Evaluation of the Participation Day of EUSDR

For all formal BIOS capacity-building events were subject to participant evaluations. The BIOS took
careful notice of evaluation results in order to improve its capacity to respond to current needs
and requests of participants regarding further ESMP development and the updating of

instructional material and methods.
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The respondents assessed the
quality of oral presentations as
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(41,2%) and average (14,7%) 10 -
(Figure 5).
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7. Moderation of the
Discussion

The opinions about the Moderation
of the Discussion are as follows:
41,3% of respondents assessed this
question as “high”, 38,2% - “very
high”, 17,6 - average and 2,9% -
poor (Figure 7).

8. Logistical Arrangements

Logistical arrangements were
assessed as following: 48,6% of
respondents assessed this
question as “high”, 42,9% - “very
high” and 8,5 - average (Figure 8).

9. Additional Information and
Support

The majority of all participants at
the EUSDR Participation Day
requested additional information
(responded with “Yes”) on the
training topics (78%), while 22% of
the respondents consider that they
do not need additional information
of the discussed issues (Figure 9).
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