADRISEISMIC

2. Evaluaibn quesionnaire

A feedback questionnaire has been shared with the participants. A printediashanded out. 15 responses
have been collected. One participant did not reply to all question. The sumntiagyre$ults is shown below:

1. Please rate the following:

Very much Much Fair Insufficient at all
a. Hoyv satisfied are you of the 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0%
organised event?
b._ To what extent _do you feel cqnfldel 40.0% 53 3% 6.7% 0.0%
with the general aims of the project?
c. To what extent do you consider this 80.0% 13.3% 6.7% 0.0%

project relevant for your territory?

d. To what extent do you consider

relevant your involvement in the

development strategies for the 46.7% 33.3% 20.0% 0.0%
reduction of seismic vulnerability of

historic areas?

2. How much are you satisfied with the following:

Very - Quite -

satisfied Satisfied satisfied Not satisfied
a. '_I'mng in which you received the 66.7% 26.7% 6.7% 0.0%
invitation
b. Clarity of the invitation and content 53.3% 40.0% 6.7% 0.0%
of the event
3. How did you find out about the event?
a. Invitation from the organizers 100%
b. Other
4. How would you rate the following:

Excellent Good Fair Insufficient
a. Quality of moderation and the teanr  86.7% 13.3% 0.0% 0.0%
b. Structure and overall design of the 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0%
event
¢.Onsite organisation/technological 46.7% 53.3% 0.0% 0.0%
support
ds vu [« ( ]o]8C 66.7% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0%
e.Level of interaction among 33.3% 53 3% 13.3% 0.0%

participants

5. How would you rate the following aspects concerning the ses dedicated to WPT2 topics:
Excellent Good Fair Insufficient

a. The clarity of your role during this 28.6% 64.3% 7 1% 0.0%

session of the workshop
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b. The correspondence of the sessior

, 35.7% 64.3% 0.0% 0.0%
your expectations
c. Easiness of the tools used 57.1% 35.7% 7.1% 0.0%
d. Effectiveness of the tools used 50.0% 42.9% 7.1% 0.0%
e.Quality of the tool in relation to the 57 1% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0%
development of creative contents
f. Quality of the tool in relation to the 57 1% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0%

possibility of supporting a debate

6. What did you most appreciate during the event

X WE ¢« vS E[* }% vv ¢« (}E s

X WE « v3 E[e % E}( *+]}v 0]3C iwvcobéeting)ahnd ephvahicing allsidkeholders
involved in maintenance of historical buildings
c¢. Quality of moderation and the team, information on subject and new methods and approach

7. Do you have any recommendation for the improvement of the organisatidrthie next events?
a. Put more emphasis on strategies concerning historical buildings and earthquakes in preventic
after earthquake

(o]

. After this workshop, are you interested in participating in other project vkshops?
a. Yes 80.0%

b. No 0.0%

Maybe 20.0%

o
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EVENT REPORT

2\° GREEK WORKSHOP

WPT2 tESTABLISHING ADRISEISMICMETHODOLOGY FOR
REDUCTIONOF SEISMICVULNERABILITY

22 June 2021
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1. Eent Repot

OrganiserRagion of Qete

Venue

Date

Duration

Type and number of stakeholde
involved and role in the event

Total number of participants
Number of female participants
(indicative)

Number of male participants
(indicative)

1.1.Agenda ofthe event

2"d GREEK WORKSHOP - W

ADRISEISMIC EVENT REPOF

Online eventt ZOOM platform

Tuesday 22 June 2021

30 min

Region of Crete (7)

Municipality of Rethymno (1)

University of Creteat Natural History Museum of Crete (3)
Technical Chamber of Greet®epartment of Western Crete (!
Ephorate of Antiquities of Rethymno (2)

Earthquake Planning and Protection Organization (EPPO) (;
MAPEI SRB DOO (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (1)
Independent Engineers, external partners (6)

23

11

12

1100 t 1115 Entry- Access meeting roomTechnical settings Welcome note

111511140 WPT1Hamonization of reguktive andincentive-based approaches
Mrs Ermioni GialitGeologist* % ] o }veupuos v8 Z P]}v }( & § }

