Evaluation Summari — Subreiional workshoi for the countries of South-Eastern Eu roie on industrial accident

Evaluation Summary

Subregional workshop for the countries of South-Eastern Europe on industrial accident
prevention:

Identification and notification of hazardous activities and linkages with the relevant legislation of
the European Union

Zagreb, 21-23 February 2017

The participants were requested to indicate their opinion of various aspects of the workshop in terms of its usefulness and
organization. A total of 14 evaluation forms were submitted. A summary of feedback received is presented below.

l. Degree of usefulness of the event in terms of:

1. RELEVANCE OF SUBJECT TO YOUR AREA OF 3. PROVIDING A FORUM FOR EXCHANGE

EXPERTISE OR WORK OF INFORMATION WITH OTHER
g PARTICIPANTS
useful, 0% not useful, 0%
extremely
extremely useful useful, 43%
50%
ful,
ver;:ns/neful ver\;;i/:_‘ u
2. KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS OBTAINED 4. PROVIDING AN OPPORTUNITY TO

FOR YOUR FUTURE WORK ESTABLISH CONTACTS

useful, 7%

not useful, 0%

— not useful, 0%
useful, 0%

extremely
useful, 36%

very useful,
36% extremely

useful, 57%

very useful,
50%
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5. IDENTIFICATION OF GOOD PRACTICES

AND LESSONS LEARNED

somewhat
useful, 0% useful, 0% not useful, 0%

extremely
useful, 43%

very useful,
57%

Average of all of the above ratings of usefulness:

OVERALL DEGREE OF USEFULNESS

somewhat

useful, 6% not useful, 0%

useful, 1%

extremely
useful, 46%

very useful,
47%
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. Rating the event in terms of:

6. STRUCTURE OF THE PROGRAMME

good, 7% poorﬂ//—

very good, 43%

7. QUALITY AND CLARITY OF
PRESENTATIONS

below average,

good, 7% 0% poor, 0%

very good, 36%

excellent,57%

8. QUALITY AND RELEVANCE OF WRITTEN
MATERIAL CIRCULATED BY THE
ORGANIZERS

below average,

0% poor, 0%

excellent, 43%

very good, 57%
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below average,
0%

excellent, 50%

9. AVAILABILITY OF MEETING
DOCUMENTATION IN DUE TIME BEFORE
THE EVENT

below average,
good, 7% 0%

poor, 0%

excellent, 50%
very good, 43%

10. USEFULNESS OF THE DISCUSSIONS

below average,

good, 7% 0%

/_r__poor, 0%

excellent, 29%

very good, 64%



11. ORGANIZATION OF THE WORKSHOP

below average,

good, 7% 0“_'/5.___________ poor, 0%

excellent, 50%
very good, 43%

12. OUTCOME OF/ DECISIONS TAKEN AT
THE EVENT

below average, ood, 0% poor, 0%
0%

excellent, 29%

very good, 71%

13. SUPPORT PROVIDED BY THE UNECE
SECRETARIAT DURING THE EVENT

below average, ood, 0% poor, 0%
0%

very good, 43%

excellent, 57%

Page | 4

14. MEETING VENUE AND LOCATION

below average,
09 boor, 7%

excellent, 21%
good, 14%

very good, 57%

15. ORGANIZATIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
BEFORE AND DURING THE EVENT

below average,

good, 14% 0% poor, 0%

excellent, 43%

very good, 43%

16. TIME SCHEDULE FOR THE MEETING
AND AGENDA ITEMS

below average,
good, 7% 0% poor, 0%

excellent, 43%

very good, 50%



17. DURATION OF THE MEETING

below average,

0% poor, 0%

good, 14%

excellent, 29%

very good, 57%

Average of all of the above ratings

OVERALL SATISFACTION RATES

below average,
good, 7% 0%

poor, 1%
- —

excellent, 42%

very good, 51%
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