Zpráva Joanny Popovici z cesty do Brazílie 

Questionnaire for evaluation of coLABoratorio residence – Brasil 2007
 

1. If we had to begin coLABoratorio again, which would be your suggestions, which changes would you propose, what would you add/eliminate?

I consider worthy also the involvement of artists from different fields that relate to dance, such as theatre/dramaturgy and even cinema. Their presence in such a collaborative project enriches the possibilities and raises problematics that choreographers are not very familiarised with or they give less importance to. Apart from the collaborative aim of the project, I think that the essence of it is to discover a different way of working, thru letting yourself get influenced by the others' point of view. The above mentioned fields can bring fresh concerns.

I also think it should be assumed that the sellected residents have a certain experience in dance. Therefore, their decissions and choises should not be criticized, as they are taken on mature and affinity basis, not instinctive ones. This aspect can facilitate the communication between the organisers and residents, which this time I found a little bit conflictual.

Anik and Sandro's participation in the production team, was a very helpful one, which I think should not be neglected it in the future.

  

2. What were the main contributions of coLABoratorio to your artistic and personal development?

-experiencing a new way of thinking and creating a dance performance, which came in the moment I felt my work needs a major change. 

-meeting artists that I found strong affinities with, both artistic and human, and establishing further collaboration with. 

-confrontation with individuals that generated a self-confrontation, that answered to some uncertitudes I am dealing with, artistic and personal.

  

3. About your work in coLABoratorio. Are you happy with the artistic results?

Generally yes. Although the aim of CoLABoratorio focused on the importance of the process, not of the product, I consider many of the pieces as finished, while some have a very strong base for becoming good works, if the artists involved will find a way of communiticating between each other. 

A question mark was the presence of Andreea Maciel's project, which was not a collaboration with the CoLABoratorio's residents. 

Do you have any plan for keep on working on the performance? If yes, which are these plans?

The phase we are now in, is the preparation of the promoting materials of the piece (PDF presentation, covers for the DVD's, etc), which will allow us distribute the work to different international festivals. In case of an interest to invite "Carmen Mirands Is Dead" to be part of a festival, we will organize the next phase, meaning period and place of rehearsals, sharing of production duties, etc. 

 

4. About the residencies time (12 March-8 April). Please do a little evaluation of the main positive/negative points: reception, duration of the period, work spaces, local production, artistic support, etc.

The collaboration with FID team was very well organised in all the detailes mentioned above, and the communication a very supportive one. It did not exist any reason for affecting our work.

The only negative aspect of the residence time, was the way the production money was administrated from Rio de Janeiro to Belo Horizonte. Instead of being provided the whole or half of the amount at ones, which could facilitate our work, we had to demand for it when needed, almost every second day.

The fact that "CARMEN MIRANDA IS DEAD" project invested from the first days in costumes and props, had a quite disappointing response from Rio de Janeiro's organiser, being regarded with mistrust. 

It was not taken in consideration that the artists involved are not at their firts project, but have an experience that makes them be responsible and conscious of their decissions. Even if a decission is a wrong one, this is part of a creative process, as in order to find the right solution, you must go thru errors firts. 

This is mentioned here, as it was not discussed and that was the main point that affected the entire communication between the group and the main organiser. 

 
5. About the tour period (8-12 April). Please do a little evaluation of the main positive/negative points: spaces of presentation, production, diffusion, technical support, audience, etc.

Positive points: 

performing space suitable to the piece.

Negative points: 

the general impression of the performing period in Fortaleza was that there was not done any production work for that period. 

This impression was created by the lack of scheduling in a proper way a meeting with all the groups (we had to wait 4 hours for our meeting with the producers), lack of communication between the producers and technical crew, lack of providing the audience with very simple brochures of the whole project, lack of providing the groups with basic support, such as water and maps of the city, lack of communication from Fortaleza's producers with "Carmen Miranda" group, not even in the performing day. 

 

 

6. Has your participation in coLABoratorio had (or will have) any kind of repercussion, activity in your city (or in any other place)?

It is early to answer this question, nothing concrete has developed yet. 

 

7. About 1st phase. Now that you can think about it with more distance, do you have any comments about your experience in 1st phase that you would like to add/emphazize?

Not more than what was answered at last year's questionnaire, as well as at the firts point of the present questionnaire.

 

(please see evaluation list below)

 

 

Quick Evaluation

In order to have a general vision of the level of satisfaction of the participants with the organisation of coLABoratorio, please evaluate the items of the list below using the following number marks (leave empty the not applicable ones):

 

Very satisfactory 5

Satisfactory 4

Average 3

Litlle satisfactory 2

Not satisfactory 1

 

- Level of satisfaction with the results of the produced work: 5

- Level of satisfaction with the results of the rest of the works: 5

- Utility, interest of coLABoratorio blog: 1

- Interaction, contact with the organisers Fortaleza: 1

- Interaction, contact with the organisers Belo Horizonte: 5

- Interaction, contact with the organisers Rio: 2

- General coordination from Rio (general organizatino, travel, payments, comunication with artists, etc: 2

- Interaction with your city of residencies: 5

- Interaction with the rest of groups of your city of residencies: 5

- Interaction with the rest of groups in other cities: 

- Fee: 5

- Perdiem: 2

- Production money (500 EUR / person): 5

- Work space during the residencies in Fortaleza: 

- Work space during the residencies in Belo Horizonte: 5

- Production of residencies in Fortaleza: 

- Production of residencies in Belo Horizonte: 5

- Production of presentations in Fortaleza: 1

- Production presentations in Belo Horizonte: 5

- Production presentations in Rio: 2

- Presentation space in Fortaleza: 4

- Presentation space in Belo Horizonte: 5

- Presentation space in Rio: 5

- Get-in organization in Fortaleza: 1

- Get-in organization in Belo Horizonte: 5

- Get-in organization in en Rio: 2

- Level of satisfaction in the period of residencies: 5

- Level of satisfaction in the period of tour: 5 / 1

- Level of satisfaction in 1st phase: 5 / 2

- Level of satisfaction in 2nd phase: 5 / 2

Level of satisfaction with coLABoratorio project in general: 5 

 

Commentaries: please use this space to make comments about the listed items on the top or about any other point we could have forgotten.

There are points which cannot be given a single mark, as they are quite complex in nuances. The tour period had positive parts in some direction, and also negative ones in another direction. This is also applicable also to the level of satisfaction in 1st and 2nd phase. 

 