Questions

11:40 t 12:05 WPT2Egablishing alriseismic mehodology for reduction of seismic vulnerabilty

Mr Nikos VotsoglauGeologist, Administrator of Adriseismic project, Region of Crete
12:06 11230 Ceae study of RaC:Implementing Adriseismic methodology

Mr Nikos VotsoglguGeologist, Administrator of Adriseismic project, Region of Crete

Questions

12:30 t 1245 WPT: Innovative training packages for enhancingskills andexpertise for tacking sismic

vulnerabilty

Mr Xaralambos Fasoulas, Geologist, Special Scientific Manager to Natural History

Museum of Crete
Questions

12:45113:00 Discouse - Questionnaires
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1.2.Photosof the event
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Figure 1: Beginning of the workshop

niterrey B
ADRION ADRIATIC-IONIAN

Druga radionica
ADRISEISMIC projekta

Prezen tGCIjO pr!h rezultata 15:00 - 15:05 Uvodno obracanje (RRA Backa)
ADRISEISMIC projekta i validacija 15:05-15:15 Pregled i status ADRISEISMIC projekta (mr Olga furic-Peric)

14:45-15:00 Registracija ucesnika putem ZOOM aplikacije

15:15-15:45 Procena seizmicke otpornosti i tehnike za seizmicko ojacanje
objekata u Srbiji i regionu: poredenje prakse u regionu (dr
Svetlana Brzev)

Ponedeljak, 14. jun 2021. )
15:45-16:00 Pauza
14h45 - 17h05 TG0 -1635

Tehnicka regulativa u vezi seizmickog ojacanja objekata u
Srbiji i regionu: slicnosti i razlike (dr Borko Bulajic)

Pristupni link na Zoom platformu: 16:30-17:00 Status obrazovnih programa u vezi zemljotresnog

inZenjerstva i seizmickog ojaanja objekata u Srbiji i regionu:
slicnosti i razlike (dr Marko Marinkovic)

https://zoom.us/j/93152630150

17:00-17:05 Najava buducih aktivnosti ADRISEISMIC projekta (mr Olga
Duri¢-Peric)

Figure 2: Workshop invitation
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Figure 3: WPT2 dedicated to establishing adriseismic methodology for reductismseivulnerability
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Figure 4: WPT2.2 introducing intervention technical methods for static reinforcemenf historical buildings
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Figure 5: Presenting Cretan study visit

Figue 6: Introducing study visitt Building of RoC
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Figure 7 Introducing breaking collapse for a newer monument.

Figure 8 End of the workshop
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Event assesment

Overall, how would you rate the success of this specific evaatrk Enly one optign

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

Your key takeaways from the sessior¥ou can also include specific comments made by workshop
participants.

