[image: image1.jpg]EUROPEAN ANTI POVERTY NETWORK




Evaluations: European Elections campaign – internal meeting & conference 2013
30 September (AM) & 1 October 2013 (AM), Brussels
Overall DRAFT! summary: (12 replies from 73 MEMBER-participants)

Positive response with highest appreciation for organizers’ preparation, venue/logistics & matching needs and the workshops exchange.

High appreciation of all other aspects, notably knowledge gained.
Slightly more neutral area – applying knowledge (with 3 saying neutral/undecided), the workshops exchange (with 3 saying neutral. Note: there were only buzz groups really), plenary debate (3 saying neutral) & lunch (4 neutral). Two more people than for the EU2020 part, judged their own preparation as neutral (4 instead of 2 (one of which, bad)).
Very good/Good:

Question 1: Matching needs: 12/12

Question 2: Relevant knowledge: 11/12

Question 3: Applying knowledge: 9/12

Question 4: Workshops exchange: 9/12

Question 5: Plenary debate: 9/12  
Question 6: Organisers’ preparation: 12/12

Question 7: Their preparation: 8/12

Question 8: Venue, Logistics: 11/11
Question 9: Food: 8/12
	
	5 (very good)
	4 (good)
	3 (undecided/ neutral)
	2 (bad)
	1 (very bad)

	1. Did the event match your needs?
	5
	7
	
	
	

	2. Did you gain relevant knowledge and information?
	4
	8
	
	
	

	3. Can you apply this in your work?
	3
	6
	3
	
	

	4. Workshops exchange
	4
	5
	3
	
	

	5. Plenary debate with decision-makers & stakeholders
	3
	6
	3
	
	

	6.Preparation by organizers (background documents/ mailing)
	9
	3
	
	
	

	7. Your preparation and participation
	3
	5
	4
	
	

	8. Venue/ Logistics (incl. interpretation)
	8
	3
	
	
	

	9. Lunch & coffee 
	7
	1
	4
	
	


On questions:
What were the strengths of this event? 

[Also for the EU2020 part……… Opportunity to meet & learn from each other (x2) and to see the decision-makers.

Possibility to plan common activities.

Great camaraderie among members; common poverty goals; good speakers esp Heather Roy, Social Platform & Mary Collins, E Women’s Lobby; good food & venue!
Good powerpoint presentation.

Everything (except award ceremony) was in the same building.

Many differences about the strategy (elections or EU2020, it’s unclear!) – both a strength & weakness.]
Well done to Honoratte (NN Norway) for her intervention
What were the weaknesses of this event? 

[Also for the EU2020 part……… Short time with decision-makers & not enough to learn from each other & establish future collaboration/direction.

Not enough time to share in small groups.]
The party representatives didn’t seem to be the leaders but rather MEPs who are already convinced, at least 3 of them. 

Other comments, suggestions

[For the EU2020 part……… Nice to have 5 mins for each country to present the best practice they advocate in their country.]
Would have been good to have the round table representatives as guests in the workshops.

[Also for the EU2020 part……… Enjoyed the event immensely. 

I have gained so much new information that nothing comes to mind.]
For another time, have workshops with the elected, or need another year to prepare a round-table.
NON-MEMBERS

Overall DRAFT! summary: (1 reply from 22 participants)

Only 1 form! 

	
	5 (very good)
	4 (good)
	3 (undecided/ neutral)
	2 (bad)
	1 (very bad)

	1. Did the event match your needs?
	
	1
	
	
	

	2. Did you gain relevant knowledge and information?
	
	1
	
	
	

	3. Can you apply this in your work?
	1
	
	
	
	

	4. Plenary session 1/ speakers (1 Oct)
	1
	
	
	
	

	5. Plenary session 2/ speakers (1 Oct)
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Preparation by organizers (background documents/ mailing)
	
	
	1
	
	

	7. Your preparation and participation
	
	1
	
	
	

	8. Venue/ Logistics (incl. interpretation)
	1
	
	
	
	

	9. Lunch and Coffee 
	1
	
	
	
	


NON-MEMBER On questions:
Comments, suggestions…
· Exchange on the different manifestos
· Preparation of a common declaration

· Why not have a gathering end of April/begin May? At the EESC? In Greece?
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