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Evaluation Report
Participants were encouraged to respond to an Evaluation Form, the results which appear below. Theses results have the potential to review the seminar and evaluate its success. 

1. How did the Participants rate the meeting?
The Pie Chart below illustrates that the meeting was rated “Good” or better by everybody. No “Fair” or “Poor” ratings were observed. 

Rating of Overall Meeting
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Figure 1: Illustrative results of the Rating of the Meeting

	Rating
	Number of Respondents 

	Excellent
	14

	Very Good
	22

	Good
	10

	Fair
	0

	Poor 
	0

	Total
	46


Table 1: Results of the Rating of the Meeting

2.
Did the Participants’ understanding of the Personal Assistance Service System increase as a direct result of the meeting?

The Graph below illustrates the understanding of Personal Assistant Service System (PASS) before and after the meeting. The understanding clearly improved with the progress of the meeting, therefore confirming the appropriateness of the presenters and facilitators.
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Figure 2: Illustrative results of the Understanding of PASS

	Rating
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	4

	Very Good
	16

	Good
	16

	Fair
	10

	Poor
	1

	Total
	47


Figure 2: Results of the Understanding of PASS Before the meeting
	Rating
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	22

	Very Good
	18

	Good
	7

	Fair
	0

	Poor
	0

	Total
	47


Figure 3: Results of the Understanding of PASS After the meeting
3. Did the participants believe the Presenters (Recourse Persons) were Appropriate? 
In line with the results above, the knowledge and expertise of the presenters assisted in deepening the knowledge of the participants in relation to PASS. When directly asked, the great majority of respondents rated the recourse persons “Good” or better. 
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Figure 3: Illustrative results of the rating of the Recourse Persons 
	Result
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	17

	Very Good
	18

	Good
	11

	Fair
	1

	Poor
	0

	Total
	47


Table 4: Results of Knowledge of the Resource Persons 
4.
Do the participants see the value of the meeting on order to establish PASS? 

The Chart below illustrates that the great majority of the respondents believe, the meeting was useful in order to establish a PASS. “Fair” was only rated ones, “Poor” was not rated. 
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Figure 4: This Chart illustrates that participants believe in the value of the meeting
	Rating
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	23

	Very Good
	17

	Good
	5

	Fair
	1

	Poor
	0

	Total
	46


Table 5: Results of whether people see the value in the meeting in order to establish a PASS
5.
Did the participants believe the meeting was accessible

(Venue and Material)?
According to the results below, the great majority of participants believes that the accessibility of material and that the accessibility of the venue was “Good” or better.  
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Figure 5: Graph illustrating the accessibility of this event 
	Rating
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	12

	Very Good
	18

	Good
	14

	Fair 
	2

	Poor
	1

	Total
	47


Table 5: Results of whether participants believed the meeting materials were accessible 
	Rating
	Number of respondents

	Excellent
	17

	Very Good
	17

	Good
	12

	Fair 
	0

	Poor
	0

	Total
	45


Table 6: Results of whether participants believed the meeting venue was accessible
Conclusion

The results in this five
-page Evaluation Report can potentially act as good tool for further improvements to next events organized by DPI-AP.

This report illustrates that this meeting was a very successful event. In the last Question the respondents had the possibility to write freely any feedback. Many people wrote that this was an overall very felicitous event. 

Especially in the question of understanding PASS before and after the meeting it is very positive to see a significant improvement by the respondents. 

Of course always there is room for improvement. The ‘lowest’ rating was measured in the accessibility of the event-venue. But even here fewer than 10% of the respondents answered with “Fair” or “Poor”.
Another very positive response we could declare. The Volunteers of this meeting, trained and organized by DPI-AP were rated with the best results.
Possible variations in the total number of response result in not always given ratings. 
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