DE E]l}s s}Se}Po}pU (}E& SZ % E}i S[* %oE}P EZ40 |VEEEF A 3Ppv U
the WP2 and what must deliver till the end of this European program. Ehstarted the presentation of th
workpackage he is in charge, explained that specific purpose is phespivssibility of implementation an
*e seu v8 (JE+$ }( ¢ ]eu] Apov & ]o]8C Z]+8}E] w +u]pv]vE[{v(3C
techniques. During the last months these information collected fromajdigipartners in a data base and co
sharing to all countries for compare. He justified the Greek resedrdhical construction methods fc
understood current methods intervention characteristics, with civil engineers assistant, anddattdlde first
delivered which include determination of fast lane intervention techniquits analyzed methods. Also |
explicated the workpackage T.2.1. contained general listing of metaitisring and bibliography analysigle
showed images relevant to seismic risk estimate methods from lead partner, UnivieBsikygna.
At the second part of his presentation, Mr Votsoglou, brought up the creation of a comnuameddytool for
tracking parts of which could harm historical]o JvPeU Jv }&E & S$Z § *% ] o u Z v]
seismic vulnerability. Very important is the knowledge of all countries special ehatiastfor choosing suitabl
methods and intervention techniques, also estimate seismic vulnerability methodpasfittular choice.
easiness, complexity, cost, and find specialized staff for implethémtse methods. The main deliverable
all these, are 4 regional action plans from stakeholders Kroatia, Aldanémi&and Greece, Creta. These pl
will conclude the development of a common methodology express estimaiswiic vulnerability and commc
intervention techniques with aim their inclusion to existing policies relevant to this field.
&EUESZ EUu}E& DE s}Se}Po}u u vstldly. He i@ormefsthatewill take place in Rethymn
including the choice of historical important buildings, that whigh testing in respect of suitabl
implementation, if can make it happen quicker seismic vulnerability evaluation anaithevcate monitoring
instruments for find out their specialized construction characteristiedekiled that case study will contain
historical buildings § "~} /& } & , Rof hHlding, Police building and some private ones. The RoC bui
200 years old, stone constructed with several problems, but very gasdigaed, and explained the reasor
that decided thee 3 old buildings, reasons that should agree with Adriseismic rules and requseie
Votsoglou pointed images and plans ofstbuildings at Soxora plaza, said that, as a result of the case
hA AlJoo ]¢ }A & *}u }( 3Z pviviAv « A E 0 WhEv SSE]XS] U v
He explained the procedures for the suitable methodology of reductiamisaigsinerability t&RoCbuilding and
summarized that firstly it will take place a data historical and constructitection ofit and secondly wil
captureit by photogrammetry methods or laser scanning, as construction characteristics optaalhrefehe
building and investigateé inside-outside for charge marks. Seismic risk will arise from #aselfich leac
partner provide to all project partners, including evaluation of building seismic vulner&bidisyng down hi

9
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presentation Mr Votsoglou showed to stakeholders some photos of the RoC buildinghet@grammetry
method he shot, of course not in professional level, but for sure thethat the building reflected wa
remarkable. Also he pointed a photo from a collapsed part of a chain-smakentd historical manufacturin
in the city of Rethymno, explained that this incident happened a few days ageeé#tmg, and indicated th
importance of Adriseismic project.

The director of Rethymno Ephorate Antiquities, as associated partnetjonezl that Antiquities Service ha
the suitable programs, scanners and tools for deep dive to these proceduresrbisisiey appropriate staff fc
using them, and expecting them. Also mentioned that the Ephorate is availakdieigeismic team whenevt
required for any kind of helping.

From Municipality of Rethymno, indicated that as for repairing monument buildings palitychave the
opportunity to intervented with proper crew, only in caseDfuv] ]% 0]SC[e % E}% ESCX
cannot interfere for risk recovation, there is not such expectation for private cases.

Is there anything you would change about the event/workshop to get more engageamerdtakeholders?
If so, what?

The positive sign was that we had representatives from ArchaeologPlaining, Municipality and Techni
t e % E3Su v3 }( Z 3ZCuviU pus Jv 8 Gue }( , E NoBAYS AUv SZ)5 R
participating.

In conclusion, the event was accomplished successfully, with some improymrimgstfor more stakeholder
Jvd E 3]}vU % E}u]e]vP 3Z § A AJoo }ve] E BZ]3[¢}SEGE AV V3 EEXuUt
A [oo Z A 3Z }% % }EepevEh irspresehceyfor more participates and not only remotely.
&}00}A]JvPU 8Z @& +posde }( 51 Z}o E+[ A op 8]}v <p *3]}vv JE X

10
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2. WPT2quedionnaire

After the presentation, the participants filled out the questionnaire related to WiRd pravided valuable
information for the upcoming project activities.

They have been collected eleven responses with the follow results:

1. OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE EVENT

Graph 1: Please evaluate following:
A. How satisfied are you of the organized event?

B. To what extent do you feel confident with the general aims of the project?
C. To what extent do you consider this project relevant for your territory?
D. To what extent do you consider relevant your involvement in the dev elopment of strategies for the reduction of seismic vul nerability of historic
areas?
Very much Much Fair Insufficient at all

2. DETAILED EVALUATION OF THE EVENT

11
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Graph 2: How much are you satisfied with the following?
A. Timing in which you receive invitation.
B. Clarity of the invitation and contents of the event.

