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EVALUATION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE

Question 1: Please give your overall
opinion on the meeting

>

All participants thought the meeting
was either very good or good.

Question 2: Case—Study Presentations
9

For all participants the Case-Study
presentations were useful. For almost 90 %
they were either useful or very useful.

Question 3: Keynote-Speeches
9

They keynote speeches were perceived as
very good, good and average. More than
3/4 of the participants found they were
good.

Question 4: Discussions
9

For the large majority the discussions have
been useful or very useful. A few participants
rated the discussions as less useful.
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Facilitators

Question 5: Facilitators average
0%

poor
0%

>

All participants stated that the work of
the facilitators was either good or very
good.

World - Café

poor

Question 6: World - Cafe average 0%
0%

>

The World - Café was very well appreciated.
All participants thought is was very good or
good.

Question 7: What did you like best about the meeting?
Answers given by the participants:

= Quality of presentations

= World - Café

= Good coordination

= Integration

= Communication on the World - Café
= Information exchanged

= Transfer of practice

= Discussions

= The global characteristic

= Sharing of best practice

= Opportunity to interact with colleagues from different cities and exchange best practices to

overcome poverty and inequities within our cities
= World - Café
= Model, format and discussions

9
Participants mostly liked the discussions, the exchange of information and of best
practices. The World - Café has been mentioned very often.
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Question 8: What did you like least about the meeting?

Answers given by the participants:

>

Time constraint

Little presence of foreign cities on Nov. 25.

The duration of the meeting. 2 Days
Field visit is not included

Should have more cities

The time for the presentations was too short

Time after presentations is limited

There was no (or a little) time for discussions after the presentations

Time for presentations

pass very

The participants mostly d i d n &that tHerie Wwes not enough time for the presentations
and for discussion after the presentations. Some also wished to have more foreign cities
at the meeting.

Question 9: How was the quality of the
conference facilities (rooms, interpreters,
meals, etc.)?:

>

Most participants found the quality of the
conference facilities has been good. More
than a third thought it was very good.

Quality of conference facilities

How much learned during the

meeting
Question 10: On a scale of 1 to 10, where 1
is “nothing” and 10 i
did you learn during this meeting?
9
1
All participants stated to have learned a lot 0O 0 0 0O O

during the meeting.

Seite3von 4

fast



metropolis e [, Lot Berlin

METROPOLIS COMMISSION 3 MEETING - PORTO ALEGRE - NOVEMBER 24 - 25, 2009

Question 11: Do you have any additional comments and/or recommendations?
Answers given by the participants:

= Bravo!

= Punctual beginning of the activities
= Thanks for everything!

= Language is to be improved

= | would Ilike to Al earno ¢é s oisaesimurbargareasor e abou
= One more day should be considered
" Letds meet more often. | sug-eesngsinilee can creat

between of the presential seminars. Thanks!
= | think need more time for presentations of the case-study
= Thank you
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