Very satisfied Sati sfied Quiie satisfied Not satisfied

[ [  — [

Graph 3 : Please choose how did you find about the event?
- Invitation from organizers.

B rarticipation to project team.

12
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Graph 4 : How would you rate following:
A. Quality of the moderation and the team.
B. Structure and overall design of the event.
C. On-site organization / technological support.
D. Level of interaction among participants.

Very good Good Fair Insufficient

| [ —

Graph 5 : How would you rate following aspects concerning session dedic ated to WPT2 topics:
A. The clarity of your role during this session of the workshop.
B. The correspondence of the session to your expectations.
C. Convenience of tools used.
D. Effectiveness of tools used.

E. Quality of the tool in relation to the development of creative contents.
F. Quality of the tool in relation to the possibility of supporting a debate.
Very good Good Fair Insufficient

| [ —

13
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7. Please mention what did you appreciate the most during the event ? (8 answers)
1. BURMHFWYfV SURJUHV \Wdiv@réblesSGDWH RI WKH
2. 7KH LPSRUWDQFH RI VWDNHKROGRUDYGBHWKFRGRWERRU DWMNHR(3BQWLTXLW
3. The clarity of subjects.
4. The results compare to other countries.
5. SBURMHFWTTV SURJUHVY DQG YHU\ XVHIXO UHVXOWYV
6. The importance of exchange views and opinions betweea participations.
7. The clearly in which WPs presented in relation with th eir subjects.

8. Good organization.

8 'R \RX KDYH DQ\WKLQJ WR VXJIJHVW IRU LPSURRKHPBQWDBHiRME@RHHWLQJT
1. 1think that all mentioned according to schedule and th is is a plus.
2. 6HULRXV DFWLRQV :DFFRUGLQJ WR QHHGV”’

3. 1R , GRQYW KDYH DQ\WKLQJ WR VXJJHVW

4, +
5. No
6. No

Graph 6 : After this workshop are you interested in participating to others?

- Yes, of course.
B Vvaybe.
|:| Not at all.

14
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This project is supported by the Interreg ACRION Programmefunded under the Euopean
Regond Dewelopmert Fund and IPAII fund.
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1. Event Report

EVENT REPOF

AIMAMATERSTUDORUM t University of Bologna t Department of Architecture

Venue

Date

Duration

Type and number of stakeholders involv
and role in the event

Total number of participants

Online eventt GoToMeeting platform
14th July 2021

2h30mint from 9:30 to 12:00
University of Bologna UNIBO (6)
University of Firenze UNIFI (1)
University of Perugia UNIPG (2)
University of Venezid IUAV (1)
University of Roma La Sapienza (2)
IIPLE (6)

Centro Edili VeneziaCEVe (1)

CNI (1)

Civil Engineer (3)

Rizomedia (1)

24

Number of female participants (indicativ¢ 10
Number of male participants (indicative) 14

Agenda of the event

9:45 - 10:00 Virtual room access registration

10:00 - 10:10
10:10 - 10:50

Greetings from the coordinator of the ADRISEISMIC Project (UniBo)
Update on WPT2 adivities: collection of construction, intervention and evaluati

techniques conducted among the countries involved in the Adrigejzroject

10:50 - 11:00
11:00t11:40

Discussion on the results collected
Update on WPT3 adivities: presentation and validation of the first training packagt

the project for the target of technicians

11:40t11:50
11:50t12:00
within the project

Photos o the event

Discussion and validation of the proposed methodology
Concluding session and illustration of the upcoming activities tHaienilarried out
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Figure 1 pictures during the event

Figure 2 Final greetings
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Figure 3: WPT2 questionnaire

Figure 4: WPT2 presentaion
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Bvent assessnent

Overall, how would you rate the success of this specific ey@aiR only one option

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

Please briefly describe the event including:

Your key takeaways from the sessior¥ou can also include specific comments made by workshop
participants.
The second Italian Workshop on Technical Package 2 (WPT2) wagdyraeldten thel 4™ of July 2021.
It was structured in two different parts. In the first part, the work carrigdrothe last six months and the resu
achieved were summarised. The data collected among the partnetriesnegarding construction technique
intervention techniques and existing expeditious evaluation methods Westrated. In addition, comparati
graphs and tables were used to highlight the differences betweenotn@ries involved. The first part of th
workshop ended with a small presentation on the expeditious melbgies that are being developed with
the project.
The second part of the workshop was dedicated to the discussoa;basis, some questions shared witt
project partners were used. The discussion was very productivatamas possible to collect numerol
suggestions offered by the participants.
Specifically, the tips considered most significant for the project are bhstew:
1. Difficult to evaluate intervention techniques on constrained buildimgslvance because there are |
standard methods for restoring steel and concrete;
Understanding the real benefits of structural interventions on theémuim unit;
Masonry disintegration as one of the main dangers in case of earthquake;
Need to find a standard method of intervention on buildings;
Need to find a simplified economic evaluation

a s W

Is there anything you would change about the event/workshogtompre engagement from stakeholders?
If so, what?

The online mode, although well structured, does not guaranteeethgts that can be achieved with an in-per:
mode. The possibility of organising the event in a blendecerabduld be explored in the coming months.
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2. Exaluation questionnaire

A feedback questionnaire has been shared with the stakeholdeoliie form has been prepared, as the
whole event was held online.

1. Please answer the following questions to (Please mark your answer
us an overall assessment of the event you VERWIUCH MUCH

FAIR INSURQENT
S, NOTATALL
How satisfied are you of the event organised63.6% 36,4%
To what extent do you feel confident with the72,7% 18,2% 9,1%
general aims of the project?
To what extent do you consider this project 63,6% 36,4%
relevant for your territory?
To what extent do you consider relevant youi54,5% 18,2% 27,3%
involvement in the development of strategies
the reduction of seismic vulnerability of histol
areas?
BEXCELLENT GOOD FAIR INSURQENT
2. How satisfied do you feel in relation to the
following aspects relating to the organization VERY SATSRED QUITE NOTSATSRED
the event? SATSHED SATSHED
Did you receive the invitation in good time? 63,6% 36,4%
Did the invitation offer a clear picture of what63,6% 36,4%
event was about?
3. How did you find out about the event? Direct invitation from the organizers Other
100%
4. How would you rate the following? EXCELLENT GOOD FAIR INSUHQENT
VERY SATSRED QUITE NOTSATSHED
SATSHED SATSHED
Quality of moderation and of the team 72, 7% 18,2% 9,1%
Structure and overall design of the event 63,6% 36,4%
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Level of interaction among participants 63,6% 36,4%
5. How would you assess the following aspe(EXCELLENT GOOD FAIR INSUHQENT
of the WPT2 session?

VERY SATSHED QUITE NOTSATSHED
WPT?2 is the Work Package dedicated to the SATSRED SATSHED

definition of the ADRISEISMIC methodology
seismic vulnerability reduction. In this event t
results on construction techniques, interventi
and assessment methods collected for each
country and comparative tables were shown.

The clarity of your role during this workshop 36,4% 45,5% 18,2%
session

The match of the session to your expectation54,5% 45,5%

Ease of tools used 45,5% 54 5%
Effectiveness of the tools used 63,3% 36,4%

Quality of the tool in relation to the 54,5% 36,4% 9,1%
Quiality of the tool in relation to the possibility54,5% 45,5%

of holding a debate

6. What did you most appreciate during the event?

"The objective of the event. In fact, the methods of seismic analpsisverification of the regulations are
absolutely conventional and do not achieve the objective"

"The ability to interact, the qualification of the interventioribe clarity of the exhibition”

"The discussion"

7. Do you have any recommendations for improving the organization of theéWeskshop?
"None"

"The prior sharing of documents related to the chronological sequences girtiiect could be useful”

"Increase the number of participants”

9. Following this workshop, are yot Yes No Maybe
interested in participating in the ne:
project workshops?
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100%
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This projed is supported by the Interreg ADRION Programme funded under the European
Regional Dewelopment Fund and IPA 11 fund.
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1. Bvent Report

[Name of the organisation in charge of the event]

Venue Slovenian National Building and Civil Engineering Institut
Date 25" August 2021

Duration 5h t from 8:30 to 13:30

Type and number of stakeholders Slovenian National Building and Civil Enginee
involved and role in the event Institute ZAG (7)

Construction company GRAS d.o.o. (1)

Slovenian Chamber of Engineers (1)

University of Ljubljana Faculty of Architecture (1)
Institute for the Protection of Cultural Heritage |
Slovenia (1)

Engineering and consulting company Elea iC (2)

Total number of participants 13
Number of female participants 7
(indicative)

Number of male participants (indicative) 6
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1.1 Agenda of the event
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1.2 Photos of the event

Figure 1: Workshop participants

Figure 2 Presentation of previous activities and results
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1.3 Bvent assessment

Overall how would you rate the success of this specific eveatk Only one option

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all

Description of the event

Key takeaways from the session:

The content of the workshop for technical work package 2 (WPT2) of the Adriseismic prajsttd arf
two parts.

In the first part, the main goals and activities of the WPT2 were first surathahiter that, the results i
the field of data collection regarding construction techniques, intervention techniques for rec
seismic vulnerability and methods of expeditious assessment were presented. Thesismyas on the
data collected for Slovenia so far. At the end of the first part, further activities welitg described.

The second part of the local workshop was devoted to discussion, which was based on questions
by the lead partner of the WPT2 (UNIBO).

Participants agreed that there are many reasons for cause of damage to the building stockage thi
earthquakes (e.g. construction techniques not adapted to the seismic actions involved, un:
structural strengthening interventions, failure to comply with minimum standards, inadequate tec
standards). Some of them pointed out, that inadequate technical standards in a gieehcpald be the
most important reason for building damages.

One of the questions was related to the phase of in-situ tests. Should the iessibe a fundamenta
cognitive element for defining the structural characteristics of the materials or it dwarried out in
the executive design phase? Most of the participants agreed that in-situ testdesmental element
which is needed for the most realistic assessment of the current situation of thengpuBased on
realistic assessment of the buildings, optimal intervention measures can be prepared.

Participants agreed, that it could be possible to prepare catalogue of the most appropriate aitr
intervention technics and materials for the certain building types, of course, taking into accol
requirements for ensuring safety of building as well as requirements for tiserpagion of cultura
heritage. They also exposed, that the large-scale diffusion of intervéetiomiques involving the use
composite materials (FRP, GFRP...) could have a positive impact on redsaiig rigi, but the
interventions using these new materials should be performed correctly.

Possible changes about the event/workshop to get more engagement feiakeholders:

For the next series of local workshops we would like to involve the Miniding &nvironment and Spati
Planning of Slovenia as well as some municipalities.
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2. Bvaluation questionnaire

Few days after the*llocal workshop in Slovenia, a feedback questionnaire has been shared with the
stakeholders. An online form has been prepared. 15 responses have been calfettne results of the
guestionnaire are shown below.

XKs Z =BEVALUATION

How satisfied are you of the organised event?

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

To what extent do you feel confident with the
general aims of the project?

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient
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To what extent do you consider this project
relevant for your territory?

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

To what extent do you consider relevant your
involvement in the development of strategies for
the reduction of seismic vulnerability of historic

areas?

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient
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1. DETAILED BVALUATION

Timing in which you received the invitation

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Clarity of the invitation and contents of the event

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

How did you find out about the event?

0%

= Invitation from the organizers = Other

10
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Quiality of the moderation and the team

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Structure and overall design of the event

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

On-site organisation/technological support

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

11



EVENT REPOF

Venue's facility

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Level of interaction among participants

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

The clarity of your role during this session of the
workshop - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

12
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The correspondence of the session to your
expectations - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Easiness of the tools used - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Effectiveness of the tools used - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

13



EVENT REPOF

Quality of the tool in relation to the development
of creative contents - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

Quiality of the tool in relation to the possibility of
supporting a debate - WPT2

= Very much = Much = Fair = Insufficient

What did you most appreciate during the event?

~h ~h —~h —~ —h

=~ T

/

All

/

Interesting conclusions of foreign practices

Debate and the view of the experts from other fields (1ZS, ZVKDSisééua has broadened my
views on the reconstruction process

/

Participants from different organisations.

Fair, clear and open exchange of information i.e. view stands to the tdmlderent participants
from different professions.

14
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Do you have any recommendation for the improvement of the organisatiminthe next events?

f

~h ~h —h —h —~h —~h —H

/
No
/

Involvement of the Ministry of the Environment and Spatial Planning in the project

/

/
/
/

After this workshop, are you interested in
participating in other project workshops?

= Yes = Maybe = Mo

15
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1. Event Report

OrganiserRegionalDeve ¢%d vS Pv C |

Venue Online eventt ZOOM platform
Date 14 June 2021
Duration 40 min
Type and number of stakeholders Provincial Secretariat for Culture, Public Information &
involved and role in the event Relations with Religious Communities (1)
The City of Novi Sad Council in charge for Culture (2)
Duv] 1% o]SC }( ~ e

Duv] 1% 0]3C }( KT ] ~ie

Municipality of Srbobran (1)

Municipality of Temerin (1)

Museum of the City of Novi Sad (1)

Serbian Association for Earthquake Engineering SUZI/SEA/
University of Belgrade - Faculty of Architecture (1)
University of Belgrade - Faculty of Civil Engineering (2)
University of Novi Sad Faculty of Technical Sciences (1)
KMZ contractor (contractor) (1)

MAPEI SRB DOO (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (1)
SDA-engineering RS (consulting firm) (1)

Sika Srbija (specialised manufacturer/supplier) (2)

VMS Belgrade (consulting firm) (1)

ASMEC Consultants (consulting firm) (10)

Z | (Regional development agency, organiser) (5)
Total number of participants 35
Number of female participants 17
(indicative)
Number of male participants 18
(indicative)
Agenda of the event

14:45115:00 Registration - Access to the virtual meeting room

15:00t 15:05 Welcome note
De /A v <Ee+u V}A] U JE S8}E }( 8Z Z P]}Mo A 0}%

15:05t15:15 Ovwerview and status of ADRISESMICproject
WE » v§ EW DAWKE&E] UulEF 3S}E }( ~D KEA"h>d Ed”
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15:15115:45 WPTR: Asessment of seismic vulnerahility and techniques for seismic retrofitting of the
buildingsin Serlia and the Region: comparison of the pradicesin the region
Presenter: Dr. Svetlana Brzev, President of the Serbian Association for Earthquak
Engineering (SUZI-SAEE) & Professor at the University of British Colurade, Can
Q&A session

15:45t16:00 Coffee break

16:00t16:30 WPTL: Technical regulations regading seismic retrofitting of the buildingsin Serbiaand
the Region: similarities and differences
WE « v3§ EW EX JEI} po i] U WE}I( *+}E <3]8ZE}A]
Q&A session

16:30t17:00 WPT: Statws of the educational programmes regading seismic retrofitting of the
buildingsin Serlia and the Region: similarities and differences
WE « v§ EW EX D EI} D E]VI}A] U ee]e38 vEWR (R} (EY
University of Belgde
Q&A session

17:00t17:05 Owerview of upcoming adivities within ADRSESMICproject
WE » v§ EW DAWKE] HE]

D} & §}EW D E]i WE}}%] U Z/» /I"D/ JuupvA clpouDv® P &L Z Al}v

The Speakers
M.Sc.OlgahzZFW Z/ Dr. Svetlana BRZEV
EX }E&I} h>:/ EX D &I} D Z/E<Ks/
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Photos o the event

Figure 1: Beginning of the sessidrFilling in GDPR related questionnaire

Figure 2: Programme of the workshop
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Figure 3: Beginning of the WPT2 session

Figure 4: Next steps

Bvent assassnent

Overall, how would you rate the success of this specific eymatR only one optign

Very successful
Fairly successful
Not too successful
Not successful at all
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Your key takeaways from the sessiofYou can also include specific comments made by workshop
participants.

Dr. Svetlana Brzev made a presentation related to the WPT2 package, whidtugad on the complete
activity T2.1 related to the definition of current methods of expeadstiassessment, techniques of intervent
and construction techniques. Dr. Brzev updated the participants ostélwes of the project related to WPT
and the contributions by Serbian team related to the construction and emgon techniques. The mai
resources were the two recdgitcompleted project reports (which were shared with the participantsrbahe
workshop). Specific features of Serbian construction practices wetessksl, including types of walls, flog
and foundations. Subsequently, common seismic intervention igebs which have been used in Serbia w
also presented. It was important to show a comparison between tigtretion techniques in Serbia and oth
partner countries. An interesting issue was raised related to the periggkadf lime mortar and cement mort.
in masonry walls. Some participants commented that the use of celnasetd mortars were used by the Rom:
which inhabited the Serbian territory in ancient times. The techniffuespeditious seismic assessment wi
also discussed, although Serbian experience in this area is very lEréetples of established approaches fr
partner countries, e.g. the POTROG approach developed in Slovenialseediscussed. Finally, upcom
project activities were also presented. After the presentation the participaate invited to fill out the
guestionnaire and provide input regarding the topics which weresisduduring the presentatioplease refel
to Section 2 of this report for the summary of the results

Is there anything you would change about the event/workshopttongee engagement from stakeholders?
If so, what?

&}00}A]JvP }vepos 3]}ve AJS8Z §Z & Zv] o MHY¥E®EZ $}vwoJvZ u} d]3S&
workshop as well in order to ensure participation of the stakeholdersdraside of Novi Sad area, e.g. Belgre
based representatives from the University of Belgrade - Faculty dE@jirileering and Faculty of Architectu
Regrettably, their turnout was not as high as anticipated, which coaltiriimited to the June exams period. (
the other hand, more representatives from the local sgilAg Evu vse (E}u §Z I Z P]}v
representatives from the Museum of Novi Sad and the City of No@@&amtil in charge for Culture. Therefa
should the Coronavirus related situation allow, the next series osivapk will be organised in presence, w
the possibility of online participation for those who are unable to ttavidbvi Sad. In presence modality sho
enable more interaction between the stakeholders and the presenters amtea effective discussion, whic
lacked at this workshop.

Even so, the overall impression is that the event was very sucagigsfuthe circumstance$he results of the
second workshop evaluation questionnaire are shown in Section 3 of this report.
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2. WPT2 questionnaire

After the presentation, the participants were invited to fill out the quesiiire and provide input regarding
the topics which were discussed during the presentation.

Twenty responses have been collected. The results are shown belo
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3. Exaluation questionnaire

A feedback questionnaire has been shared with the stakeholdeoliie form has been prepared, as the
whole event was held online.

Nineteen responses have been collected. The results are shown belo

OMERALEMALUATONOFTHEEMENT

DETALED ENALUATONOFTHEEMENT

2. How much areyou satisfied with the following:

3. How did you find out about the event?

11
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4. How would you rate the following:

5. How would you rate the following aspects concerning the session dedicated to WPTL topics:

n/a

6. How would you rate the following aspects concerning the session dedicated to WP T2 topics:

7. How would you rate the following aspects concerning the session dedicated to WP topics:

n/a

8. What did you most appredate during the event?

X X X X X X X X X

Systematic themes and action plan

Everything was very useful to me

WPT1

Organisation

Professional lecturers, useful information regarding the preservation of culauitage.
Expert team that presented the projects and their expertise

New information related to seismic engineering is always useful.

Clarity of the presentations

The topic of education - the world remains to young people :)

12
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9. Do you haveany recommendation for the improvement of the organisation of the next events?

No

No

If they have not been encouraged to participate so far, it is negessinclude in the workshops the
Institute for the Protection of Cultural Monument$ $Z ]3CU % E}A]Jv ] o o A oY
/

d} A"o]A U_ [/ 8Z]vl 3Z & A]ooweenpafciphmts E 3]}v §

xX X

10. After thisworkshop, are you interesed in participating in other project workshops?

13



